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A Contemporary Opinion
Here 1s Miss Harriet in the full enjoyment of economical philoso-
phy: her tea-things, her ink-bottle, her skillet, her scuttle, her chair,
are all of the Uulitarian model; and the cat, on whom she bestows
her kindest caresses, 1s a cat who has been trained to the utmost pro-
priety of manners by that process of instructions which we should
think the most efficient on all such occasions. There she sits cooking

[%$

. TOWS

Of chubby duodecimos;”

certain of applause from those whose praise is ruin, and of the regret
of all who feel respect for the female sex, and sorrow for perverted
talent, or, at least, industry; doomed to wither in the cold appro-
bation of the political economists; and, after ghosting it about for
their hour,

. . thence
Be buried at the Row’s expense.”

Sketch of Martineau from Fraser’s Magazine, November 1833
Reprinted from Webb, Harriet Martineau



PREFACE

This volume is the intellectual harvest of an 1dea planted
in 1973. Having just finished my Ph.D. in American Studies,
which involved analyzing the ideas of contemporary Ameri-
can feminism, I wanted my next project to be historical, to be
about women, and to be suitable for an Americanist working
in England. Professor Chadwich Hansen, then at the Univer-
sity of Minnesota, proposed that I study Harriet Martineau.
When [ left for England that summer, all I knew about Harriet
Martineau’s work on women came from Society in America,
in which she wrote a chapter entitled “T'he Political Non-
Existence of Women.” Now a decade later | know a great deal
more, have read massive amounts of what she wrote and what
has been thought and written about her, and have lived with
her hovering presence for months on end. Feminist schol-
arship has come of age in those years, a new biography of
Martineau has been published, her autobiography and her
novel Deerbrook have been reissued, a volume of her letters has
been brought out, and I have changed, too, in what I wanted
to know and do about Harriet Martineau. At first expecting
merely to do a study of what Martineau wrote on women, I
now feel compelled by what I found in her work to present her
as an important antecedent to contemporary feminism through
the publication of a collection of her own writings about
women. This is a small collection; I could have filled three vol-
umes and not have presented all that she wrote on women.

[ owe a lot to many people for support, criticism, advice,
and information that helped this book to be realized. My fam-
ily (Wilson, Natasha, and Stiles) and I spent two of the hap-
piest periods of our lives together in England when [ was do-
ing my research. We went to the Lake District as a family on
the children’s school holiday “to see where Harriet Martineau
lived.” (We recommend the lodging and food at the Rydal
Lodge.) I jiggled alone over to Norwich on the pay train “to
see Harriet Martineau’s birthplace.” (I went to the library
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PREFACE

instead of her house. I'll have to go back.) Wilson’s very best
Christmas gift to his wife was a 35-pence purchase from a
L.ondon bookseller, a portrait of Harriet Martineau. With the
English friends we made in Cambridge, we learned how to
“muddle through” as a family in a foreign culture with both
parents at work. Natasha and Sules survived as wondertul
tecnagers who sometimes feel they gave their all for their
mother’s work and would do it again. Wilson 1s my best critic
and best friend. I probably could have finished this book more
quickly without them. I'm glad I didn’t.

I have a long train of mentors who fed me intellectually
over the years: Bond Fleming and Robert E. Bergmark, who
taught me to think philosophically at Millsaps College; Ruth
Winfield Love, who, although I dropped out of the seminary
where she was the first woman professor, taught me that feeling
and intellect need not be separate and insisted that I go on for a
Ph.D.; David W. Noble, Mary Turpie, Clarke Chambers, and
Mulford Q. Sibley, who transformed my tentative questions
into scholarly commitment and who made a sport of getting
my unorthodox dissertation on feminism, which they had
encouraged me to undertake, through the graduate school.
Noble, Chambers, and Sibley, after having been my teachers,
gracefully became my colleagues when I was brought onto the
faculty of the University of Minnesota, and they remain among
the best support system a person can have.

Several proper Victorianists, historians and English pro-
fessors have read parts of my material and given me helpful
criticism and encouragement. I want to thank Florence Boos
of the University of lowa and Joseph Altholz and William
Madden of the University of Minnesota for contributing their
expertise in aid of this Americanist stepping into their field.
Some of my Minnesota colleagues from American studies, his-
tory, and women’s studies have read my material crltlcallv
from their own special angles. I am grateful for hearings be-
fore the history department’s Monday Club and before the
Feminist Scholars’ Colloquium. I wish especially to thank
Margot Kriel, Jean Ward, Cher1 Register, John Modell, John
Howe, Edward M. Griffin, Paul Murphy, and Ann Pflaum
for their critical reading of an earlier essay from this research.

The Graduate School of the University of Minnesota
provided funds for a research fellowship in the summer of
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PREFACE

1978 and for a research assistant in the summer of 1982. The
College of Liberal Arts provided money for typing. Librarians
at the University of Minnesota libraries have helped, particu-
larly Sandra Allen, Shirley Stanley, and Marcia Pankake. Our
secretary in women’s studies, Judy ‘Treise, has often been
as much an editor as a typist, and 1 am deeply appreciative of
her conscientious and thorough help. My research assistant
in 1982, without whom I truly could not have done it, was
Rosalind Urbach Moss. Because of her, many a fact here is
more factual, many a sentence clearer, several items discov-
ered and questions raised in time. Her well-ordered and quick
intelligence doubled my ability to meet my deadline.

At Cambridge University with which 1 was affiliated
while I did this research, I wish to thank the members of
my host college, Lucy Cavendish College, particularly Hilda
Davidson, who was my especial host as college vice-president.
The staft of the Cambridge University Library was greatly
helpful.

Editors at Rutgers University Press have been generous
and thorough. I thank Kenneth Arnold, Leslie Mitchner, and
Barbara Westergaard for their considerable investment of time,
resources, and painstaking care in seeing this book through to
its finish.

For use of materials in their libraries and their helpful-
ness, | thank the following: the Fawcett Library, City of Lon-
don Polytechnic, especially librarian David Doughan; the
Colman and Rye Libraries of Local History in Norwich; the
library of Manchester College, Oxford University; the Rare
Books Library of Cornell University and its librarian Joan H.
Winterkorn; the National Library of Scotland, Edinburgh;
and the library of the Fitzwilliam Museum, Cambridge. For
permission to reproduce photographs and cartoons in their
possession, | thank R. W. Webb, the Boston Public Library,
the National Portrait Gallery in London, Punch, and the Dazly
News Trust.

Sometimes this book has been a joy. Sometimes it has
been a chore. Responsibility for it is finally my own, but the
graciousness and help of these persons and institutions have
made 1t worthwhile.
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INTRODUCTION

Harriet Martineau was the most astute female politician in En-
gland through almost four decades of the mid-nineteenth cen-
tury. She did her work as a writer, an investigative traveler, a
correspondent, and an interpreter of a multitude of intellec-
tual trends. In all the vast number of her works and interests
she was ever conscious of being female. She knew that being a
woman meant that she had to do whatever she did differently
from a man. Early in 1832 she wrote 1n a letter to Francis Place
from her native Norwich, “l wish 1 were in London, . . .
I want to be doing something with the pen, since no other
means of action in politics are in a woman’s power.”’

She was able to move to London within the year, for her
monthly series of didactic fictional accounts of the ideas of
the new economics, [llustrations of Political Economy, had made
her instantly famous, and the income from the series made her
self-supporting. She was to earn her living as a writer, her repu-
tation as a radical economic, political, and social commentator,
and her historical mark as a social scientist, current historian,
and feminist. She is known today by scholars of American so-
ciety through her keenly analytic work, Society in America,
published in 1837 after a two-year journey in Jacksonian Amer-
ica. She is known by English people as the renowned progres-
sive journalist and leader writer (editorialist) for the L.ondon
Daily News, author of a history of a period through which she
lived, The History of England during the Thirty Years’ Peace, 1816~
1840, translator into English of Auguste Comte’s Positive Phi-
losophy, and proponent of positivism and the social scientific
method. In England she is even remembered locally as an ami-
able resident-householder of Ambleside in the Lake District,
the informal educator of local workers through her winter
series of instructive evening lectures and her personal lending

'"Quoted in R. K. Webb, Harriet Martineau (New York: Columbia
University Press, 1960), p. 114.



INTRODUCTION

library. In this, as in all her work, she was the progressive,
enlightening reformer, perpetually confident in the rightness
of her truth. Her feminism, perhaps because it was part and
parcel of the whole of her political philosophy, is not as well
known as her other ideas. Yet she took a stand and commented
on virtually every campaign regarding women n Iingland and
America of her day and addressed some women’s issues that
were not identified so clearly as such until the women’s move-
ments of the 1960s and 1970s.

Martineau’s politics included a thoroughgoing attention
to women. It was an essential part of her blend of radicalism,
and 1t had emerged well before her declaration to Place a
month before her thirtieth birthday in 1832 that she must act
with her pen, as that was the only access to politics a woman
had. Her feminist politics was to continue strong throughout
her life. Sensitive to her own womanhood and the limitations
it imposed on her, the entry to feminism for many a woman
through several feminist generations, Martineau gradually
turned this personal sensitivity to social ends until the rights
of women and advocacy of women’s causes became one of her
llfelong major efforts. The first piece she ever published—at
age nineteen—was on women: “‘Female Writers of Practical
Divinity.” In 1869, while an invalid confined to her home T'he
Knoll at Ambleside, as her last public work she applied her
mighty pen in support of the campaign by the Ladies’ Na-
tional Association for the Repeal of the Contagious Diseases
Acts. This campaign was an organized effort by women to get
Parliament to repeal a group of laws that theV believed 1n-
criminated women indiscriminately. Fuphemlstlcallv named,
the laws purported to control sy phlhs and gonorrhea through
controllmg pI‘OStltUthI] while giving sweepmg authority to
police 1n garrlson towns to detain and examine women on
mere suspicion of prostitution. Englishwomen made the re-
peal of these laws a rallying focus for their first fully organized
feminist operation. In her sixties Harriet Martineau wrote the
drafts for their petitions, wrote speeches for the campaign
leader, Josephine Butler, wrote the newspaper letters that
launched the effort.

A London female journalist, Sarah Curus, standing for
Parliament in 1974 at the peak of the contemporary women’s
movement 1n Great Britain, called Harriet Martineau “the
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woman journalist of our time, then.”” Curtis encapsulated in
that statement the reason we need a fresh look at Martineau’s
feminism. I think this can best be accomplished through read-
ing her own words on the subject, and to that end I present
these selections of her works on women.

Harriet Martineau was a complicated female intellectual
at a time when often the most a bookish middle-class woman
in need of employment could aspire to was a position as a gov-
erness. She was full of contradictions, at times the advance
messenger of a new movement, at times a reflector of Victorian
eccentric views and narrow morality, sometimes farsighted,
other times petty, sometimes mean, other times generous and
wise, occasionally brilliant, but often verbose, repetitious, and
tedious. Yet she was surely what we called in the early days of
the recent women’s movement “a role model from history,” a
woman of achievement, independence, and autonomy, whose
hard-won gains resulted from her own effort. For Victorian
England the magnitude of her accomplishment is astounding.
She wrote without a significant break from early adulthood
into her late sixties, despite health obstacles, supporting her-
self all her life by writing, and publishing well over 100 sepa-
rately printed titles, scores of periodical articles, and some
1,642 newspaper editorials. The content of all that she wrote
was wide-ranging, substantial, and serious.

As we reconsider her influence, we realize that we are not
recovering a “lost woman writer” whose few small gems have
been lost to the public for many years. Rather, hers is an enor-
mous output. She never revised, and although some of her
writing 1s lively and brilliant, some of it is very dull. She can
be credited with neither painstaking attention to craft nor sty-
listic grace. Some of her vast outpouring has remained in
print, and she has continued to hold a small place of historical
recognition. Thus, it is neither because of neglect nor because
of her virtuosity as a writer that we should again turn our at-
tention to her.

As she was not entirely lost to history, so she was not a
typical woman of her time, either. Harriet Martineau cannot
be used as a case study of a nineteenth-century woman. She
was not inarticulate or limited in public expression as most

*Sarah Curus, quoted in Observer, February 17, 1974, p. 26.
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women were. She was not even a typical woman writer, for
there were few women journalists, women writers tending to
concentrate more on fiction and poetry. As a single woman,
she was not dependent on an individual man for her economic
or emotional well-being as the vast majority of women were.’
No one thing that she did, no one aspect of her life makes her
In any way a representative nineteenth-century woman.

On the other hand, even though she more often expressed
new trends than typified currents, she was not an original
thinker. Her genius lay in her ability to discern new 1deas with
quick intelligence, to communicate them clearly to the popular
mind, and thus to rally, ime and again, supporters and advo-
cates of the new viewpoints and causes. Adam Smith, 'Thomas
Malthus, David Ricardo, James Mill, Joseph Priestley, Jeremy
Bentham thought up the doctrines of political economy, neces-
sarian philosophy, and utilitarianism that she taught in the
early years of her adulthood. Mrs. Jane Marcet in Conver-
sations on Political Economy even invented the format she first
used, the simplified lesson in print aimed at educating com-
mon people. Martineau took the ideas and perfected the form—
the primer textbook in a sophisticated field, the how-to man-
ual—at a time when the desire for general education was
highly developed, but the instructional materials for it were
not. Similarly, her account of her travels in the United States
helped change the shape of the travel book. Although it was in

vogue for Furopeans to travel in the new republic and write

*Though, like other women writers, she was indebted for encourage-
ment and opportunity to many men. W. J. Fox of the Monthly Repository first
paid her for her writing, trained her in his study, and with his publisher
brother Charles was responsible for putting her political economy tales into
print. Her beloved older brother Thomas, who died young, on discovering
that she was the anonymous Discipulus in the Repository, encouraged her to
write seriously. To her even more adored younger brother James, she owed
early companionship, affection, and advice that led to the establishment of
her career. After she was established, many men, members of Parliament,
various government comnussioners, and celebrated male literary figures,
contributed to the stream of information that allowed her to keep informed
and to write intelligently. It was men, too, who hurt her most, James the
foremost of them when he, by then an eminent member of the Unitarian
clergy, wrote a scathing review of a book on which she collaborated and
which disavowed Christianity. That exchange caused a permanent rupture
between them.
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about it, Martineau did more than simply describe her jour-
ney. She formulated a comparative method for studying so-
cieties and analyzed the new American culture by measuring
it against carefully stated principles. Quite possibly, she wrote
the first “methodological essay” ever published, How to Ob-
serve Morals and Manners. Her greatest originality was in her
method. Significantly, she translated and abbreviated Comte’s
Positive Philosophy, the wellspring of social scientific thought,
so effectively that it spread the Comtean word far and wide
and gave Martineau herself a new systematic framework in
positivism. Comte himself believed it was so good that he had
it retranslated into French for his French disciples, and her
translation and abridgment are still the standard edition of
Comte’s work used in English sociology textbooks today.

It was the same with political issues. She did not begin a
single campaign, but whether it was British reform politics,
American abolitionism, nursing in the Crimean War, or femi-
nism, she was in the forefront, interpreting and fighting for
the cause. John Stuart Mill took the first petition for woman’s
suffrage to Parliament in 1866, but Harriet Martineau signed
it and had long worked for it. American abolitionist William
Lloyd Garrison was her hero, and no other English writer
wrote so much in the cause of American abolition of slavery as
she. Florence Nightingale was on the battlefield, organizing
and professmnallzlng nursmg in the Crimea, and then back
home organizing nursing education and the War Office in En-
gland, but Martineau was her champion in the press. It is the
cumulative effect of Martineau’s numerous contributions that
forms a part of her lasting contribution.

Although in some ways Martineau was very much a
woman of her time and a Victorian intellectual, she was also,
along with a group of her contemporaries, a true progenitor of
the intellectual mode that reigns in Angle-American liberal-
ism today and provides the dominant informing paradigm of
mainstream Western feminism. It is this intellectual influence
that constitutes her greatest contribution. Her radicalism was
the consistent strand in all her far-flung efforts. Its tenets were
rationalism, progressivism, organizational order, voice for the
inarticulate, respect for the individual, and faith in science, all
of which determined right thinking. Hers was a singularly
principled posture. She held the position that human free will
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is limited. What free will there is rests on the ability of the
human to uncover the immutable laws of nature, physical,
economic, and social. This radicalism of the Victorian era
became the twentieth century’s liberalism, and liberalism be-
came the i1dea that did more than any other conceptual nucleus
to make room for twentieth-century feminism clear into the
1980s. Harriet Martineau, I think, spelled out a feminist over-
view in the nineteenth century in terms that were radical then,
and did 1t better, more consistently, and more often than most
other feminists. 1 do not think she knew what she was doing,
and I think she was often “wrong.” I find some of her conclu-
sions mnadequate and even bigoted for my time and place. As
an English-language feminist intellectual, I think [ would rec-
ognize her as my forebear and the ancestor of my culture more
readily than I would identify my illiterate Irish American
great-grandmother who came to America in 1850 to escape the
potato famine—or Emma Goldman, the Russian American
anarchist feminist whom I would like a great deal, and whose
radical twentieth-century ideas [ enjoy exploring. But Gold-
man and our great-grandmothers have had minimal influence
on what most American and English women think, and what
we socially assume even outside the range of our conscious de-
liberations, whereas Martineau spelled out a century ahead of
us these thoughts and deliberations. Harriet Martineau’s radi-
calism led her to make a cogent, rational economic argument
about conditions in Ireland in 1843 that included specific con-
sideration of the special poverty of women in the same decade
that my great-grandmother Graham was preparing for her
boat trip to New Orleans to avoid starvation near Dublin. Mar-
tineau’s kind of radicalism rattled the whole Anglo-American
cognitive universe as well as the political one. Unlike the radi-
calism of the Emma Goldmans, it set in place the cognitive as-
sumptions the majority of us, whether socialist, radical, or lib-
eral feminists, operate under today, whether fully consciously
or vaguely from within our culture’s orientation to the world.
These assumptions are the belief in order, the belief that
change will bring about betterment, the belief that knowledge
is power, the belief that the individual will do good if she or he
1s taught the good, and, above all, the substitution of a science
of society for a theological or speculative base, as the first prem-
ise for other individual and collective ideas.
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For the contemporary British journalist Sarah Curtis and
me, and, I believe, the majority of the world that looks to con-
cepts originating in English, Harriet Martineau articulated the
world view that was formative, comprehensible, palatable for
our feminism. For Martineau, 1t was very much a part of a
whole, of politics, of economics, of life-style, of philosophy, of
a belief system. Being inside the paradigm, she did not know
this was so. She gave us our liberal faith in progress, science,
and order, a faith that included feminism, what she and her
contemporaries called the woman question, which would have
as its “natural,” inevitable outcome rights of women corre-
sponding to those of men.

Although in our day challenges to the paradigm, both
the undergirding philosophic one and the feminist one, have
arisen, making us conscious of the characteristics of that world
view and challenges to it, I believe that what Martineau gave
us 1s an expalanation of the fundamental intellectual precepts
on which most of our feminism is posited. A retrospective
look at some of her works on the subject of women and some
of her advocacy of women’s causes will help us, I believe, ex-
plain to ourselves where we have come from.

MARTINEAU’S LIFE AND BACKGROUND

Born into a middle-class manufacturer’s family in Norwich at
the beginning of the nineteenth century, Harriet Martineau
found in her personal and social circumstances factors that
helped her—albeit sometimes because she reacted against
them—to become an independent woman and a thoughtful so-
cial critic. Norwich was a provincial cathedral city, but the
Martineau family went to chapel as Unitarians. In region-, re-
ligion-, and class-conscious England, Martineau started as an
outsider. Norwich was not London, the political and cultural
center and the birthplace of new trends and 1deas. Unitarians
were not members of the Church of England, but Dissenters,
as chapelgoers were called in England, which placed the Mar-
tineaus outside the religious Establishment as well. And Uni-
tarians were as a group left-wing politically and intellectually,
as well as religiously, which placed them outside popular con-
ventions. In fact, being social and intellectual frontrunners
was at that time already the mark of Unitarians, although their
views were often considered deviant by the mainstream.
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Martineau’s family was in many respects typically middle
class, and she described these aspects matter-of-factly in her
Autobiography. “My grandfather, who was one of the honor-
able series [of surgeons], died at the age of forty-two, of a fever
caught among his poor patients. He left a large family, of
whom my father was the youngest. When established as a
Norwich manufacturer, my father married Elizabeth Rankin,
the eldest daughter of a sugar refiner at Newcastle upon Tyne.
My father and mother had eight children, of whom | was the
sixth: and 1 was born on the 12th of June, 1802.”" She experi-
enced neither the privilege of aristocracy nor the oppression of
the working classes, but had a consciousness of the meaning of
both privilege and deprivation from her vantage point as a
member of her particular family, and then as an individual
subject to the vicissitudes of eammg her 11V1ng by selling her
product. Although she was sometimes patronizing of the poor
and solicitous of the wealthy, she was often able to be clear-
sighted about social realities through the lens of her middle-
class origins.

Along with her middle-class and outsider status, her
psychological estrangement as a child gives another, at least
equally important, clue to her adult perceptivity, which was
both socially profound and personally eccentric. In her mem-
oir she describes without comment her troubled childhood.
As a child she was often terribly unhappy, morose, and dis-
tressed, though she was very pious and received an uncom-
monly good education for a girl of her ime. Offering no sug-
gestion of its meaning, she recounts an anxiety dream she had
when she was four years old. Out for a walk with her nurse-
maid and the other children, she was beckoned into a public
house by a stag with high antlers. Frightened, she returned
home 1n the dusk to be welcomed into a sunlit kitchen where
she was lifted up into the sunlight by her mother and given
sugar to eat. In waking life her mother was cold to her and she
had frequent indigestion, so the dream readily admits to a
post-Freudian interpretation as a cry for attention and protec-
tion from the threats and discomforts in her troubled small-
child’s universe.

*Harriet Martineau, Autobiography. With Memorials by Marla Weston
Chapman, 4th ed. (Boston: Houghton, Osgood and Co.), vol. , p- 6. All

references to the Autobiography are from this edition.
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One of the pleasures of her early memories was expound-
ing her religious views to “the baby,” her favorite brother
James, 1n his crib. Her anxiety and morbidity were at times
acute and her health delicate, and these difficulties were linked
by her to her childhood religion which was, however, her
chief pleasure. She wrote, “While 1 was afraid of everybody I
saw, 1 was not in the least afraid of God. Being usually very
unhappy, I was constantly longing for heaven, and seriously,
and very frequently planning suicide in order to get there.”’

A ftavorite childhood fantasy would take place in the
Octagon Chapel, their Unitarian meeting place in Norwich,
which had unusual windows in the root. Young Harriet would
stare up at the high windows and imagine angels coming to get
her and taking her away in full view of the congregation.

It was in the emotional context of infantile hunger for at-
tention, anxiety, and morbid comfort in religion that Martineau
was educated alongside James. They first studied at home,
learning reading and numbers, Latin and music. Her older
brother Thomas was their Latin teacher. Then in 1813, she
and her sister Rachel were sent to a new Unitarian girls’ school
in Norwich headed by the Reverend Isaac Perry. During their
two years there she added French to her studies. Upon the
closing of the school, she again studied a classical course at
home, although she and her sisters were also taught domestic
skills, particularly sewing. It was during the time that she was
in Perry’s school that she began to lose her hearing. The deaf-
ness worsened when she was sixteen, and she became almost
entirely deaf, though she used an ear trumpet and overcame
the disabling effects of deafness as an adult.

In 1818 she was sent to Bristol to a school run by the wife
of her mother’s brother. There she found in her Aunt Kentish
a compassionate human influence and in the Reverend Lant
Carpenter, the Bristol Unitarian minister, a mentor she idol-
1ized. The fifteen months spent in Bristol provided both per-
sonal and intellectual release for her. She returned to Norwich
suffering deafness, but somewhat liberated from mental and
emotional stress.

Carpenter introduced her to the ideas of David Hartley
and Joseph Priestley, and their philosophy of necessity held

“Ibid., p. 14.
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her attention for some years to come. Only a step to the side of
Calvinist predestination, but couched in the language of phi-
losophy, necessarianism was a doctrine of causation that held
that everything was a consequence of what had preceded it,
that there 1s no free human action, no free will, but a neces-
sary sequence of effects brought about unavoidably by what
had gone before them.® The other central philosophical influ-
ence she felt was utlitarianism. First studying such radical
philosophers as Jeremy Bentham and James Mill on her own,
she was later to meet Mill in London.

By the late 1820s, Martineau, herself in her twenties, was
a serious but little-known writer, whose boundaries were the
Unitarian religion, its propagation and interpretation. She
was, however, a quick and searching student, if a solitary one,
open to new ideas. Her brother James had by then been sent
off for formal education at the Unitarian college at York, later
to become Manchester College, Oxford, which he was one
day to head as principal, but Harriet remained at home, as
women did.

Her older brother Thomas died; her father’s business
failed; and he, too, died. His investments on behalf of his fam-
ily failed, and Martineau was left to find ways to support her-
self. Farning some money from her needlework, at which she
was very skillful all her life, and fifteen pounds a year from the
Monthly Repository, for which she had written without pay un-
til her time of financial need, she decided that she must earn
her livelihood from her writing.

Visiting James in his parish in Dublin she hit upon the
idea of a series of tales to illustrate the concepts of political
economy in which she had newly become interested. She de-
termined with James’s advice that she would publish a monthly
series over two years. Discouraged by several publishers, she
finally was helped by W. J. Fox, her editor at the Monthly Re-
pository, to persuade his brother, Charles Fox, to bring out the
tales. The terms were very unfavorable to her, and he made

‘For a clear explanation of Martineau’s necessarian views, see the ex-
cellent biography by Valerie Kossew Pichanick, Harriet Martineau: The
Woman and Her Work, 1802—76 (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press,
1980).
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more money from her work than she ever did, but the first
number of the [llustrations of Political Economy was an instant
success, and her reputation was made. She worked feverishly
for two years to keep to her tight schedule. She moved to Lon-
don, was celebrated in London society, and her thought, as
well as her life, moved permanently into another realm.

Whigs and Tories alike asked her to write on their causes.
Although she was not partisan, she found the Whigs’ views
more compatible. She formed friendships with such political
and intellectual notables as Richard Monckton Milnes, Charles
Buller, and Thomas Malthus. Lord Brougham, the Scottish
political leader, was quite taken with her and enlisted her to
write on behalf of poor law reform. She visited with Thomas
and Jane Carlyle. She was approached by Robert Owen to en-
dorse his socialism, but she resisted. She was “in” as a literary
figure in London.

After the strenuous labors of these two years, she was
exhausted. On the suggestion of Lord Henley,” who told her
that she would enjoy seeing the United States where justice
and liberty flourished, she traveled in the United States from
1834 to 1836. Vowing that she had no intention of writing
about her travels, she nevertheless kept a journal. Her lassi-
tude was too great, she insisted, to write profitably. However,
on board ship, she wrote a chapter entitled “How to Observe
Morals and Manners” for a work that had been requested by a
publisher.

Her American journey was quite splendid. She was en-
tertained by leading people of politics and letters and by fash-
ionable society throughout the country. She also talked to
scores of common folk and had varied experiences from chop-
ping wood on the frontier, to visiting prisons, to being a guest
at the White House. Near the end of her stay she spoke up in a
public meeting for the abolitionists of William Lloyd Garrison’s

"A wealthy philanthropist, relative of Lord Brougham, with whom
Martineau apparently had only one meeting. According to her Autobiography
(vol. 1, pp. 203—204), he was introduced to her by members of his family
with the hope that she would be a good influence on him and help counteract
his tendency to give away money foolishly. Mentally ill, he “disappeared
from society” before she returned from the United States and soon died,
giving her no opportunity to report to him on the travels he had suggested.
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circle and lost much of her welcome 1n the United States,
since the abolitionists were thought wildly fanatical by many
Americans at the time.

Upon her return she published Soczety in America, in which
she measured American society against its own principle of
democracy. She cringed over the publisher’s title; “I'heory
and Practice of Society in America” was what she wanted to
call it. It was followed by the more anecdotal Retrospect of West-
ern Travel, and only after that, the methodological book How
to Observe Morals and Manners. During this period she also pub-
lished 1n several periodicals, and her novel Deerbrook appeared.

In the spring of 1839, again overtired, she took a trip to
the Continent, but while in Venice illness forced her to return
home. For nearly five years she lay 1ll at Tynemouth under the
care of her physician brother-in-law, Thomas Greenhow. Lord
Melbourne, then prime minister, oftfered her a public pension,
but she declined on the grounds of not wanting to be in the
pay of one party or another in government, a personal action
reflecting her deep-seated economic philosophy combined with
what we would now call a sense of professionalism as a jour-
nalist. Her friends raised money privately to invest for her in
long-term annuities. Though an invalid, she published during
the Tynemouth years a novel, 7he Hour and the Man, based on
the life of Toussaint I.'Ouverture, black political liberator of
Haiti; a series of children’s books; and a practical manual, Life
in the Sick-Room. In 1844, she was introduced to mesmerism,
an early and controversial form of hypnotism, was mesmer-
1ised, and soon got well. She believed she was cured by mes-
merism, and, insulting her physician, published “Letters on
Mesmerlsm in the Athenaeum. It was not until a coroner’s
post mortem examination showed that she had had an ovarian
tumor that her doctor was vindicated; but in 1844 personal
and professional hostility swirled, and some members of her
family stopped talking to her for a while. Greenhow wrote an
angry rebuttal in the press, and Martineau became known to
the general public as one of the people involved in the mes-
merism debate.

I think her dogmatic approval of mesmerism 1s one piece
in the puzzle of her emotional and rational contradictions. For
so logical and analytic a writer to participate in such a myste-
rious and controversial medical process might seem bewilder-

12
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ing. However, I think it makes sense as a link between the reli-
gious faith she was leaving behind and her need for something
other than sheer theory and argument as a stabilizer for per-
sonal meaning in her life. She never overcame her personal
rigidity, which sometimes led to her ideas being unnecessarily
cast in concrete. Otherwise, she might not have needed any
authoritative system, or she might have found flexibility for
change within her original philosophical and religious frame-
work. Her exhaustion and her volatile behavior in the publica-
tion of the mesmerism letters suggest that emotional distress
was at least a part of her illness. The comfort of mesmerism
may well have relieved her, since it gave her something new to
believe 1n, something that purported to be “scientific,” yet
came from a nonphysical power similar to the power she had
hoped for in her abandoned childhood God. But, aiso, if one is
willing to consider the evidence of Greenhow’s interpretation
of the post mortem in 1876, the tumor in her abdomen might
have moved 1n fortuitous concert with the mesmerist’s acts.

One of her acquaintances among the advocates of mes-
merism invited her to the Lake District after she recovered,
and she so enjoyed the area that she decided to buy a small
plot of land and build a house there. Her house, The Knoll, at
Ambleside, was finished in 1846. Loving her new home and
relishing her renewed health, she went about her work with
fresh vigor.

A trip and a new acquaintance during the first Ambleside
years provided another step in her changed intellectual direc-
tion. Mr. and Mrs. Richard V. Yates invited her to go with
them to Egypt and Palestine; and on her return in 1847, she
wrote Eastern Life, Present and Past.” 'The book focused on those
lands as the cradle of four great religions. She presented a not
entirely developed thesis that those religions were founded by
human beings, not divinely revealed, as their practitioners
usually believed.

Her new acquaintance, Henry G. Atkinson, fueled with
his skepticism her movement out of Christianity into atheism.

*She refers to her hostess as “Mrs. Yates,” or “Mrs. Richard V. Yates,”
but does not give her first name either in the account of the journey in her
Autobiography (vol. 1, pp. §31—552) or in Eastern Life, Present and Past (Phila-
delphia: Lea and Blanchard, 1848).
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She met Atkinson in 1845 and became greatly attached to him.
In 1851 they published together Letters on the Laws of Man’s
Nature and Development, largely Atkinson’s work, discrediting
all theological explanations of intellectual problems. James
Martineau’s antagonistic review of this book was the source of
the permanent breach between them.

Meanwhile, her political journalism had gone on apace.
She wrote Forest and Game-Law Tales and was asked by Charles
Knight in 1848 to finish a “History of the Thirty Years’ Peace”
that he had begun. Not having written history before and cau-
tious about writing current history, she nevertheless wrote a
work that has received good marks from professional histori-
ans of several generations.

Farly in the 1850s Martineau took two steps that stretched
her intellectually and established her in the final protessional
capacity of her career. She began writing as a kind of foreign
correspondent and then political commentator for the Daily
News, a remarkable and unusual position for a woman, which
eventuated in her writing several editorials a week for over fif-
teen years. Simultaneously, as she was finishing the /History of
the Peace, she read and then translated and abridged Auguste
Comte’s Positive Philosophy. Comte was to articulate for her the
philosophical position she needed to unify her own thought,
the social scientific method.

In the preface of her abridgment and translation of
Comte’s Positive Philosophy, Harriet Martineau wrote:

Whatever else may be thought of the work, 1t will
not be denied that it ascertains with singular sagac-
ity and soundness the foundations of human knowl-
edge, . . . and that it establishes the true filiation of
the sciences within the boundaries of its own prin-
ciple. Some may wish to interpolate this or that;
some to amplify, . . . but any who question the gen-
eral soundness of the exposition, . . . are of another
school, and will simply neglect the book. It 1s not for
such that I have been working, but for students who
are not schoolmen; who need conviction, and must
best know when their need is satisfied. When this
exposition of Positive Philosophy unfolds itself in

14
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order before their eyes, they will, I am persuaded,
find there at least a resting-place for their thought,—
a rallying-point of their scattered speculations,—and
possibly an immoveable basis for their intellectual
and moral convictions.”

In the work that follows this introduction, Martineau
turned six volumes of difficult and wordy krench philosophy
into two volumes of clear English for the general reader." The
passage quoted above, written at the peak of her adult powers
in 1852, echoes “the greatest good for the greatest number,”
“the free marketplace of ideas,” the importance of first prin-
ciples, the need to appeal to the common person, the frame-
work of morality, and the sure triumph of good, all of which
were cornerstone doctrines of Martineau’s earlier intellectual
circles, the utilitarian or radical philosophers, the political
economists, the Unitarians, and the necessarians. Also, these
beliefs are rooted here in a verbalization of faith that sprang
from a once-religious soil. 'The new faith that Comte’s philoso-
phy gave her as she neared fifty years of age was continuous in
many ways with her old one. She found better expression for
what she already believed in the way Comte said it. Comte
had developed a view of a hierarchy of fundamental intel-
lectual postures: the theological, which was founded on re-
vealed religion, superseded by the metaphysical, which was
posited on speculative reasoning and which was to be super-
seded by the positive sciences, founded on experiment and ob-
servation. Further, in the hierarchy of sciences, sociology
would be the highest. Thus a science of society would be the
zenith of sciences.

““Preface,” The Positive Philosophy of Auguste Comte, freely translated
and condensed by Harriet Martineau (New York: D. Appleton and Co.,
1853), vol. 1, p. ix.

It is interesting to note that Seymour Martin Lipset said he was
doing the same thing to Harriet Martineau’s work when he abridged and
brought out a paperback edition of Society in America for American readers
in 1962 (Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday). My motivation in condensing
Martineau’s huge quantity of extravagant Victorian prose about women to
achieve greater sharpness for 198os readers was at least partially the same.

(The Lipset edition has been reprinted by Peter Smith.)
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FFor Martineau, if not for modern readers, this resolved
the contradiction between authority and investigation. She
could retain an absolute posture in method, and thus not have
to abandon the traces of her necessarianism and her need for
commitment, and yet allow for flexibility in the outcome, 1n
results. She could then subscribe to a First Cause and rest easy
that people misunderstood her viewpoint when they called her
an atheist. The First Cause would eventually yield knowledge
of itself to the highest science, sociology. It could be safely
predicted that a fully scientific explanation of human beings
was possible. Knowing human societies 1n their variations is
all one needs to know, all there is “above” the physical world.
This belief was for Martineau progressive, enlightening, prac-
tical, and satisfying, and provided the equivalent of religious
fulfillment, although she did not literally see it as a religion as
Comte eventually did.

A few years after her move to Ambleside, Martineau
again became seriously ill. On going down to London to be
examined for what she thought was heart disease, she again
came to the conclusion that she was fatally ill, even though her
physicians seem to have told her otherwise. In 1855, she put
her life in order for her death, including writing her Auto-
biography. Though largely confined to her home after that, she
had many more productive years of writing for the Daily News
and staying in the thick of things political through the mail.
She was to make some of her best contributions to women’s
causes during those last invalid years. She died in 1876, hav-
ing been 1nactive for only a very few years."

HARRIET MARTINEAU’S FEMINISM

It 1s tempting to follow Martineau’s own method and measure
her feminism against specific principles. For historical fair-
ness, they should be principles that she herself endorsed. Yet
that would not yield a full enough picture, for it 1s my intent
to show her contribution to later feminism, including that of
our time, as well as to the efforts of her time. Thus, the crite-
ria must be both her own and ones that we still consider 1m-
portant today, though we must be aware of the difference be-

""The obituary she wrote for herself, which appeared in the Daily
News, is the second selection 1n Section 1.
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tween those ideas that were deliberately feminist on her part
and the ones to which we in a later age have assigned feminist
significance.

Martineau, herself a model of women’s accomplishment
for later feminists, was often a genuine promoter of other
women. She was sensitive and conscious of efforts made by
women on women’s behalf, even though her tongue could
sometimes be acid in gossip about some women. Contempo-
rary feminist scholars can note with appreciation that in her
[lustrations of Political Economy she repeatedly gave Mrs. Jane
Marcet credit for the idea of her own work. Though she raised
her eyebrows at Mary Wollstonecraft’s personal sexual behav-
ior and what she regarded as her romantic excesses, she fully
acknowledged Wollstonecraft as the first English public advo-
cate of women’s rights. Present at the dinner at which John
Stuart Mill and Harriet Taylor met, she is reputed to have
been one of the worst gossips about the long, devoted relation-
ship Taylor and Mill maintained while Taylor was married to
someone else. Yet she was supportive of their feminism. Al-
though she was not very tolerant of or informed about sex-
uality and unorthodox relationships, she was very supportive
of work, education, political rights, and personal dignity for
women; and she went a long way in supporting all manner of
their manifestations. She came to be able to do this by objec-
tifying the actual women involved as she led their causes.

In a leader in the London Daily News published June 28,
1854, Harriet Martineau wrote that “the wife-beating which
has excited so much attention for the last two or three years,
and which we have endeavored to meet by express legislation,
has revealed to alarmed thousands of us that the mistresses of
tyrannical men have a great advantage over the wives in being
able to free themselves from their tyrant when they please.
They can tell the truth in court about the treatment they have
undergone; for they have nothing to fear from the vindictive-
ness of the brute when he comes out of gaol again.”"* This
observation came 1n response to a report of a parliamentary
Commission on Divorce. A Divorce and Matrimonial Causes
Act was to pass in 1857, and Martineau’s support of it in the
newspaper and her expression of that support in terms of the

'?Leader 2 beginning “Divorce and Matrimonial Causes,” p. 4.
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easing of brutality against poor women are indications of her
surprisingly foresighted feminist outlook. T'he new law only
established a single court where there had previously been
three different jurisdictions to handle divorce cases and did
not actually give women much relief, but Martineau’s argu-
ment 1s immensely important as an early feminist framework
for later criticism and campaigns. Long before the coining of
the word “feminist” and thirty years before the beginning of
an organized women’s rights campaign in England, Harriet
Martineau was a wide-ranging, progressive, and thorough-
going feminist in nearly every sense in which that word is used
today."” Embracing practically every cause clearly in favor of
women’s advancement in her lifeime and taking up certain
1ssues that were not so definitely identified as parts of the
feminist fabric until the 1960s and 1970s, Martineau was a
giant among early feminists. An overview of Martineau’s writ-
ings and the issues and campaigns she fought for with her pen
gives a contemporary reader both a profile of the emergence of
feminism in nineteenth-century England and America and a
theoretical foundation for the feminist social philosophy still
dominant today.

She was the first Englishwoman to make the analogy be-
tween the American woman’s lot and the slave’s.™ Publishing
that claim in Soczety in America in the context of a full analysis
of the situation of American women, she and her book re-
ceived far more attention, both positive and negative, for her
abolitionist views than for her feminism. Yet the book included
a very astute chapter entitled “’I'he Political Non-Existence of

" Alice S. Rossi, in The Feminist Papers (New York: Columbia Univer-
sity Press, 1973), p. xiii, says that the word “feminism” was first used in
print in a book review in the Athenaeum on April 27, 18953.

“Martincau, Society in America, Lipseted., pp. 126, 292. Sarah Grimké
made the same analogy the same year, in her Letters to the Congregational
Clergy, which shows that the analogy was being made in the abolitionist
circles in which they both moved in the United States. Although Grimké
and Martineau did not meet, the Grimké sisters, like Martineau, were wel-
comed and sponsored by Maria Weston Chapman when they first went to
Boston, the year after Martineau’s departure. Most of the chapter “Political
Non-Existence of Women” as it originally appeared in Society in America
(London: Saunders & Otley, 1837, vol. 1, pp. 148—154) is reprinted as the
first selection in Section I'V.
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Women,” in which she claimed that the democratic principle
was violated by the denial of political participation to women.
It was from women that she had learned much that she knew
about the United States, and she gave credit to these women
for their achievements and talents. At the same time she criti-
cized the lack of authority and choice for American women
and the resulting servitude for many of them.

Martineau’s position as a model for today’s feminists or
as an inspiration for female achievers i1s important. Alice S.
Rosst’s inclusion of Martineau’s chapter on women from So-
ciety in America in her selection of classic feminist statements,
The Feminist Papers (1973), indicates the current value of Marti-
neau’s thought. In presenting her chapter from Martineau,
Rossi especially represents Martineau as a forerunner of the
discipline ot sociology.

Others could make such a claim for her relation to eco-
nomics, though Martineau was a popularizer in that field, not
an original thinker. Although it would be much too extrava-
gant to claim a significant place for her as a fiction writer—her
didactic tales, children’s stories, and novel Deerbrook having
small current readership—it s, nevertheless, important to note
that she wrote a considerable amount of fiction. The most com-
prehensive “first” that Martineau accomplished as a woman
was as a journalist, for besides earning her living from her
early thirties by writing numerous popular books and many
articles for major journals, she contributed, as mentioned,
over 1,600 editorials to the London Datly News on an enormous
range of political and social topics during the 1850s and 1860s.

The historian Janet Courtney, writing in the 1930s about
the British women’s movement in the 1830s, believed Harriet
Martineau to be the leading feminist of the period. Courtney
wrote, “And when I found Harriet Martineau, the ablest of
them all, announcing that the best advocates of women’s rights
would be the successtul professional women and the ‘substan-
tially successful authoresses,” I recognized that she had put in
a nutshell the whole truth about the women’s movement.” "’

Courtney believed that in the 1830s women and women'’s

¥ The Adventurous Thirties: A Chapter in the Women’s Movement (LLondon:
Oxford University Press, Humphrey Milford, 1933), p. 1.
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rights made greatadvances only to fall back under the influence
of Queen Victoria and the Victorians. Though Martineau did
not write the passage Courtney selected until she wrote her
Autobiography in 1855, faith in individual women’s accom-
plishments was a central point of Martineau’s feminism from
the beginning.

The female role model 1dea 1s significant in Martineau’s
first published piece, “Female Writers of Practical Divinity,”
published in the Unitarian journal Monthly Repository in 1822.
The article opens,

I do not know whether it has been remarked by oth-
ers as well as myself, that some of the finest and most
useful English works on the subject of Practical Di-
vinity are by female authors. I suppose 1t is owing to
the peculiar susceptibility of the female mind, and its
consequent warmth of feeling, that its productions,
when they are really valuable, find a more ready way
to the heart than those of the other sex; and 1t gives
me great pleasure to see women gifted with superior
talents, applying those talents to promote the cause
of religion and virtue. '

In contradiction to her theme, however, she signed the article,
“Discipulus,” implying a male author, a practice she followed
in pseudonym or textual voice off and on throughout her ca-
reer 1n spite of the fame she gained in the 1830s writing in her
OWN name.

She was to echo her first printed sentiment about women
achievers as models in a piece written as an obituary for
Florence Nightingale when Nightingale was believed to be
dying after the Crimean War, but not published until 1910
when Nightingale actually died. Florence Nightingale was the
woman of her time whom Martineau perhaps most greatly ad-
mired, and she wrote,

Florence Nightingale encountered opposition—from
her own sex as much as the other; and she achieved,

as the most natural thing in the world, and without

'* Monthly Repository 17 (October 1822): 593.
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the smallest sacrifice of her womanly quality, what
would beforehand have been declared a deed for a
future age.

She was no declaimer, but a housewifely woman,;
she talked little, and did great things. When other
women see that there are things for them to do, and
train themselves to the work, they will get it done
easily enough. There can never be a more unthought-
of and marvellous career before any working woman
than Florence Nightingale has achieved; and her suc-
cess has opened a way to all others easier than any-
one had prepared for her."

Education for women was another theme Martineau pur-
sued all her life. Her second published piece was on that topic.
She was well aware early that intellectual occupation was not
considered fitting for a girl, writing that “when I was young, it
was not thought proper for young ladies to study very con-
spicuously; and especially with pen in hand. . . . and thus my
first studies in philosophy were carried on with great care and
reserve.”'® Martineau’s youthful writings suggested that women
should be educated in order to enhance their companionship
with men and improve their teaching of their own children,
although she always advocated a rigorous course of study for
girls, physical exercise for girls as well as boys, and domestic
arts for women in addition to the program followed by males.
Her feminist consciousness grew, and in later life, she encour-
aged the idea of education of women for its own sake and rec-
ommended a full program of advanced subjects. As a public
figure and 1in the press, she supported the establishment of the
colleges for women in London, Queens College in Harley
Street and the Ladies College in Bedford Square, of the first
professional school of nursing at St. Thomas’ Hospital in Lon-
don, and of women’s medical education.

Work for women was also a frequent theme. Martineau
made a strong argument—amazing for the time—in favor of
equal pay for equal work. Hers was not the literal argument

""The obituary from which this passage is taken forms the closing se-
lection of Section V.

"* Autobiography, vol. 1, pp. 77-78.
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still heard today that women should be paid the same amount
of money for exactly the same jobs as men but was much
stronger, insisting that equivalent labor deserves equal pay.
She made it most forcefully, in fact, on behalf of the dairy-
maids whose job of milking the cows twice daily, straining the
milk, preparing cheese, and churning butter had formerly
been exclusively a female occupation. She wrote that “such
work as this ought at least to be paid as well as the equivalent
work of men; indeed, in the dairy farms of the west of kn-
gland the same labour of milking the kine i1s now very gen-
erally performed by men, and the Dorset milkmaid, tripping
along with her pail, is, we fear, becoming a myth.”"

In her writings on women’s work Martincau repeatedly
expressed a concern for health as well as pay. She wrote in
several pieces of the degeneration of stamina and mental well-
being experienced by governesses and servant women because
of the crushing demands of their employers: “I'he physician
says that, on the female side of the lunatic asylums, the largest
class, but one, of the insane are maids of all work (the other
being governesses). The causes are obvious enough: want of
sufficient sleep from late and early hours, unremitting fatigue
and hurry, and, even more than these, anxiety about the fu-
ture from the smallness of the wages.”*’ If not the insane asy-
lum, then the workhouse followed for many of these women,
for they did not earn enough to save for their old age. But it
was better wages and the obligation of good advice from their
employers on savings pensions for themselves that Martineau
advocated. Ever the laissez-faire economist, she did not envi-
sion a social scheme for retirement benefits.

For middle-class married women, Martineau advocated
improved household management skills exemplified in learn-
ing expert cookery. The teaching of such skills as cookery
could also become an occupation. These women need not be
housebound, though, for many of them were already engaged
alongside their husbands, brothers, and fathers in shopkeep-
ing, crafts, small manufacturing, and the deskwork, especially
accounting, that went with such employment. Martineau

““Female Industry,” Edinburgh Review 222 (April 1859): 300.
*Ibid., p. 307.
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believed that such women should be encouraged to be more
active in these pursuits, but that they would be much more
useful if they were taught sufficient arithmetic to manage sales
and accounting effectively. Though she did not propose wide-
scale female ownership of businesses in preference to men and
typically discussed female shopkeeping as though husbands
were in charge, she did encourage single women to learn busi-
ness skills and widows to learn to manage their inherited shops
to avoid having to remarry so quickly. She spoke of nursing
and medicine as newly opened occupations that should be
attractive to middle-class women and predicted that scien-
tists, artists, and writers would emerge from among educated
women.

When Harriet Martineau was fifty-two, she wrote to all
her correspondents asking them to address her henceforth as
“Mrs.,” but her request had nothing to do with marriage. It
was an acknowledgment that greater respect was carried by
the title “Mrs.” than “Miss” and an assertion that she was en-
titled to such respect. This was resonant with the original
meaning of the word “mistress,” of which “Mrs.” was first
an abbreviation, a word that meant female authority in the
household and had nothing to do with marital status. That
meaning was largely gone by the end of the eighteenth century,
but a few distinguished nineteenth-century smgle women like
Martineau attempted to renew it, showing a sensitivity to the
dignity conveyed by a ttle. Their attempts came from the
same impulse that pressed feminists of the 1970s to introduce
“Ms.” as a general title by which a woman might be addressed
whatever her marital status.

Martineau was outspoken about the degradation and lim-
its imposed on women by marriage, but she was understand-
ably ambivalent in some of her statements and contradictory
in some of her behavior having to do with marriage. In her
time and place where marriage was so definitively normative
for women, the wonder is that she was at times so piercingly
critical of marriage in general, not that most of the time she
fostered and approved of specific marriages between people
she knew. This too 1s more consistent with contemporary
feminists’ views of the disabilities of marriage than with those
of Martineau’s own time.
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This contradiction is vividly seen in two illustrations. In
the “Memorials,” Maria Weston Chapman reports the memory
one of Harriet Martineau’s oldest friends had of Martineau’s
deep regret at the marriage of a young lady friend. She related
that Martineau said that marriage “would deprive her of larger
opportunities of usefulness to the world.”*" Yet in 1854 she
was apparently very happy to sponsor the wedding for her
maid from her house at Ambleside. She wrote, refusing an n-
vitation received from a Mrs. Barkworth: “Many thanks for
your invitation; but the intended bridegroom will be here on
Sunday, and I am engaged every day ull after the wedding. My
house, hands, heart and time will be very full ull 1t 1s over.”*

More enigmatic 1s her approval of Margaret Fuller’s mar-
riage to Count Ossoli during the last years of Fuller’s life.
Given her opinion that marriage would “deprive [one young
woman]| of larger opportunities of usefulness,” it is striking to
find Martineau writing of “that remarkable regeneration which
transformed her [Fuller] from the dreaming and haughty ped-
ant into the true woman. In a few months more she had loved
and married; and how interesting and beautiful was the clos-
ing period of her life, when husband and child concentrated
the power and affections which had so long run to waste in
intellectual and moral eccentricity.”*’ This 1s a rather severe
judgment of Fuller, for although Martineau claims to have
been her friend, twice in the Autobiography she sharply criti-
cizes the American woman. She is resentful that Fuller nega-
tvely criticized Society in America for its emphasis on the aboli-
tion of American slavery.” She was also stung by a report
from London that Fuller had called her “commonplace” after a
visit as her houseguest at The Knoll.” Though near in age and
occupation, and even in high-strung temperament, Martineau
and Fuller were opposites philosophically, Martineau the ra-
tionalist, Fuller the romantic, Martineau the positivist, Fuller

2 Autobiography, vol. 2, p. 157.

2 Harriet Martineau, manuscript letter to Mrs. Barkworth, n.d., n.p.
Ashcombe Collection, 1917, Fitzwilliam Museum Library, Cambridge,
England.

2 Autobiography, vol. 1, p. 518.

*Ibid., pp. 380—381.

?1bid., p. 518.
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the transcendentalist. It is no wonder that they finally did not
get along with each other. This evidence makes me wonder if
Martineau was not being spiteful rather than truthful about
the value of marriage for Margaret Fuller.

On marriage in theory, Martineau wrote in How to Ob-
serve Morals and Manners: “The traveller everywhere finds
women treated as the inferior party in a compact in which both
parties have an equal interest. Any agreement thus formed is
imperfect, and is liable to disturbance; and the danger is great
in proportion to the degradation of the supposed weaker party.
The degree of the degradation of woman is as good a test as the
moralist can adopt for ascertaining the state of domestic mor-
als in any country.” And “It 1s a matter of course that women
who are furnished with but one object,—marriage—must be
as unfit for anything when their aim 1s accomplished as if they
had never any object at all. They are no more equal to the task
of education than to that of governing the state; and, if any
unexpected turn of adversity befals them, they have no re-
source but a convent, or some other charitable provision.”*
Her observations of marriage were confirmed by letters she re-
ceived from Englishwomen describing the “intolerable op-
pression” of women under law and custom in England.”

Martineau published theoretical considerations of politi-
cal equality for women several times between 1837 and 1851.
All were about women in American society; and all were very
positive. But only once, in a passage in her Autobiography, did
she address at its most abstract level what was typically called
in her day the woman question, and on that occasion she
1s atypically negative. The tone of that piece suggests that
women will come to have political rights if women will be
worthy of them. Most other times she was far more willing to
indict the political system for excluding women.

The woman’s suffrage campaign did not really get under
way until the late 1860s when Martineau’s health was failing.
However, she had written in 1855, “I have no vote at elec-
tions, though I am a tax-paying housekeeper and responsible
citizen; and I regard the disability as an absurdity, seeing that

*For more from this passage, see the first selection in Section II.
" Autobiography, vol. 1, p. 406.
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I have for a long course of years influenced public affairs to an
extent not professed or attempted by many men.”*"

She went on 1n that passage, however, to disclaim any in-
tention of agitating over suffrage, believing that women would
have a vote in time. The vote was clearly simply one among
many women’s issues for her, not the central, singular driving
focus for women’s rights that it came to be in both England
and America after her death. Nevertheless, she readily signed
the petition for women’s suffrage that John Stuart Mill pre-
sented to Parliament in 1866. She admired Mill and believed
him to be an effective supporter of women’s rights, but adding
her name to those of the 1,498 other women on the petition
was not a strong gesture. Her conviction of the rightness of
the principle of the vote for women, incidentally, was not
shared by the ruling Queen Victona, still mourning deeply
for her husband, then dead for five years, nor by the most ad-
mired woman in England at the time and Martineau’s friend,
Florence Nightingale.”

Martineau’s final act of political activism 1n her old age
was on behalf of women and again in the service of a campaign
led by another, the campaign of the Ladies’ National Associa-
tion for the Repeal of the Contagious Diseases Acts led by
Josephine Butler. This time a thoroughly feminist organiza-
tion was launched. It was liberal and even patronizing in the
sense that it consisted of “respectable” women working for
“fallen” women. Nevertheless, this movement was radical in
the sense that the women involved realized that all women
were potentially incriminated by laws that identified prosti-
tutes too vaguely and punished women but not men for acts of
prostitution.

Martineau was invigorated by writing publicly for this
campaign, which provided an appropriate finale for a distin-
guished career as journalist, thinker, and feminist.

A NOTE ON METHOD

The selections in this book were chosen to give a full view of
the ways in which Harriet Martineau wrote about women and

*Ibid., p. 303.
* Doris Mary Stenton, The English Woman in History (London: George
Allen and Unwin, 1957), p. 344.
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about those feminist issues, both historical and contemporary,
that she addressed. Often she wrote several pieces on the same
topic, and I usually picked the shortest one if it gave the com-
plete scope of her argument. To choose from her many bio-
graphical works on women, 1 used two criteria: that a particu-
larly feminist point was made and that the biographee was
herself notable. To my knowledge, the pieces on American
women, Irish women, and the women in the harems in Cairo
and Damascus are the only ones she wrote in a deliberately
social mode about women in groups. 1 wanted to show how
she attended to feminist material and developed feminist the-
ory throughout her lifetime, so I chose material from different
periods of her writing. Since my purpose was solely to de-
velop the 1dea that over forty years Martineau fostered femi-
nist causes and structured feminist theory in a great many
works, I excluded from the selections printed here passages
that were not directly about women. I have left nearly all of
Martineau’s spelling, punctuation, and phrasing as they were
in the original source, even though occasionally one looks like
a printer’s error or a grammatical oversight. I have assumed
that the reader’s interest will be primarily on the topic of
women, so I have kept to a minimum, interesting though 1t
1s, commentary or notes on the surrounding historical back-
ground or incidental figures in Martineau’s texts.

Notes appearing in Martineau’s original texts are indicated
by an asterisk (¥); the numbered footnotes are the editor’s.
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xhibiting her self-reliant spirit, and perhaps a bit of egoism,
EHarriet Martineau the journalist wrote her own obituary
for her newspaper, the London Daily News. The fact that she
did it at all 1s striking, but the fact that she wrote it in 1855 and
it was published in 1876 1s even more remarkable.

Martineau began writing for the Daily News with a series
of letters from Ireland in 1852. By then she was long estab-
lished as an accomplished travel commentator from journal,
pamphlet, book, and serial writing on the conditions and poli-
tics of people she met abroad. Her editorials for the new Lib-
eral newspaper covered the widest possible range of subjects
from foreign affairs to agriculture, from opposition to mar-
riages between cousins (in spite of her monarch’s interest in
that subject, Prince Albert being Queen Victoria’s cousin) to
education. She sometimes sent as many as six editorials a week
down to London from Ambleside. She wrote special articles,
book reviews, and many fine obituaries regularly until 1869.
Thus, 1t 1s particularly fitting that her own account of her life
should be published at her death in the newspaper that had
been her employer in the last period of her career.

When in 1855 Harriet Martineau became seriously 1l and
believed that she was about to die, she decided to interpret her
own life for her public. She wrote her Autobiography and en-
trusted its publication to Maria Weston Chapman, her Ameri-
can friend, whom she had met orn her visit to the United
States. The two had corresponded constantly, pursuing to-
gether the issue both saw as urgently pressing, abolition of
American slavery. Martineau had the plates for the book pre-
pared for printing in both London and Boston to save her
friend that effort. The Autobiography was dutifully brought

out in three volumes in 1877." It was in this same push of eval-

""T'he autobiography was printed by different publishers in both Bos-
ton and [.ondon in 1877, and by 1879 had gone to a fourth edition in Boston.
A facsimile edition was published in the 1970s (Farnbarough; Gregg Inter-
national, 1972, 2 vols., illustrated), but it is no longer in print. In 1983 the
two volumes of autobiography itself as they had originally appeared in the
London version minus the letters, clippings, and commentary from Chap-
man’s “Memorials,” were published in paperback (Harriet Martineau’s Auto-
biography, 2 vols., with a new introduction by Gaby Weiner [LLondon: Vi-
rago, 1983]). The claim 1s occasionally made, as it is by Weiner, that the
autobiography is Martineau’s best literary work. See also F. S. Marvin,
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SELF-ESTIMATE

uating her life that she prepared the obituary reprinted here
and made 1t available to the Daily News.

Factually full, clear-sighted, and interesting, her own
obituary is probably somewhat falsely modest. She accurately
assesses herself as a popularizer of others’ ideas, but she does
not give herself the credit she deserves for being in one after
another intellectual and political vanguard. She does not men-
tion her significance in non-office-holding politics. Asa woman
of her tume, she did not in the brief memoir underscore the
importance her work took on by the very fact of her being a
woman and doing it at all. She does, however, make such an
acknowledgment in the Autobiography. There she states her
belief that for her work it was her good fortune not to have
married and remarks that “I long ago came to the conclusion
that, without meddling with the case of the wives and moth-
ers, | am probably the happiest single woman in England.”’

Her recognition that, since she was a woman, her single-
ness was an important part of her professional success is one
indicator of how hard 1t was for her to achieve what she did.
She insisted on support for her status, however. For example,
she wrote to her mother when her mother was coming to live
with her in London 1n 1832, “I fully expect that both you and
I shall feel as if I did not discharge a daughter’s duty, but we
shall both remind ourselves that I am now as much a citizen of
the world as any professional son of yours could be.””’

The opening selection, preceding the obituary, was also
published in Chapman’s “Memorials.” In it young Martineau
set down the guidelines she hoped to follow as a writer. Titled
“Private” by Chapman and identified by her as having been
written at Norwich in June of 1829, before Martineau had
gained much public attention, the piece is full of the Unitarian
piety of her early life, yet still consonant with her enduring
pattern of being orderly, disciplined, and deliberate.

“Harriet Martineau: ‘ITriumph and Tragedy,” Hibbert Journal 25 (1926):

631—640; Mitzi Myers, “Harriet Martineau’s Autobiography: The Making of

a Female Philosopher,” in Womens Autobiography, ed. Estelle C. Jelinek

(Bloomington and London: Indiana University Press), pp. 53-70; Richard

Shannon, “The Consolations of Omniscience,” TLS, July 1, 1983, 687-688.
*More from this passage appears in the fourth selection in Section I1.
P Autobiography, vol. 2, p. 218.
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PRIVATE:
A WRITER’S RESOLUTIONS

For some years past my attention has been more and more di-
rected towards literary pursuits; and, if I mistake not, my ca-
pacity for their successful prosecution has increased, so that I
have now fair encouragement to devote myself to them more
diligently than ever. After long and mature deliberation, 1
have determined that my chief subordinate object in life shall
henceforth be the cultivation of my intellectual powers, with a
view to the instruction of others by my writings. On this de-
termination | pray for the blessing of God.

I wish to hold myself prepared to relinquish this purpose,
should any decided call of duty interfere; but I pray that
no indolence or caprice in myself, no discouragement or ill-
grounded opposition from others, may prevail on me to relin-
quish a resolution which I now believe to be rational, and
compatible with the highest desire of a Christian.

I am now just twenty-seven years of age. It is my wish to
ascertain (should life and health be spared) how much may be
accomplished by diligent but temperate exertion in pursuit of
this object for ten years.

I believe myself possessed of no uncommon talents, and
of not an atom of genius; but as various circumstances have led
me to think more accurately and read more extensively than
some women, | believe that I may so write on subjects of uni-
versal concern as to inform some minds and stir up others. My
aim 1s to become a forcible and elegant writer on religious and
moral subjects, so as to be useful to refined as well as un-
enlightened minds. But, as I see how much remains to be done
before this aim can be attained, I wish to be content with a
much lower degree of usefulness, should the Father of my

Harriet Martineau, Autobiography, with Memorials by Maria Weston
Chapman, 4th ed. (Boston: Houghton, Osgood and Co., 1879), vol. 2,
pp. 166—168. Written in 1829.
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spirit sec fit to set narrow bounds to my exertions. Of post-
humous fame I have not the shghtest expectation or desire. To
be useful in my day and generation is enough for me. To this |
henceforth devote myself, and desire to keep in mind the fol-
lowing rules. (A frequent reference to them is necessary.)

I. To improve my moral constitution by every means; to
cultivate my moral sense; to keep ever in view the subordina-
tion of intellectual to moral objects; by the practice of piety
and benevolence, by entertaining the freedom and cheerful-
ness of spirit which results from dependence on God, to pro-
mote the perfection of the intellectual powers.

II. To seek the assistance of God in my intellectual exer-
tions, and his blessing on their results.

[1I. To impart full confidence to my family respecting my
pursuits, but to be careful not to weary them with too fre-
quent a reference to myself; and to be as nearly as possible
silent on the subject to all the world besides.

IV. To study diligently, 1. The Scriptures, good com-
mentators, works of religious philosophy and practice,—for
moral improvement,; 2. Mental philosophy,—for intellectual
improvement;, 3. Natural philosophy and natural history, lan-
guages and history,—for improvement in knowledge, 4. Criti-
cism, belles-lettres, and poetry,—for imprevement in style. Fach
in turn, and something every day.

V. While I have my intellectual improvement ever in
view, to dismiss from my thoughts the particular subject on
which I have written in the morning for the rest of the day,
1.e. to be temperate in my attention to an object.

V1. By early rising, and all due economy of time, and es-
pecially by a careful government of the thoughts, to employ
my life to better purpose than heretofore.

VII. To exalt, enlarge, and refresh my mind by social in-
tercourse, observation of external nature, of the fine arts, and
of the varieties of human hfe.

VIII. To bear in mind that as my determination is delib-
erately formed and now allowed to be rational, disappoint-
ments should not be lightly permitted to relax my exertions. If
my object is conscientiously adopted, mortifications of vanity
should prove stimulants, rather than discouragements. The
same consideration should induce patience under painful la-
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bour, delay, and disappointment, and guard me against heat and
precipitation.

IX. To consider my own interests as little as possible, and
to write with a view to the good of others; therefore to enter-
tain no distaste to the humblest literary task which affords a
prospect of usefulness.

X. Should my exertions ultimately prove fruitless, to pre-
serve my cheerfulness, remembering that God only knows
how his work may be best performed, and that I have no right
to expect the privilege of eminent usefulness, though permit-
ted to seek 1t. Should success be granted, to take no honour to
myself, remembering that I possess no original power or in-
trinsic merit, and that I can receive and accomplish nothing,
except 1t be given me from Heaven.

June, 1829.

AN AUTOBIOGRAPHIC MEMOIR

“We regret to announce the death of Harriet Martineau. The
following memoir, though written in the third person, was
from her own pen. The frankness of its self-criticism makes it
necessary to guard the reader against confounding her own
strict and sometimes disparaging judgment of herself with the
impressions made by her upon others.””

Harriet Martineau was born mn 1802, n the city of Nor-
wich, where the first of the name settled in 1688. David Mar-
tineau, the earliest of whom any record remains, was a French

Harriet Martineau, Autobiography, with Memorials by Maria Weston
Chapman, 4th ed. (Boston: Houghton, Osgood and Co., 1879), vol. 2,
pp- 562—574. Originally published in Daily News (London), June 29, 1876.

Written in 1855.

*The introduction to the memoir published in the Daily News.
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Protestant, who came over on the revocation of the Edict of
Nantes. He married a French lady, whose family emigrated n
the same ship, and pursued his professmn as a surgeon n Nor-
wich, where a succession of surgeons of the name existed, till
the death of the most eminent of them, Philip Meadows 7\/Iar-
tineau (the uncle of Harriet), in 1828. He was considered the
most eminent provincial surgeon of his day. The eldest brother
of Harriet—a man of qualifications so high as to promise to
sustain the honour of his name and profession in the old city—
died before the age of thirty, and only one member of the fam-
ily now remains in the city where many generations grew up.
Harriet was the third daughter and th¢ sixth of eight children
of Thomas Martineau, who was a manufacturer of the Nor-
wich staples,—bombazine and camlet.” His acquaintance with
Dr. Parr was kept up and signahized by the gift of a black cam-
let study-gown every year or so, a piece of the right length
being woven expressly for the doctor and dyed with due care.
There was nothing remarkable about the childhood and
youth of any of Thomas Martineau’s children, unless in the
case of Thomas, the eldest son, already referred to. His schol-
arship was of a high quality, and his mind was altogether of
the rare ripeness and richness which comes of the equable
cultivation of the intellectual and moral nature. The remark-
able feature of the family story, in those days, was the steady
self-denial, and clear, inflexible purpose with which the par-
ents gave their children the best education which they could,
by all honourable means, command. In those times of war and
middle-class adversity, the parents understood their position,
and took care that their children should understand it, telling
them that there was no chance of wealth for them, and about
an equal probability of a competence or of poverty; and that
they must, therefore, regard their education as their only se-
cure portion. Harriet came in for her share of this advantage,
being well furnished with Latin and French (to which in due
time she added Itahan and German), and exercised in com-
position as well as reading in her own language and others.
The whole family, trained by parental example, were steady
and conscientious workers; but there were no tokens of un-
usual ability in Harriet during any part of her childhood or

“Types of cloth, silk.
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youth. Her health was bad, her tone of spirits low, her habit
of mind anxious, and her habits of life silent, and as indepen-
dent as they could be under the old-fashioned family rule of
strictness and the strong hand. At her entrance upon woman-
hood a deafness, unperceived during her childhood and slight
in youth, was aggravated by a kind of accident, and became so
severe as to compel (for other people’s accommodation as well
as her own) the use of a trumpet for the rest of her life. This
misfortune, no doubt, strengthened her habits of study, and
had much to do with the marking out of her career. What
other effects it produced upon her she has shown in her “Letter
to the Deaf.”

Her first appearance in print was before she was out of
her teens, in a religious periodical; the same in which the late
Judge Talfourd had made his early attempts not very long be-
fore.® Not only her contributions to the “Monthly Reposi-
tory,” but her first books were of a religious character, her cast
of mind being more decidedly of the religious order than any
other during the whole of her life, whatever might be the basis
and scope of her ultimate opinions. Her latest opinions were,
in her own view, the most religious,—the most congenial with
the emotional as well as the rational department of human na-
ture. In her youth she naturally wrote what she had been
brought up to believe, and her first work, “Devotional Exer-
cises,” was thoroughly Unitarian. Of this class, and indeed of
all her early writings, the only one worth mention 1s the little
volume ‘““ITraditions of Palestine,” which first fixed attention
upon her, and made her name known in the reviews. There
are some even now who prefer that little volume to all her
other writings. Before it was out its writer had formed the
conception of the very different kind of work which at once
and completely opened her career, her “lllustrations of Politi-
cal Economy.” Her stimulus in all she wrote, from first to last,
was simply the need of utterance. This need she had gratified
early; and those who knew her best were always aware that
she was not ambitious, though she enjoyed success, and had
pride enough to have suffered keenly under failure. When, in
1829, she and her sisters lost their small fortunes by the failure

*Sir Thomas Noon Talfourd (1795-1854) was a judge, poet, play-
wright (lon, 1835), and editor (of Charles Lamb).
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of the house in which their money was placed, Harriet con-
tinued to write as she had written before, though under the
new liability of having no money to spend upon ventures.
Without capital, without any literary connections (except the
editor of the “Monthly Repository”), without any visible means
of accomplishing her object, she resolved to bring out a series of
“Ilustrations of Political FEconomy,” confident that the work
was at that time (1831) very much needed by the working-
classes, to say nothing of other persons who had influence n
the community, agitated as it then was by the Reform struggle.
That Reform struggle and the approach of the cholera on its
first visit made the booksellers disinclined to publish any thing.
Messrs. Baldwin and Cradock had all but consented to the
scheme, and had in fact engaged a stitcher for the monthly
volumes, when they took fright and drew back. Harriet Marti-
neau’s forthcoming Autobiography will of course tell the story
of the struggle she passed through to get her work published
in any manner and on any terms. Almost every considerable
publisher had refused it; the Diffusion Society had declined it,
on the report of their sub-committee against it.” It appeared,
however, at the beginning of 1832, when 1ts writer was worn
out with anxiety and fatigue, and had met with uniform dis-
couragement, except in her own home, where her own confi-
dence that the book would succeed, because 1t was wanted,
commanded the sympathy of her family. In a fortmight after
the day of publication her way was open before her for life.
The work reached a circulation of about ten thousand 1n the
next few years. The difficulties under which it appeared pre-
vented her being enriched by it; and her own unalterable view
of what 1t could and what it could not effect prevented her
expecting too much from it, either in regard to its social opera-
tion or its influence on her own fame. The original idea of
exhibiting the great natural laws of society by a series of pic-
tures of selected social action was a fortunate one; and her tales
initiated a multitude of minds into the conception of what po-
litical economy is, and of how it concerns every body living in
society. Beyond this, there is no merit of a high order in the

"The Society for the Diffusion of Useful Knowledge, tormed by
Henry Brougham (later Lord Brougham) in 1825 to publish new, particu-
larly scientific, information cheaply for the working classes.
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work. It did not pretend to offer discoveries, or new applica-
tions or elucidations of prior discoveries. It popularized, in a
fresh form, some doctrines and many truths long before made
public by others. Those were the days of her success in narra-
tive, In fiction. In about ten years from that time she had
nearly ceased to write fiction, from simple mability to do it
well. On the whole, perhaps, her novel of “Deerbrook” has
been the most popular of her works of fiction, though some
prefer her history (in the form of a romance) of Toussaint
L’Ouverture (“'T’he Hour and the Man”), and others again her
story-book for children, written in illness,—“The Playtellow.”
But none of her novels or tales have, or ever had, in the eyes of
good judges or in her own, any character of permanence. The
artistic aim and qualifications were absent; she had no power
of dramatic construction; nor the poetic inspiration on the one
hand, nor critical cultuvation on the other, without which no
work of the imagination can be worthy to live. Two or three of
her Political Economy Tales, are, perhaps, her best achieve-
ment in fiction,—her doctrine furnishing the plot which she
was unable to create, and the brevity of space duly restricting
the indulgence in detail which injured her longer narratives,
and at last warned her to leave off writing them. It was fortu-
nate for her that her own condemnation anticipated that of the
public. To the end of her life she was subject to solicitations to
write more novels and more tales; but she for the most part
remained steady in her refusal. Her three volumes of “Forest
and Game Law Tales” and a few stories in “Household Words,”
written at the express and earnest request of Mr. Dickens,’
and with little satisfaction to herself, are her latest efforts in
that direction.*

Her popularity was, however, something extraordinary
during the appearance of her “Illustrations of Political Econ-
omy.” It was presently necessary for her to remove to London,
to be within reach of the sources of information rendered in-
dispensable by the success of her scheme and the extension of

* After the above was in the drawer of the “Daily News” office, she
wrote some historical fiction for “Once a Week” against her own judgment,
and only to gratify Mr. Evans and Mr. Lucas, the proprictor and editor of
“Once a Week.”

*Dickens was the editor of Housebold Words at the tume to which she
refers.
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her influence. She lived in a lodging in Conduit Street for
some months, till her mother joined her in London. Their
house was in Fludyer Street, Westminster; and there they lived
tll a serious and long illness compelled Harriet Martineau to
leave London, to which she never returned as a resident. On
her first taking up her abode there many foolish stories were
afloat about the origin of her series, and the aid she received in
it from Lord Brougham and others. The facts were that the
enterprise was wholly her own, and the execution of it also;
and that Lord Brougham in particular knew nothing whatever
about her or her work ull his secretary sent him the first five
numbers half a year after the publication began. His lordship’s
first thought was to engage her assistance in illustrating the
evils of the old poor-law and the intended provisions of the
new; and her four little volumes on the poor-laws appeared
during the publication of her larger work. The two years
which followed her first great success were the busiest of a
busy life. All advocates of all schemes applied to her for coop-
eration. She was plunged at once into such a social whirl that
she dined out every day but Sundays. New material for her
work was always accumulating on her hands; and besides the
production of one number, and occasionally two, of her little
volumes per month, she had an unmanageable amount of cor-
respondence always pressing upon her. It was at that time that
she formed the habit which she continued for the rest of her
life,—of sitting up late, while going on to rise early. She took,
on an average, five hours or five and a half of sleep, going to
bed at one in the morning, and being at her breakfast at half
past seven, to save the precious morning hours for her most
serious business. Such was her practice, with few intervals, to
the date of her last illness.

Before the publication of her work was completed she
had sailed for America. At first her object was simply to travel
for the sake of recreation and repose; but, at the suggestion of
the late Lord Henley, she turned her face in the direction
of the United States, in order to examine some points of social
policy and morals, honourable to the Americans and worthy
of our emulation, but generally overlooked by European trav-
ellers who go to amuse themselves and return to quiz. She
hoped to learn some secrets of success in the treatment of
criminals, the insane, and other unhappy classes, and in the

40



AN AUTOBIOGRAPHIC MEMOIR

diffusion of education. She succeeded in her aims in some
measure; but the interest of the antislavery question just at
that time absorbed every other. She arrived just at the culmi-
nation of that reign of terror which she described after her re-
turn 1n the “Westminster Review,” in the narrative entitled
“T'he Martyr Age of the United States,” which was reprinted
as a pamphlet, and by which the nature and significance of the
antislavery movement in America (where it involved the entire
political and personal liberty of every citizen) were first made
known in this country. Harriet Martineau, received with un-
bounded hospitality and unmeasured flatteries, though known
to have written an antislavery story in her series, was not con-
verted to the American view, as had been hoped and expected.
Under circumstances in which she had no choice but to speak
out she condemned slavery and its political consequences as
before; and, for some months preceding her return, she was
subjected to insult and injury, and was even for some weeks in
danger of her life while travelling where the tar-barrel, the
cowhide, and the pistol were the regimen prescribed for and
applied to abolitionists, and threatened especially 1n her case.
In her books upon America she said little or nothing of her
personal share in the critical troubles of the time, because her
purpose was, not to interest the public in her adventures, but
to exhibit, without passion or prejudice, the actual condition
of society 1n the United States. Its treatment of herself is
rather a topic for her Autobiography, and there, no doubt, it
will be found.

After an absence of two years she returned to England in
August, 1836, and early in the next spring she published “So-
ciety in America.” Her own opinion of that work changed
much for the worse before her death. It was written while she
was in the full low of sympathy with the theoretical Ameri-
can statesmen of that time, who were all & priori political phi-
losophers to a greater or less degree like the framers of the
Declaration of Independence. Her intercourse with these may
be traced in the structure and method of observation of her
book, and her companionship with the adorers of Thomas
Carlyle in her style. Some constitutional lawyers of the United
States have declared that there is no error in her account of the
political structure and relations of the Federal and State gov-
ernments of that country; and the book contains the only
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account we have of the condition of slavery, and of the country
under 1t, at the time of the rise of the abohton movement.
But, on the whole, the book is not a favourable specimen of
Harriet Martineau’s writings, cither in regard to moral or ar-
tistic taste. It 1s full of affectations and preachments, and it
marks the highest point of the metaphysical period of her
mind.” Little as she valued the second work on America—
“Retrospect of Western ‘Travel”—which she wrote at the re-
quest of her publishers, to bring into use her lighter observa-
tions on scenery and manners, it was more creditable to her
mood, and perhaps to her powers, than the more ambitious
work. The American abolitionists, then in the early days of
their action, reprinted as a pamphlet the parts of these two
works which relate to the slave institutions of their country,
and sowed 1t broadcast over the land. The virulence with
which the Southern press denounces her to this day, in com-
pany with Mrs. [Maria Weston] Chapman and Mrs. [Harriet
Beecher] Stowe, seems to show that her representations were
not lost on the American public. If they are operating at the
end of so many years, there must be truth in them. Though
the customary dispensers of hospitality in the United States
passed from the extreme of courtesy to that of rudeness to
the traveller, she formed valuable friendships in that country
which lasted as long as her life. Her connection with the inter-
ests of America remained a close one, and its political course
was a subject of action to a late period, and of study to the last.

In the interval between her return from America and her
leaving LLondon—somewhat less than three years—she wrote
“How to Observe Morals and Manners,” a volume of a series
published by Mr. Knight, of which Sir Henry Delabéche’s
“How to Observe Geology” was the opening volume; a few
of the volumes of the “Guide to Service,” issued also by
Mr. Knight; and her novel “Deerbrook.” T'he “Guides to Ser-
vice” were originated by the Poor-law Commissioners, with
the object chiefly of training the ideas of children, especially

*Here she refers to the second stage of Auguste Comte’s epistemology,
the first being theological, the second metaphysical, and the final and “best,”
scientific. By this writing she was a positivist in the Comtean mode. The
reference to Carlvle is her way of saying she has rejected the romanticism he
represents, it being a metaphysical form of thinking in the scheme she
endorses here.
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in the workhouse schools, for the occupation of their lives.
Harriet Martineau agreed to write the model number, pro-
vided she might take the “Maid-of-all-Work” for her subject;
which she did, with the amusing result that at various turns of
her life afterwards she was met by the popular belief that she
had herself been a maid-of-all-work; a mistake which she re-
garded with some complacency whenever she encountered it.
The other volumes of the Series written by her are the “Dress-
maker” (in which she had some technical assistance from a pro-
fessional person), the “Housemaid,” and the “Lady’s Maid.”
On the publication of “Deerbrook,” in April, 1839, she
went abroad with a party of friends, partly to escort an invalid
cousin, and partly for rest and refreshment to herself. She was
not aware of the extent of her own illness; and she was brought
home on a couch from Venice in June, in a state of health
so hopeless that she left London and settled herself at Tyne-
mouth, on the Northumberland coast, within reach of family
care and tendance. There she remained, a prisoner to the
couch, till the close of 1844. During her illness she wrote her
second novel (“'T’he Hour and the Man”), the four volumes of
children’s tales called “The Playfellow,” and “Life in the Sick-
Room,” originating also, in concert with the present Countess
of Elgin and Mr. Knight, the series since so well known as
“T'he Weekly Volume.” Of her recovery the public heard at
the time much more than she desired and approved. At the
instigation of several of her friends, and especially of her medi-
cal attendant, she made trial of mesmerism, for the purpose of
obtaining some release from the use of opiates. To her own
surprise and that of others, the treatment procured her a re-
lease from the disease itself, from which several eminent medi-
cal men had declared recovery to be impossible. In five months
she was perfectly well. Meantime, doctors and strangers in
various parts of the kingdom had rushed into print, without
her countenance or her knowledge; and the amount of mis-
representation and mischief soon became so great as to compel
her to tell the story as it really happened."” The commotion

'”She engages here in a little manipulation of the truth. She published
her “Letters on Mesmerism” in the Athenaeum in 1844 first, claiming among
other things that her maid, Jane Arrowsmith, had effectively mesmerized
her and was clairvoyant. This caused the biggest commotion, and her medi-
cal attendant, her physician and brother-in-law Thomas Greenhow, felt
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was just what might have been anticipated from the usual re-
ception of new truths in science and the medical art. 'That she
recovered when she ought to have died was an unpardonable
offence. According to the doctors who saw her enter society
again from the beginning of 1845, she was in a state of infatua-
tion, and, being as ill as ever in reality, would sink down 1n six
months. When, instead of so sinking down, she rode on a
camel to Mount Sinai and Petra, and on horseback to Damas-
cus, they said she had never been ill. 'To the charge that it had
been “all imagination,” her reply was that, in that case, it was
the doctor’s imagination and not hers that was involved; for
they had told her, and not she them, what and how serious her
illness was. To the friends who blamed her for publishing her
experience before the world was ripe for it, her reply was,
first, that she had no option; and next, that it is hard to see
how the world is to get ripened if experimenters in new de-
partments of natural philosophy conceal their experience. The
immediate consequence of the whole business—the extension
of the practice of mesmerism as a curative agent, and especially
the restoration of several cases like her own—abundantly com-
pensated Harriet Martineau for an amount of insult and ridi-
cule which would have been a somewhat unreasonable penalty
on any sin or folly which she could have committed. As a
penalty on simply getting well when she was expected to die,
the infliction was a curious sign of the times.

Being free to choose her place of abode, on her recovery,
her friends universally supposed she would return to Lon-
don and 1its literary advantages and enjoyment. But literature,
though a precious luxury, was not, and never had been, the
daily bread of her life. She felt that she could not be happy, or
in the best way useful, if the declining years of her life were
spent in lodgings in the morning and drawing-rooms in the
evening. A quiet home of her own, and some few dependent
on her for their domestic welfare, she believed to be essential
to every true woman’s peace of mind; and she chose her plan
of life accordingly. Meaning to live in the country, she chose

compelled to defend his reputation as a doctor. Apparently, he did so with-
out his patient’s permission, publishing his Medical Report of the Case of Miss
H M . See Pichanick, Martineau, pp. 120—137, for discussion and
quotations from this exchange.
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the most beautiful, and settled at the Lakes. She bought a field
near Ambleside, opposite Fox How, and about a mile from
Rydal Mount." She built a house, and tried her hand success-
fully on the smallest of farms,—a farm of two acres. She set
on foot some remedial schemes applicable to local mischiefs;
and by degrees found herself pledged to a practice of deliver-
ing a series of lectures every winter to the mechanics of the
little town and their families. She and they were so well ac-
quainted, that there was nothing odd in this in their view, and
no strangers were admitted, nor even the gentry of the place,
for want of room. Her subjects were Sanitary Principles and
Practice, the History of England, the History of North Amer-
ica, and the Scenes of her Fastern Travel. In her Ambleside
home she lived for ten years of health and happiness, which,
as she was wont to say, was worth all the rest of her life.

At various times since 1832 she had been sounded about
accepting a pension on the Civil List; and she had repeatedly
replied by objecting to receive one. Her objections remained
in full force when Lord Melbourne made an express offer to
her of a pension of £150, to be increased as circumstances per-
mitted, as his last act before going out of power in 1841. Lord
Melbourne was aware that she had invested her spare earnings
in a deferred annuity, and that while hopelessly ill she was
very poor. Her objections, however, bore no relation to this
class of considerations. Her letter to Lord Melbourne found
its way into the newspapers without her knowledge, and it
speaks for itselt. Not the less for this was she misunderstood.
Nothing was further from her thoughts than passing condem-
nation on the literary pensioners of the time. They must judge
for themselves, and their position was different. It was a matter
of feeling with her quite as much as of principle; and she would
have thankfully received any acknowledgment of past labours
which might have been decreed, otherwise than through a
method of favouritism. She felt that, once under pecuniary
obligation to the sovereign and the minister, she could never
again feel perfectly free on political questions, though Lord
Melbourne generously deprecated any such conclusion. As it

""Fox How was the home of Hartley Coleridge, brother of Samuel Tay-
lor Coleridge, Rydal Mount the home of William and Mary Wordsworth.
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happened, she did very well without the money, and she
wrote the “History of the Thirty Years’ Peace,” which she
could hardly have done while in receipt of a pension.

This, the bulkiest of her works and the most laborious,
was undertaken at the request of Mr. Charles Knight, who
had himself written the first few chapters, then deputed the
work to another, and presently found it at a stand. Harriet
Martineau had no idea whatever whether she could write his-
tory; but, on Mr. Knight’s pressing his request, she went to
work in August, 1848, and completed the work (after an inter-
val of a few weeks) in the autumn of 1849. "I he introductory
volume was written 1n 1850, also at Mr. Knight’s solicitation.
Without taking the chronicle form this history could not, from
the nature of the case, be cast in the ultimate form of perfected
history. All that can be done with contemporary history 1s to
collect and methodize the greatest amount of reliable facts and
distinct impressions, to amass sound material for the veritable
historian of a future day,—so consolidating, assimilating, and
vivifying the structure as to do for the future writer precisely
that which the lapse of time and the oblivion which creeps
over all transactions must prevent his doing for himself. This
auxiliary usefulness is the aim of Harriet Martineau’s history;
and she was probably not mistaken in hoping for that much
result from her labour. It rendered her a personal service
which she had not anticipated. There was an impression
abroad of her being a sort of demagogue or dangerous Radical,
though it is hard to say which of her writings could have origi-
nated such an impression. The history dispelled 1t thoroughly;
and 1f 1t proved that she belonged to no party, 1t showed that it
was not because she transcended the extremes of all.

The work which she published on her return from her
Fastern travels, which she enjoyed as the guest of Mr. and Mrs.
Richard V. Yates, of Liverpool, had shown that she was no
longer a Unitarian nor a believer in revelation at all. “Eastern
Life, Present and Past,” exhibits the history and generation of
the four great faiths—the kigyptian, the Jewish, the Christian,
and the Mohammedan—as they appear when their birth-
places are visited in succession. She had passed from the Nile
to Sinai; and thence to Jerusalem, Damascus, and Lebanon.
The work in which she gave out her views on her return
ranks, on the whole, as the best of her writings; and her repu-
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tation assumed a new, a graver, and a broader character after its
appearance. It was followed in 1851 by a volume which,
though not for the most part written by her, was of her pro-
curing and devising. She took the responsibility of the Letters
on the Laws of Man’s Nature and Development, which were for
the greater part written by her friend, Mr. Atkinson, in reply
to the short letters of her own which occupy a small propor-
tion of the book. This book brought upon its writers, as was
inevitable, the imputation of atheism from the multitude who
cannot distinguish between the popular and the philosophical
sense of the word,—between the disbelief in the popular the-
ology which has caused a long series of religious men to be
called atheists, and the disbelief in a First Cause,—a disbelief
which is expressly disclaimed in the book. A full account of
Harriet Martineau’s faith and philosophy will of course be
found in her forthcoming Autobiography, where it is more in
place than here. As to the consequences of such an expression
of them, they were somewhat different from what might have
been expected. The reception of the volume disclosed some
curious social facts, revealing to its authors an altogether unex-
pected proportion between the receivers and repudiators of
dogmatic theology in this country. What 1s called “the entire
periodical press” condemned the book, without, however, in
any one case meeting its argument or recognizing its main sub-
ject; and yet was it excellently received and widely sympa-
thized with. Every body supposed that its authors would be
ruined, excluded from society, stopped in their work, and so
forth. But the actual result was that this open avowal of hereti-
cal opinion made all the relations of life sounder than they had
ever been. As Harriet Martineau declared, it dissolved all false
relations and confirmed all true ones. At no time of her life
was she more occupied, more prosperous, so cheered by sym-
pathy, or so thoroughly happy, as during the interval between
the publication of that book and the close of her labours.
Besides some small works, such as “Guide to the Lakes,”
it remained for her to bring out two of more general impor-
tance,—her volume on “Household Education,” which is more
popular than almost any of her works, and her condensation of
Comte’s “Positive Philosophy.” The story of the intention and
achievement of that work is told in its prefaces. Begun in
1852, 1t occupied the greater part of the year 1853, and ap-
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peared in November of that year. It was her last considerable
work; and there 1s no other, perhaps, which so well manifests
the real character of her ability and proper direction of her in-
fluence,—as far as each went. Her original power was nothing
more than was due to earnestness and intellectual clearness
within a certain range. With small imaginative and suggestive
powers, and therefore nothing approaching to genius, she
could see clearly what she did see, and give a clear expression
to what she had to say. In short, she could popularize, while
she could neither discover nor invent. She could sympathize
in other people’s views, and was too facile in doing so; and she
could obtain and keep a firm grasp of her own, and, moreover,
she could make them understood. The functon of her life was
to do this, and, in as far as i1t was done diligently and honestly,
her life was of use, however far its achievements may have
fallen short of expectations less moderate than her own. Her
duties and her business were sufficient for the peace and the
desires of her mind. She saw the human race, as she believed,
advancing under the law of progress; she enjoyed her share of
the experience, and had no ambition for a larger endowment,
or reluctance or anxiety about leaving the enjoyment of such
as she had.

From the early part of 1852 she had contributed largely to
the “Daily News,” and her “Letters from Ireland” in the sum-
mer of that year were written for this paper. As her other
works left her hands the connection with the paper became
closer, and it was never interrupted except for a few months at
the beginning of her last illness, when all her strength was
needed for her Autobiography. When she had finished that
task she had the work printed, and the engravings, prepared
for 1t under her own supervision, partly to avoid delay in its
appearance (because any good that 1t could do would be best
done immediately after her death), but chiefly to spare her ex-
ecutors all responsibility about publishing whatever may be
found in the Memoir. Her last illness was a time of quiet en-
joyment to her, soothed as it was by family and social love,
and care, and sympathy, and, except for one heart-grief,—the
loss in 1864 of her niece Maria, who was to her as a daugh-
ter,—free from anxiety of every kind, and amused by the con-
stant mnterest of regarding life and its affairs from the verge of
the horizon of existence. Her disease was deterioration and en-
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largement of the heart, the fatal character of which was dis-
covered in January, 1855. She declined throughout that and
subsequent years, and died—"

—And died in the summer sunset of her home amid the
Westmoreland mountains, on the 27th of June, 1876, after
twenty-one more diligent, devoted, suffering, joyful years,—
attended by the family friends she most loved, and in posses-
sion of all her mental powers up to the last expiring day; aged
seventy-four years.

If, instead of dying so slowly, she had died as she could
have wished and thought to have done, without delay, what
a treasure of wise counsels, what a radiance of noble deeds,
what a spirit of love and of power, what brave victorious battle
to the latest hour for all things good and true, had been lost to
posterity! What an example of more than resignation, of that
ready, glad acceptance of a lingering and painful death which
made the sight a blessing to every witness, had been lost to the
surviving generation!

During all the last one-and-twenty years death was the
idea most familiar and most welcome. It was spoken of and
provided for with an easy freedom that I never saw approached
in any other home, yet she never expressed a wish respecting a
place of burial.” But a few days before her death, when asked
if she would be laid in the burial-place of her tamily, she as-
sented; and she lies with her kindred, in the old cemetery at
Birmingham.

'? At this point the obituary written in 1855 by Martineau herself ends.
Note her insertion of the 1864 death of her niece. The material that follows
was written by her friend and literary executor, Maria Weston Chapman.

“This 1s not so. In the library of Manchester College Oxford, there is
a series of letters from Harriet Martineau, written in 1855, addressed to a
Unitarian minister friend, presumably Philip Carpenter, son of her adoles-
cent mentor, Lant Carpenter, in which she gives detailed directions for her
funeral and burial. She believes that because of her views “which the vul-
gar wd call atheistical” some of the people in her parish would object to her
burial there (that is, in the Church of England churchyard a mile up the road
from her house, a church in sight of the Wordsworths” house, Rydal Mount),
so she asks him where the nearest Unitarian burial ground is and if he thinks
she might be buried there. She instructs him in one letter to say in the ser-
vice for her what he finds most natural. In another, written the next day, she
tells him she forgot the day before to say she wants a simple funeral with no
hatbands or scarves or feasting. It was, of course, more than twenty years

before she died.
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I1

ON WOMEN'’S
EQUAL RIGHTS

Let your attack be Evidence softened by Benevolence.

—Harriet Martineau
“Criticism on Women”

There can be but one true method in the treatment of each human
being of either sex, of any color, and under any outward circum-
stances—to ascertain what are the powers of that being, to cultivate
them to the utmost, and then to see what action they will find for
themselves. This bas probably never been done for men, unless in some
rare individual cases. It has certainly never been done for women.

—Harriet Martineau
Letter to an American women’s rights
convention held at Worcester, Massachusetts



Harriet Martineau c. 18335
Reprinted from Webb, Harriet Martineau
Courtesy of R. K. Webb
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arriet Martineau was a lifelong feminist, and she became
Hone carly and on her own. “The woman question” was
what she and other like-minded nineteenth-century thinkers
and activists called what we call feminism.' In addition to giv-
ing her individual attention to women and women’s concerns,
Martineau participated in groups in both England and the
United States that were fertile environments for deliberate
efforts on women’s behalf. Probably not too much should be
made of the fact that she wrote admiringly of women writers
in her first published piece (“Female Writers of Practical Di-
vinity”) or that she went to some length to establish the fact
that the form she used for her political economy tales was
derived from a woman. Still, these attributions acknowledged
influences from women that she valued from the first.

Her first intellectual groups, the Norwich and then the
London Unitarians and Uulitarians, were probably far more
important in her development, since a component of the
thought of both Unitarian religion and Utihtarian philosophy
was favorable to women having a larger place in intellectual
and public pursuits. Although the first of Martineau’s several
breaches with people she had once favored came with W. J.
Fox, the Unitarian editor, because ot his setting up a house-
hold with Eliza Flowers without marriage, Martincau was
surely influenced by Fox’s liberality toward talented women
and the intellectual role such women as Flowers played in
Fox’s editorship. Her scruples about sexual liaisons were more
stereotypically Victorian than the views and practices of many
of her associates. Yet sexuality per se was not a feminist issue
in the nineteenth century. To consider it an obstacle to the re-
alization of feminist goals is to interpret nineteenth-century
views in light of twentieth-century feminism which has made
the link between sexuality and gender role assignment. It is
ironic from a contemporary feminist stance, if not from her
own, that she regenerated or kept up correspondence or a
working relationship with the men in such affairs, but not the
women.

The American group with whom Martineau found the
greatest affinity during her 1834—-1836 travels, the Garrisonian
abolitionists, like the British Unitarians and Ualitarians, val-

'See note 13, Introduction.
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ued the activity and importance of women and was markedly
more advanced on the questi()n than many other groups. Anti-
slavery women’s groups in America were to provide leaders
and formative ideas in its early vears for the movement for
women’s rights per se, a movement for women as well as a
movement of and by women on behalf of slaves.

The five pieces that follow are ones in which Martineau
addressed feminism in some general way. In the opening se-
lection she questions the advisability of marriage for everyone,
a position that required considerable bravery in 1838. She
raised the question as a means of making judgments about the
character of a society, but whatever its intent, it was a coura-
geous question to ask and one that anticipates such contrasting
variations of the theme in the 1970s as Kate Millett’s “sexual
politics™ and Jessie Bernard’s study of “his” and “hers” mar-
women. Martineau was shrewd and dlscérmng to plck the
place of women and the treatment of women i1n marriage as
indices of a socnety s distinctiveness.

In How to Observe Morals and Manners she set up criteria

for analyzing a society. Published after her books on the United

States, Soctety in America and Retrospect of Western Travel, it re-
flects the method of comparative study of societies used in
those books. She set down what she believed to be an appro-
priate set of principles, laws of right and wrong, if you will,
and then gauged the society by how well she thought it met
the principles. As the title suggests, these principles had to do
with “morals deep values held and acted upon, and “man-
ners,” assumptions and practlces of courtesy, kindness, polite-
ness, or the absence thereof, the surface mamfestatlons of
moral depth.

This work was indeed an early sociological work on
method, as Alice Rossi has claimed. Martineau goes halfway
toward what early anthropologists and sociologists several
decades later hoped to achieve. That is, her methodological
approach involved the attempt to evolve some detached crite-
ria for objectivity. That far, she succeeds in being a primitive
scientist. But the other half of her approach provides her limi-
tation. She inserts her own values, quite assuredly and dog-
matically, as the appropriate criteria. This was, however, four
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years before Comte’s Positive Philosophy was published and at
least thirteen years before she read it. She was herself to criti-
cize this phase of her thinking as “metaphysical” at a later time.

Her feminism and her social science may be in conflict in
this article. To raise such questions about women and marriage
was important on women’s behalf however she did it, but to do
it dogmatically is not good enough. Calling monogamy of the
English variety “the natural method” for all coupling is appli-
cation of an unexamined value system. Calling for removal of
inferior treatment of women is suggesting a new one.

The second selection, “Criticism on Women, ” pubhshed
in 1839, 1s ostensibly a review essay of three items, but 1s in
fact an essay on the abuse of women and the right of women to_
be respected and honored or to be criticized according to stan-
dards of honesty and fairness to all people. One of the persons
she defends so splendidly m this piece is the young Queen
Victoria, just come to the throne in 1837. Another (this review
1S anonymous) is herself, attacked ad hominem for her deaf-
ness and her womanhood after daring to write on population.

She had received vicious treatment in the reviews of “Weal
and Woe in Garveloch.” Writing under the editorship of John
Gibson Lockhart in the Quarterly Review, John Wilson Croker
was the first to damn her. He wrote, “and most of all it is quite
impossible not to be shocked, nay, disgusted, with many of
the unfeminine and mischievous doctrines on the principles of
social welfare. . . . A woman who thinks child-bearing a crime
against society! An unmarried woman who declaims against
marriage!! A young woman who deprecates charity and provi-
sion for the poor!!!”?

The attack was patently unfair, not only for its rejection
of the mild story favoring birth control, but also for its sexist
rebuke of Martineau personally as a woman who would dare
to write on such a subject. In “Criticism on Women,” she
coins the word “Crokerism” to identity this particular kind of
reputation smearing.

The very year (1832) of Croker’s article, in fact, she was

still allowing for the possibility that she might marry and,‘l\é

*Quoted in Vera Wheatley, The Life and Work of Harriet Martineau
(London: Secker and Warburg, 1957), pp. 101—102.
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hence, bear children herself. Writing to her mother 1n antic-
ipation of her mother’s coming to live with her in London, she
laid out, along with her claim to professional independence as
a woman, her right to marry: ““T'here 1s another chance, dear
mother, and that is, of my marrying. I have no thoughts of it.
I see a thousand reasons against it. But I could not positively
answer for always continuing in the same mind. . . . | mean
no more than I say, I assure you; but, strong as my convictions
arc against marrying I will not positively promise "

The third piece is a marvelous letter written, no doubt, to
Maria “Weston Chapman and read at an Amerlcan women’s
rights convention at Worcester, Massachusetts, 1n 1851. *In
the letter, Martineau repeats her themes of the necessity of
equal treatment of all humans, of the importance of education
to enable women to flourish, of the need for the object of edu-
cation to be occupation, and of the silliness of the old contro-
versy of influence versus office. However, 1t is significant here
that she couched her persuasive arguments in terms of the
need to do a scientific experiment. Although her writing had
always been analytical, this letter was written in the year she
was first reading Comte’s Positive Philosophy, and 1t 1s clear that
she has a new faith that social experiment will yield proof of
women’s ability. This letter from 1851 1s an early example
of her work after she had found clarity in science and provides
a good exhibit of her utter confidence 1n the outcome of an ex-
periment not yet conducted. Only to those of us with post-
Darwinian, post-Freudian, post-Einsteinian mentalities 1s such
assurance unwarranted. It was entirely earnest and even revo-
lutionary in Martineau.

If the personal 1s the political 1s the intellectual, we may
have the key to Martineau’s vast outpouring of work about

"Quoted 1n 1ibd., p. 94.

*I have to thank Joan H. Winterkorn of the Department of Rare
Books, Cornell University Libraries, both for providing me with a copy of
an undaled clipping of the article from the Cornell Univ ersity Library Ant-
Slavery Collection, and for tracing 1ts source of publlcatlon to the Liberator.
Webb 1n his Harrtet Martmeau (p. 182n) credits its publication to the Na-
tional Anti-Slavery Standard, but Winterkorn speculates that he did so on
finding it among other clippings of Martineau’s writings from the National
Anti-Slavery Standard in the Cornell University Libraries.
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women. One element in the shaping of her young life was the
insanity and apparent suicide of the one man to whom she
ever seemed to have had a romantic attachment, her fiancé
John Worthington, a college friend of her brother James. I do
not think it is the whole story. I do not think it is even a great
part of the story. Yet, I take at her word the account she gives
in the fourth selection of her singleness being the great benefit
to her work, in effect her work being her love. In so doing, 1
differ with her recent biographers who have speculated about
her lesbianism or absence of it, her sexuality, latent or active.
R. K. Webb concludes that she was a “latentlesbian.” Pichanick
disagrees with him, arguing that although Martineau had im-
portant “affectionate female friendships,” there 1s no evidence
for her being a lesbian.’ I believe she was probably behavior-
ally asexual and emotionally sexually naive, and I think she
means what she says in her Autobiography: that Worthington’s
death liberated her to be alone and like it.

The fifth selection, on Mary Wollstonecraft, William
Godwin, and the woman question, occurs in the context of
a description of William Godwin as one of her morning visi-
tors in London in the early days of her fame in 1833.° She de-
lighted in Godwin and greatly enjoyed his company, and,
seeing no conflict of ideology loyalties, Martineau expressly
denied that her interest in him arose because of his connec-
tion with Mary Wollstonecraft. Instead, she said, the opposite
was true. She had no use for Wollstonecraft, while honoring
Godwin. She claimed Wollstonecraft did the cause of woman
a disservice, proclaiming Wollstonecraft “a poor victim of pas-
sion, with no control over her own peace, and no calmness or
content except when the needs of her individual nature were
satisfied.”

All that, while extolling the pleasure of visiting with the
man who loved Wollstonecraft—presumably with a passion

*See Webb, Harriet Martineau, pp. so—51; and Pichanick, Harriet
Martineau, pp. 109—110.

‘Godwin, a radical philosopher, was briefly the beloved husband of
Mary Wollstonecraft, author of A Vindication of the Rights of Women, the first
English feminist work. The two were a devoted couple but maintained sepa-
rate households. Wollstonecraft died from complications following the birth
of their daughter, Mary Shelley.
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of his own—and who had done everything he could to keep
her memory alive! The passion she means, of course, 1s not
merely sexual extravagance but the exaggerated romantic flam-
boyance of a personality like Wollstonecraft’s.

Following that judgment of Wollstonecratt, however, her
comments on the woman question sound uncharacteristically
self-righteous. Her tone is hostile toward some women, but
her message 1s still consistently that of the rational moralist.
She writes calmly of her expectation that women will achieve
the right to vote.

ON MARRIAGE

The Marriage compact is the most important feature of the do-
mestic state on which the observer can fix his attention. If he
be a thinker, he will not be surprised at finding much imper-
X fection in the marriage state wherever he goes. By no arrange-
ments yet attempted have purity of morals, constancy of aftec-
tion, and domestic peace been secured to any extensive degree
in society. Almost every variety of method is still in use, in
one part of the world or another. The primitive custom of
brothers marrying sisters still subsists in some Lastern re-
gions. Polygamy is very common there, as every one knows.
In countries which are too far advanced for this, every re-
straint of law, all sanction of opinion, has been tried to render
that natural method,—the restriction of one husband to one
wife,—successful, and therefore universal and permanent.
Law and opinion have, however, never availed to anything
like complete success. Even in thriving young countries, where
no considerations of want, and few of ambition, can inter-
fere with domestic peace,—where the numbers are equal,

Harriet Martineau, How to Observe Morals and Manners (London: Charles
Knight, 1838), pp. 167—182. Probably drafted in 1834.

58



ON MARRIAGE

where love has the promise of a free and even course, and where
religious sentiment is directed full upon the sanctity of the
marriage state,—it is found to be far from pure. In almost all
countries, the corruption of society in this department is so
deep and wide-spreading, as to vitiate both moral sentiment
and practice in an almost hopeless degree. It neutralizes al-
most all attempts to ameliorate and elevate the condition of the
race.— T'here must be something fearfully wrong where the
general resultis so unfortunate as this. As in most other cases
of social suffering, the wrong will be found to lie less in the
methods ordained and put in practice, than in the prevalent
sentiment of society, out of which all methods arise.

It 1s necessary to make mention (however briefly) of the
kinds of false sentiment from which the evil of conjugal un-
happiness appears to spring.— The sentiment by which cour-
age 1s made the chief ground of honour in men, and chastity in
women, coupled with the inferiority in which women have
ever been sunk, was sure to induce profligacy. As long as men
were brave noth1ng more was required to make them honour-
able in the eyes of society: while the inferior condition of
women has ever exposed those of them who were not pro-
tected by birth and wealth to the profligacy of men.

Marriage exists everywhere, to be studied by the moral

observer He must watch the character of courtshlps wherever

R

he goes; —whether the young lady is negociated for and prom—
the poor girl who, when she asked her mother to p01nt out her
future husband from among a number of gentlemen, was si-
lenced with the rebuke, “What is that to you?”—or whether
they are left free to exchange their faith “by flowing stream,
through wood, or craggy wild,” as in the United States;—or
whether there 1s a medium between these two extremes, as
in England. He must observe how fate is defied by lovers in
various countries. . . . Scotch lovers agree to come together
after so many years spent in prov1d1ng the “plenishing.” Irish
lovers conclude the business, in case of difficulty, by appear-
ing before the priest the next morning. There 1s recourse to
a balcony and rope-ladder in one country; a steam-boat and
back-settlement in another; trust and patience 1n a third; and
intermediate flirtations, to pass the time, in a fourth. He must
note the degree of worldly ambition which attends marriages,
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and which may therefore be supposed to stimulate them,—
how much space the house with two rooms in humble life,
and the country-scat and carriages in higher life, occupy in the
mind of bride or bridegroom.—He must observe whether
conjugal infidelity excites horror and rage, or whether it is so
much a matter of course as that no jealousy interferes to mar
the arrangements of mutual convenience.—He must mark
whether women are made absolutely the property of their
husbands, in mind and in estate; or whether the wife 1s treated
more or lcss professedly as an equal party in the agreement. —
He must observe whether there 1s an excluded class, vicums
to their own superstition or to a false social obligation, wan-
dering about to disturb by their jealousy or licentiousness
those whose lot 1s happier.—He must observe whether there
are domestic arrangements for home enjoyments, or whether
all 1s planned on the supposition of pleasure lying abroad;
whether the reliance 1s on books, gardens, and play with chil-
dren, or on the opera, parties, the ale-house, or dances on the
green.—He must mark whether the ladies are occupied with
their household cares in the morning, and the society of their
husbands in the evening, or with embroidery and looking out of
balconies; with receiving company all day, or gadding abroad;
with the library or the nursery; with lovers or with children.—
In cach country, called civilized, he will meet with almost all
~ these varieties: but in each there is such a prevailing character
in the aspect of domestic life, that intelligent observation will
enable him to decide, without much danger of mistake, as to
whether marriage is merel) an arrangement of convenience, in
accordance with low morals, or a sacred institution, com-
manding the reverence and affection of a virtuous péople. No
high degree of this sanctity can be looked for till that modera-
tion 1s attained which, during the prevalence of asceticism and
its opposite, 1s reached only by a few. That it yet exists no-
where as the characteristic of any society,—that all the bless-
ings of domestic life are not yet open to all, so as to preclude
the danger of any one encroaching on his neighbour,—is but
too evident to the travelled observer. He can only mark the
degree of approximation to this state of high morals wherever
he goes.

The traveller everywhere finds woman treated as the in-
ferior party in a compact in which both parties have an equal
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_interest. Any agreement thus formed 1s imperfect, and is liable
to disturbance; and the danger is great in proportion to the
degradation of the supposed weaker party. The degree of the
degradation of woman is as good a test as the moralist can
adopt for ascertammg the state of domestic morals in any
country.

The Indian squaw carries the household burdens, trudg-
ing in the dust, while her husband on horseback paces before
her, unencumbered but by his own gay trappings. She carries
the wallet with food, the matting for the lodge, the merchan-
dize (if they possess any), and her infant. There is no exemp-
tion from labour for the squaw of the most vaunted chief. In
other countries the wife may be found drawing the plough,
hewing wood and carrying water; the men of the family stand-
ing idle to witness her toils. Here the observer may feel pretty
sure of his case. From a condition of slavery like this, women
are found rising to the highest condition in which they are at
present seen, in France, England, and the United States,—
where they are less than half-educated, precluded from earn-
ing a subsistence, except in a very few ill-paid employments,
and prohibited from giving or withholding their assent to laws
which they are yet bound by penalties to obey. In France,
owing to the great destruction of men in the wars of Napoleon
women are engaged, and successtully engaged, in a variety of
occupations which have been elsewhere supposed unsuitable
to the sex. Yet there remains so large a number who cannot,
by the most strenuous labour in feminine employments, com-
mand the necessaries of life, while its luxuries may be earned
by infamy, that the morals of the society are naturally bad.
Great attention has of late been given to this subject in France:
the social condition of women is matter of thought and dis-
cussion to a degree which promises some considerable ameli-
oration. Already, women can do more in France than anywhere
else they can attempt more without ridicule or arbitrary hin-
lead the way in the advance which the sex must hereafter
make. At present, society is undergoing a transition from a
feudal state to one of mutual government; and women, gaining
in some ways; suffer in others during the process. They have,
happily for themselves, lost much of the peculiar kind of
observance which was the most remarkable feature of the
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chivalrous age; and it has been impossible to prevent their
sharing in the benefits of the improvement and diffusion of
knowledge. All cultivation of their powers has secured to them
the use of new power; so that their condition is far superior to
what it was in any former age. But new difficulties about se-
curing a maintenance have arisen. Marriage is less general; and
the husbands of the greater number of women are not secure
of a maintenance from the lords of the soil, any more than
women are from being married. The charge of their own
maintenance 1s thrown upon large numbers of women, with-
out the requisite variety of employments having been opened
to them, or the needful education imparted. A natural conse-
quence of thisis, that women are educated to consider mar-
riage the one object in life, and therefore to be extremely
impatient to secure it. The unfavourable influence of these
results upon the happiness of .domestic life may be seen at
a glance. | |

This may be considered the sum and substance of female
education in England; and the case 1s scarcely better in France,
though the independence and practical efficiency of women
there are greater than in any other country. The women in the
United States are in a lower condition than either, though
there 1s less striving after marriage, from its greater frequency,
and little restriction 1s imposed upon the book-learning which
women may obtain. But the old feudal notions about the sex
flourish there, while they are going out in the more advanced
countries of Furope; and these notions, in reality, regulate the
condition of women. American women_generally are treated
in no degree as equals, but with a kind of superstltlous out-
ward observance, which, as they have done nothmg to earn 1t,
is false and hurtful. Coex1st1ng with this, there 1s an extreme
difficulty in a woman’s obtaining a maintenance, except by the
exercise of some rare powers. In a country where women are
brought up to be indulged wives, there 1s no hope, help, or
prospect for such as have not money and are not married.

In America, women can earn a maintenance only by
teachmg, sewing, employment in factories, keeping boardmg-
houses, and domestic service. Some governesses are tolerably
well paid,—comparing their earnings with those of men. Em-
ployment in factories, and domestic service, are well paid.
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Sewing is so wretched an occupation everywhere, that it 1s to
be hoped that machinery will soon supersede the use of hu-
man fingers in a labour so unprofitable. In Boston, Massachu-
setts, a woman 1s paid ninepence (sixpence English) for mak-
ing a shirt.—In England, besides these occupations, others
are opening; and, what is of yet greater consequence, the
public mind 1s awakening to the necessity of enlarging the
sphere of female industry. Some of the inferior branches of the
fine arts have lately offered profitable employment to many
women. The commercial adversity to which the country has
been exposed from time to time, has been of service to the sex,
by throwing hundreds and thousands of them upon their own
resources, and thus impelling them to urge claims and show
powers which are more respected every day.—In France this
1s yet more conspicuously the case. There, women are shop-
keepers, merchants, professional accountants, editors of news-
papers, and employed in many other ways, unexampled else-
where, but natural and respectable enough on the spot.

Domestic morals are affected in two principal respects by
these differences. Where feminine occupations of a profitable
nature are few, and therefore overstocked, and therefore yield-
ing a scanty maintenance with difficulty, there is the strongest
temptation to prefer luxury with infamy to hardship with un-
recognized honour. Hence arises much of the corruption of
cities,—less in the United States than in Europe, from the
prevalence of marriage,—but awful in extent everywhere.
Where vice is made to appear the interest of large classes of
women, the observer may be quite sure that domestic morals
will be found impure. If he can meet with any society where
the objects of life are as various and as freely open to women as
to men, there he may be sure of finding the greatest amount of
domestic purity and peace; for, if women were not helpless,
men would find it far less easy to be vicious.

The other way in which domestic morals are affected
by the scope which is allowed to the powers of women, is
through the views of marriage which are induced. Marrlage 18
debased by being considered the one worldly object in life,—
that on which maintenance, consequence and power depend
Where the husband marries for connexion, fortune, or an heir
to his estate, and the wife for an establishment, for conse-
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quence, or influence, there is no foundation for high domestic
morals and lastmg peace; and in a country where marrlagc 1S
made the single aim of all women, there is no security against
the influence of some of these motives even in the mmplcs;_and
purest cases of attachment. The sordidness 1s infused from the
carliest years; the taint 1s in the mind before the attachment
begins, before the objects meet; and the evil effects upon the
marriage state are incalculable.

All this—the sentiment of society with regard to Woman
and to Marriage, the social condition of Woman, and the con-
sequent tendency and aim of her education,—the traveller
must carefully observe. Each civilized society claims for itself
the superiority in its treatment of woman. In one, she 1s in-
dulged with religious shows, and with masquerades, or Punch,
as an occasional variety. In another, she 1s left in honourable
and undisputed possession of the housekeeping department.
In a third, she is allowed to meddle, behind the scenes, with
the business which 1s confided to her husband’s management.
In a fourth, she is satisfied in being the cherished domestic
companion, unaware of the injury of being doomed to the nar-
rowness of mind which is the portion of those who are always
confined to the domestic circle. In a fifth, she 1s flattered at
being guarded and indulged as a being requiring incessant fos-
tering, and too feeble to take care of herself. In a sixth society,
there may be found expanding means of independent occupa-
tion, of responsible employment for women; and here, other
circumstances being equal, is the best promise of domestic fi-
delity and enjoyment.

It 1s a matter of course that women who are furnished
with but one ob]ect —marrlage —must be as unfit for any-
thing when their aim 1s accomplished as if they had never had
any object at all. They are no more equal to the task of educa-
tion than to that of governing the state; and, if any unexpected
turn of adversity befals them, they have no resource but a con-
vent, or some other charitable provision. Where, on the other
hand, women are brought up capable of maintaining an inde-
pendent existence, other objects remain where the grand one
1s accomplished. Their independence of mind places them be-
yond the reach of the spoiler; and their cultivated faculty of
reason renders them worthy guardians of the rational beings
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whose weal or woe 1s lodged in their hands. There 1s yet, as
may be seen by a mere glance over society, only a very imper-
fect provision made anywhere for doing justice to the next
generation by qualifying their mothers; but the observer of
morals may profit by marking the degrees in which this imper-
fection approaches to barbarism. Where he finds that girls are
committed to convents for education, and have no alternative
in life but marriage, in which their will has no share, and a
return to their convent, he may safely conclude that there a
plurality of lovers 1s a matter of course, and domestic enjoy-
ments of the highest kind undesired and unknown. He may
conclude that as are the parents, so will be the children; and
that, for one more generation at least, there will be little or no
improvement. But where he finds a variety of occupations
open to women; where he perceives them not only pursu-
ing the lighter mechanic arts, dispensing charity and orga-
nizing schools for the poor, but occupied in education, and in
the study of science and the practice of the fine arts, he may
conclude that here resides the highest domestic enjoyment
which has yet been attained, and the strongest hope of a fur-
ther advance. . . .

From observation on these classes of facts,—the Occupa-
tion of the people, the respective Characters of the occupied
classes, the Health of the population, the state of Marriage and
of Women, and the character of Childhood,—the moralist
may learn more of the private life of a community than from
the conversation of any number of the individuals who com-
pose it.



CRITICISM ON WOMEN

Art. VIL.—1. A Letter to the Queen on the State of the Monarchy. By a
Friend of the People.

2. A Letter to the Lord Chancellor on the Infants’ Custody Bill. By Picrce
Stevenson, Esq.

3. A few Plain Words to the Author of ‘A Letter to the Queen.’

These publications, though their subjects are very different,
have one common feature, for the sake of which we have put
them together, at the head of this article. They all either
contain or comment on the topic we have chosen for a few
remarks—Abuse of Women;—the question never more ur-
gently pressed on our attention than at the present moment—
How ought women to be treated in controversy-:

The whole morality of controversy is so very new to litera-
ture and literary journals, that (like the man who was as-
tonished when told that he had spoken prose all his life, without
knowing 1t), it will be a surprise to some to be told there is
such a thing as a morality of literary controversy. But litera-
ture is, however lamentably, amenable to moral rules as well
as to art1st1cal ones, and even critics are responsible to moral
obligations, like ordinary mortals;

In consequence of the change of the relations between au-
thors and reviewers—slashing articles have become more valu-
able to reviews. They are really very stirring reading: even
when stupidly done they are not dull. If it be the interest of
most men to be civil and decorous even to their enemies (on
the principle of the Spaniard, who called the devil, my lord),
because they may one day fall into their hands, the reviewer is
an exception. The more spicy and personal he can make his
article the better, provided he has enough of tact and taste to

London and Westminster Review 32 (1838—-1839):454—475.
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carry the malice of his readers along with him. Hence, it 1s
this circumstance, we presume, which accounts for the exis-
tence of a very curious thing in literature, called Crokerism.
There are several clever and amusing writers of the present
day who owe much notoriety, and sale, to the regularity with
which they season their journals with attacks on men, and es-
pecially on women. The morality of controversy among these
men, is a fear of the law of libel, and the rules of duelling, and
nothmg more. They hold, that in politics and literature every-
thing 1s fair against an opponent that 1s safe; at least this 1s the
only morality they practise, and, therefore, thelr only real mo-
rality. In slang parlance, their attacks are called by the strange
word we have used—they are called Crokerisms: a word of
mysterious origin and import. Philologists and lexicographers
are divided regarding its origin; for ourselves, we are opposed
to the opinion that it 1s derived from a venomous reptile. No
reptile could write reviews; at least our acquaintance with
natural history does not furnish us with the slightest knowl-
edge of any such, since the fish which yields a fluid like ink,
does not, from want of early instruction in caligraphy, put its
ink 1nto a form adapted to the printers. We can only inform
our readers what the usage is regarding the word. If a man is
addicted to abuse—if he is an animal who lives by 1t,—and if
he exhibits a “wonderful accession of courage,” to quote the
words of a great wit, “when he attacks a woman,” he 1s called a
Crokerite. When a general of great and well-merited fame—
the greatest marshal a great people have amongst them, ar-
rives, bearing the congratulatlons of a nation to the foot Of the
Enghsh throne on the occasion of the coronation of a young
Queen,—if, instead of a generous admiration of distinguished
genius, and a proud and noble superiority, to national preju-
dices, and the base ashes of old feuds, a writer selects this very
moment for the fabrication of a tissue of unworthy insinua-
tions addressed to the meanest capacities and hearts,—and if,
when from the magnificent aisles of Westminster Abbey, the
assembled aristocracy of the empire, and from the thronged
streets and allies of the metropolis, the toil-worn democracy of
England—both unite to give an utterance in shouts from the
great heart of manhood, in admiration of an old, brave, and
fame-covered foe,—if at this hour of national generosity and
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enthusiasm, a writer 1s found who mutters feebly from the
dirt, weak innuendoes and insinuated lies, the name which de-
scribes him to all men 1s a “Crokerite.” When a woman who
has had her name blighted by slander, and her honour impli-
cated by imbecility—has obtained a verdict of acquittal from a
jury of her countrymen, and her husband himself has declared
her innocence—if a set of men are found who, under the shel-
ter of the anonymous, and laws which give no redress for the
foulest wrong which words can inflict on a human being—the
sullying of the fair fame of a woman—still brutally denounce
her as guilty, they, whatever may be the vehicle they use—are
a set of Crokerites. If a writer, who carefully and skilfully
avoids duellable matter when attacking men, unscrupulously
publishes things which can receive no other reply from women,
who cannot fight—the man or thing is a Crokerite. When the
successful sycophant of a debauched king sneers at a gifted
man, made poor by sufferings for his honest convictions for
being poor, the sneer is a Crokerism. If a man, who by no merit
of his, has ears to hear, sneers at a woman for being deaf; a
man who 1s not lame ridicules another man for being halt; a
man who has the use of his eyesight throws jokes at a man who
is blind—adding the scoffer’s sting to the afflicting dispensa-
tions of Providence; and if this ribald scoffer has not even the
excuse of the children who cried “bald-head” at the prophet in
the scriptures, being neither young nor thoughtless, the irrev-
erend mocker, with a heart of blackness and a soul of slime—is
a Crokerite. If a woman, virtuous and gifted, whose genius
sheds a lustre on the nation which gave her birth, and show-
ers benefits on the people who are proud when they call her
countrywoman—complies with the dying wish of her father,
and before her eyes are dry from the tears she dropped over
his sacred grave, completes and publishes his Life,—if this
woman 1s abused for being too partial to that pious and holy
memory, accused of too much love to that dead and departed
one, and because she has been too partial and too loving to
her father, charged with caring no more for the death of her
mother than for the death of a kitten, the man who sends his
slanders all over the world against the mourner beside that
grave,—1is a Crokerite. Were a stranger to seek throughout the
empire for the men who have spared no woman who has dared
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to differ from them in politics—not even those across the
purity of whose fame the breath of no slander but theirs was
ever breathed—an Austen, an Edgeworth,” or a Martineau,—
for the men whom all manly men who speak the English
tongue would clothe in recreant calf-skin, or substitute for it
the red stripes of the horsewhip,—he would find them in the
Crokerites.

We shall now, by a selection of instances, show that there
1s not a single syllable of exaggeration in the general statement
we have made of the conduct of the Crokerites towards distin-
guished women. Women are not protected by law from the
worst slander to which they can be subjected, unless they can
prove special damages. They cannot have the miserable pro-
tection of the duel, because every affection of their natures
rises up to make them use their influence to prevent their
brothers and husbands from taking up their quarrels. They
are the most piquant and the safest objects of abuse a reviewer

can select. . . .
The Queen is the first woman of whose treatment by

anonymous writers we have to speak. When, at the early age
of eighteen, this young and blooming girl was called by the
laws to the throne of the British empire—that throne became,
we do believe, a greater object of interest to all Europe than it
had been for many generations; and at home there were, no
doubt, various feelings entertained by different parties, but in-
difference was felt nowhere. A human interest was imparted to
a gorgeous pageant—royalty was made attractive by woman-
hood—the chief magistrate enlisted all sympathies as a youth-
ful girl. It is true that to the office-hunting Tories her accession
was detestable. Amidst the universal sympathy and affection
which prevailed in society at that hour, it is true that from
men of this class might be heard muttered curses on the laws
which placed the Queen in her powerful position; and it is
equally true, whatever may have been the father to his thought,
that Sir Robert Peel® compared her to Marie Antoinette, a glit-
tering star which set in blood. But these were the only excep-

"Jane Austen (1775-1817) and Maria Edgeworth (1767—-1849). Edge-
worth was also a novelist, highly thought of in Martineau’s time.
*Leader of the opposition when Queen Victoria came to the throne.
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tions. In the assembled crowd which saw her with tearful eves
appear at the window of the palace of St. James’s” on the
lovely summer morning of her proclamation,—among the ea-
ger crowds who hedged her state carriage as, drawn along the
Strand towards Guildhall on the gth of November 1837, by
cream-coloured horses, it floated—a tairy vision—there was
one common feeling of sympathy, and hope of kindness and
good-will: and from St. James’s these circling feelings ex-
tended and widened through the length and breadth of the
empire. A gifted lady traveller, Mrs. Jameson," has told us
how they sprung up in her heart in the far west on the Lake
Huron, when in the cast the lake and sky were intermingling
radiance, and then, just there, where they seemed flowing and
glowing together like a bath of fire, the huge black hull of a
vessel loamed, lessened, and became distinct as a heavy-built
schooner, with one man on her bows slowly pulling a large oar
by walking backwards and forwards, who, when asked what
news, answered, “William the Fourth is dead, and Queen Vic-
toria reigns in his stead.”

“As many hopes hang on that youthful head
As there hang blossoms on the boughs in May.”

These feelings have not yet passed away. True it 1s, the Queen
has done little to increase those feelings towards her: but she
has done nothing to alter them.

Though we have enjoyed, we do not think, the satire
quite just of the caricature of her which represents Britannia
patronizing the drama;—the Queen patting the lions which
are trampling upon Shakspeare. The Queen, though at first,
when the lion novelty was at its height, she went more fre-
quently to Drury Lane than to Covent Garden theatre, has
since, by the frequency of her visits, shown a disposition to
appreciate the noble exertions of Mr. Macready ' in a great na-
tional cause—the restoration of Shakspeare to the stage and

”Royal residence from 1697 to 1837, hence the starting point for the
coronation procession.

'“ Anna Brownell Jameson (1794—1860), writer on art, literature, rehi-
gion, and charity, best known for her works on art history.

"'William Charles Macready (1793-1873), prominent Shakespearean
actor, at this time (1837—-1839) manager of Covent Garden theater.
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the people. It was a fit and proper feeling which dictated the
fear that these services were not appreciated by the occupant
of the throne; it was a just and rightly informed taste which
was apprehensive that the Queen was wanting in a due and
becoming loyalty and homage to Shakspeare—a man greater
in real greatness than all her line—and to the admirable and
exquisite delineations of his great creations which Covent Gar-
dens presents, the Lear, Othello, Hamlet, and Prospero of a
Macready, the first tragedian of his time—and the Hermione,
Miranda, Cordeha, and Desdemona of Miss Helen Faucit, a
young actress of unrivalled grace, and power, and tenderness,
omitting all mention for the present of the excellent perform-
ers who support them, Horton, Elton, and Bartley, and the
rest,—but however praiseworthy the feelings may have been
which dictated the fears and suspicions in question, the Queen
deserved them not; since we doubt if there be a single member
of the upper classes who has, more frequently than she has
done, encouraged and applauded by her presence the efforts
now made to support and perpetuate the legitimate drama.

When i1t 1s considered that the Queen, whether fit or
otherwise for the position she occupies, was put into it by no
seeking of hers,—that laws to the making of which she was
not a party, and a Providence in the decrees of which she had
no voice, dragged her from the studies of girlhood to the cares
of empire, the man who reproaches her or insults her, or men-
tions so as to pain her, the inevitable consequences of the laws
and of Providence, is guilty of an immorality and a cruelty
akin to his who scoffs the baldness of the old or the blindness
of the blind. . . .

. . . [A] writer, who is said to be a man whose sycophancy
to a brave and stout-hearted old man, William the Fourth, was
as conspicuous and odious as his rude and base insolence to a
defenceless girl—the most defenceless and exposed in matters
of this sort in the empire,—is unworthy of manhood;—this
virtuous, experienced, aged, dignified, and much read patriot,
compares the Queen to Louis XIV, an infant called to grasp
the sceptre when his fingers were too tiny to grasp its narrow
end, and to Henry VI, a slavering idiot, called upon to satisty
the “longing desire of his faithful Commons” by making a sign
that he heard their prayers.

It is true, doubtless, that great qualifications for govern-
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ment cannot be possessed by a girl of twenty; we could name
orators of sixty who have not an atom of them; but it 1s false
that a young woman of twenty is a child, and every one who
has seen her intelligent face knows that the comparisons by
which utter incapacity is insinuated against the Qucen are
alike unfeeling and false. We believe this writer equally far
from the truth when he says, the feelings of loyalty and affec-
tion with which the accession of the Queen to the throne was
grected were unmeaning, and that they have already changed
into feelings of unpopularity. The human sympathy for one so
young, and so perilously placed, which fused itself through
the habitual loyalty of a monarchical people—even the Char-
tists? are not Republicans—sprung from feelings too deeply
planted in the natures of all generous and kind-hearted people
to be erased until its object shall have done, nstead of nothing,
many things, to cause its erasure. . . .

[ There follow examples of critical slander of Mrs. Norton,

[Lady Morgan, Mrs. Jameson, and Miss Edgeworth.]

MISS MARTINEAU.— We have found it to be impossible to
give any examples from the Crokerite reviews of the worst and
coarsest attacks which they have made on this lady. Our pages
have never contained a line or an allusion calculated to bring a
blush on the cheek of any woman; and we will not sully them
now with the pollutions of the Crokerites. Miss Martineau
happened to differ with the Crokerite review regarding the
new Poor-law Bill: she approved in 1833 of a measure which
their slower appreciation approved a few years later. But,
owing to this she was made the object of attacks in which
every joke a coarse but stupid writer could invent in the sub-
ject of population was applied to her.

Of the abuse of another sort we can furnish specimens.
Miss Martineau 1s, as everybody knows, so deat that she is
obliged to use an ear-trumpet, which, however, she does so
well, that very few persons indeed surpass her in the ability
with which she collects information, whether from seeing or

listening. This infirmity 1s thus brutally alluded to by the Cro-

* A reform group of the 1830s and 1840s concerned with electoral and
social reform. Martineau’s point here is that even these reformers, feared as
extremists by many, were not opposed to the monarchy.
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kerite review—the sneer at the blind is directed against Mr.
Holman, the traveller.

—“We cannot answer these questions; but Miss Marti-
neau’s inference is plain and undeniable—none of these per-
sons could be expected in their present state to write an in-
structive book of travels, whereas, if any of them, after losing
eyes and ears, should by any means become acquainted with
this excellent work, and thereby learn how to observe, &c.”

—“Very few indeed; and considering that there are but
two blind travellers extant, and only one that we know of,
stone deaf, we cannot but wonder where Miss Martineau has
collected all this valuable information.”

The editors of the periodicals in which these things ap-
pear, complain most piteously against being held responsible
for the slanders they are said to insert by the contributors who
proclaim everywhere, that they despise and detest the inser-
tions which are forced upon them by editorial omnipotence.
No man owns these things: the owning of them would be in-
compatible with a reception into the society of honourable
men. The editors, it is true, are hable to be asked, why they
insert passages which expose them to imputations on their
personal honour and respectability; and the contributors to
the enquiry, why they send their articles to men who 1ssue
them to the world with detestable and despicable additions.
But the cowardice of the anonymous, covers both editors and
contributors. The baseness of equivocation conceals them.
The women who are slandered are known: they stand clearly
and distinctly in the public gaze—the men who slander them
are hidden: their names are denied; their deeds are repudiated
even by themselves. Their friends would not stand up for
them were their names or their initials attached to their ar-
ticles. We remember having seen a caricature, in which a
gentleman is represented asking a villanous-looking cabman to
drive him to the Old Bailey," who replies, that he had never
heard of the place. Mention Crokerism to a Crokerite, and he
assures you he never heard of such a thing.

The disgust which the account we have given of abuse of
women, must have excited, in every manly breast, is likely to
be less than it ought to be, owing to the lax morality prevalent

B Famous LLondon criminal court.
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on the subject of satire. When benevolent writers have said
that pity and compassion, rather than anger and reprobation,
were the fit feelings with which men ought habitually to re-
gard even the crimes of their fellows, they have been told that
the Creator would not have implanted the emotions of anger
and reprobation in our natures, had he not intended them to
be exercised on appropriate and deserving objects. . . .

We had almost forgotten the Crokerites. As an improve-
ment on their mode of warfare, clever and witty men, have
said it 1s not the interest of our class to fight with the weapons
of abuse and slander, at which the worst men are the best
fighters, and therefore they have recommended the use only of
the weapons of cleverness and wit. This 1s a great improve-
ment, but somewhat selfish of the wits: the true morality of
controversy seems however to be, to avoid all personalities
with an avoidance proportioned to the defencelessness of their
object, and when the duty of attack comes to discharge it even
against a Crokerite,—hesitatingly as one awed by the realized
presence of both Truth and Charity: let your attack be Evi-
dence softened by Benevolence.

LETTER TO
AMERICAN WOMEN’S RIGHTS
CONVENTION

The following Letter from Miss Martineau was read to the
Convention:—

Cromer, [England], Aug. 3, 1851.

MY DEAR MADAM: | beg to thank you heartily for your
kindness in sending me the Report of the Proceedings of your
‘Woman’s Rights Convention.” 1 had gathered what I could
from the newspapers concerning it, but 1 was gratified at
being able to read, in a collected form, addresses so full of ear-

Liberator 21 (November 1, 1851).
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nestness and sound truth as I found most of the speeches to
be. I hope you are aware of the interest excited in this country
by that Convention; the strongest proof of which is the ap-
pearance of an article on the subject in The Westminster Review,
(for July,) as thorough-going as any of your own addresses,
and from the pen (at least, as it is understood here,) of one of
our very first men, Mr. John S. Mill. I am not without hope
that this article will materially strengthen your hands, and I
am sure it cannot but cheer your hearts.

As for me, my thoughts and best wishes will be with you
when you meet in October. I cannot accept your hearty invita-
tion to attend your Convention, as my home duties will not
allow of my leaving my own country. But you may be assured
of my warm and unrestricted sympathy. Ever since I became
capable of thinking for myself, I have clearly seen—and I have
said 1t till my listeners and readers are probably tired of hear-
ing 1t—that there can be but one true method in the treatment
of each human being of either sex, of any color, and under any
outward circumstances—to ascertain what are the powers of
that being, to cultivate them to the utmost, and then to see
what action they will find for themselves. This has probably
never been done for men, unless in some rare individual cases.
It has certainly never been done for women: and, till it is
done, all debating about what woman’s intellect 1s—all specu-
lation, or laying down the law, as to what is woman’s sphere,
is a mere beating of the air. A priori conceptions have long
been found worthless in physical science, and nothing was
really effected till the experimental method was clearly made
out and strictly applied in practice, and the same principle
holds most certainly through the whole range of Moral Sci-
ence. Whether we regard the physical fact of what women are
able to do, or the moral fact of what woman ought to do, it is
equally necessary to abstain from making any decision prior to
experiment. We see plainly enough the waste of time and
thought among the men who once talked of Nature abhorring
a vacuum, or disputed at great length as to whether angels
could go from end to end without passing through the middle;
and the day will come when it will appear to be no less absurd
to have argued, as men and women are arguing now, about
what woman ought to do, before it was ascertained what
woman can do. Let us once see a hundred women educated up

75



LETTER TO AMERICAN WOMEN’S RIGHTS CONVENTION

to the highest point that education at present reaches—Ilet
them be supplied with such knowledge as their faculties are
found to crave, and let them be free to use, apply and increase
their knowledge as their faculties shall instigate, and it will
presently appear what is the sphere of each of the hundred.
One may be discovering comets, like Miss Herschel; one may
be laying upon the mathematical structure of the universe, like
Mrs. Somerville;" another may be analyzing the chemical re-
lations of Nature in the laboratory; another may be penetrat-
ing the mysteries of physiology; others may be applying Sci-
ence in the healing of discases; others may be investigating the
laws of social relations, learning the great natural laws under
which society, like every thing else, proceeds; others, again,
may be actively carrying out the social arrangements which
have been formed under these laws; and others may be chiefly
occupied in family business, in the duties of the wife and
mother, and the ruler of a household. If, among the hundred
women, a great diversity of powers should appear, (which |
have no doubt would be the case), there will always be plenty
of scope and material for the greatest amount and variety of
power that can be brought out. If not—if it should appear that
women fall below men in all but the domestic function—then
it will be well that the experiment has been tried; and the trial
had better go on forever, that woman’s sphere may forever de-
termine itself, to the satisfaction of everybody.

It 1s clear that Education, to be what I demand on behalf
of woman, must be intended to i1ssue in active life. A man’s
medical education would be worth little, if it was not a prepa-
ration for practice. The astronomer and the chemist would
put little force into their studies, if it was certain that they
must leave off in four or five years, and do nothing for the rest
of their lives; and no man could possibly feel much interest
in political and social morals, if he knew that he must all his
life long, pay taxes, but neither speak nor move about public
affairs. Women, like men, must be educated with a view to

“*Caroline Lucretia Herschel (1750-1848), astronomer, discovered
eight comets, prepared an index of all the known stars, was made an honor-
ary member of the Royal Astronomical Society. Mary Somerville (178¢—
1872), writer on science, became famous with her translation of Laplace’s
Mécanique céleste. Also wrote The Connection of the Physical Sciences (1834),
Physical Geography (1848), and Molecular and Microscopic Science (1866).
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action, or their studies cannot be called Education, and no
judgment can be formed of the scope of their faculties. The
pursuit must be the life’s business, or it will be mere pastime
or an irksome task. This was always my point of difference
with one who carefully cherished a reverence for woman—the
late Dr. Channing.” How much we spoke and wrote of the old
controversy—INFLUENCE vs. OFFICE! He would have had any
woman study any thing that her faculties led her to, whether
physical science, or law, government and political economy;
but he would have had her stop at the study. From the mo-
ment she entered the hospital as physician, and not nurse;
from the moment she took her place in a court of justice in
the jury-box, and not the witness-box; from the moment she
brought her mind and her voice into the legislature, instead of
discussing the principles of laws at home; from the moment
she enounced and administered justice, instead of looking
upon 1t from afar, as a thing with which she had no concern—
she would, he feared, lose her influence as an observing intel-
ligence, standing by in a state of purity, ‘unspotted from the
world.” My conviction always was, that an intelligence never
carried out 1into action could not be worth much; and that, 1if
all the action of human life was of a character so tainted as to
be unfit for woman, it could be no better for men, and we
ought all to sit down together to let barbarism overtake us
once more. My own conviction 1s, that the natural action of
the whole human being occasions not only the most strength,
but the highest elevation: not only the warmest sympathy, but
the deepest purity. The highest and purest beings among
women seem now to be those who, far from being idle, find
among their restricted opportunities some means of strenuous
action; and I cannot doubt that, if an active social career were
open to all women, with due means of preparation for it, those
who are high and holy now would be high and holy then, and
would be joined by an innumerable company of just spirits
from among those whose energies are now pining and fretting
in enforced idleness or unworthy frivolity, or brought down
into pursuits and aims which are any thing but pure and peace-
able. In regard to this old controversy—of Influence wvs. Of-

" William Ellery Channing (1780—1842), American Protestant clergy-
man and intellectual, a founder of American Unitarianism.
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fice—it appears to me that, if Influence 1s good and Ofhice 1s
bad for human morals and character, Man’s present position 1s
one of such hardship as it 1s almost protane to contemplate;
and 1f, on the contrary, Office 1s good and a life of Influence 1s
bad, Woman has an instant right to claim that her position be
amended.

With every wish that your meeting may be a happy one,
and your great cause a flourishing one, I am, dear Madam,

yours, faithtully,

HARRIET MARTINEAU

SINGLE LIFE

And now my own special trial was at hand. It is not necessary
to go into detail about it. The news which got abroad that we
had grown comparatively poor,—and the evident certainty
that we were never likely to be rich, so wrought up the mind
of one friend as to break down the mischief which I have re-
ferred to as caused by ill-offices. My friend had believed me
rich, was generous about making me a poor man’s wife, and
had been discouraged in more ways than one. He now came to
me, and we were soon virtually engaged I was at first very
anxious and unhappy. My veneration for his morale was such
that I felt that 1 dared not undertake the charge of his happi-
ness: and yet I dared not refuse, because I saw it would be his
death blow. I was ill,—I was deaf,—I was in an entangled
state of mind between conflicting duties and some lower con-
siderations; and many a time did | wish, in my fear that I
should fail, that I had never seen him. I am far from wishing

Harriet Martineau, Autobiography, with Memorials by Maria Weston
Chapman, 4th ed. (Boston: Houghton, Osgood and Co., 1879), vol. 1,
pp- 130—133. Written in 18535.
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that now;—now that the beauty of his goodness remains to
me, clear of all painful regrets. But there was a fearful period
to pass through. Just when I was growing happy, surmount-
ing my fears and doubts, and enjoying his attachment, the
consequences of his long struggle and suspense overtook him.
He became suddenly insane; and after months of illness of
body and mind, he died. The calamity was aggravated to me
by the unaccountable insults I received from his family, whom
I had never seen. Years afterwards, when his sister and I met,
the mystery was explained. His family had been given to un-
derstand, by cautious insinuations, that I was actually engaged
to another, while receiving my friend’s addresses! There has
never been any doubt in my mind that, considering what I
was in those days, it was happiest for us both that our union
was prevented by any means. I am, in truth, very thankful for
not having married at all. I have never since been tempted, nor
have suffered any thing atall in relation to that matter which is
held to be all-important to woman,—love and marriage. Noth-
ing, I mean, beyond occasional annoyance, presently disposed
of. Every literary woman, no doubt, has plenty of importu-
nity of that sort to deal with; but freedom of mind and cool-
ness of manner dispose of it very easily: and since the time I
have been speaking of, my mind has been wholly free from all
idea of love-affairs. My subsequent literary life in London was
clear from all difficulty and embarrassment,—no doubt be-
cause | was evidently too busy, and too full of interest of other
kinds to feel any awkwardness,—to say nothing of my being
then thirty years of age; an age at which, if ever, a woman i1s
certainly qualified to take care of herself. I can easily conceive
how I might have been tempted,—how some deep springs in
my nature might have been touched, then as earlier; but, as a
matter of fact, they never were; and I consider the immunity a
great blessing, under the liabilities of a moral condition such
as mine was in the olden time. If I had had a husband depen-
dent on me for his happiness, the responsibility would have
made me wretched. I had not faith enough in myself to endure
avoidable responsibility. If my husband had 7ot depended on
me for his happiness, I should have been jealous. So also with
children. The care would have so overpowered the joy,—the
love would have so exceeded the ordinary chances of life,—
the fear on my part would have so impaired the freedom
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on theirs, that [ rejoice not to have been involved 1n a relation
for which I was, or believed myself unfit. The veneration in
which I hold domestic life has always shown me that life was
not for those whose self-respect had been early broken down,
or had never grown. Happily, the majority are free from this
disability. Those who suffer under it had better be as I,—as
my observation of married, as well as single life assures me.
When I see what conjugal love 1s, in the extremely rare cases
in which it is seen in its perfection, I feel that there 1s a power
of attachment in me that has never been touched. When I am
among little children, it frightens me to think what my idola-
try of my own children would have been. But, throughitall, 1
have ever been thankful to be alone. My strong will, combined
with anxiety of conscience, makes me fit only to live alone;
and my taste and liking are for living alone. The older I have
grown, the more serious and irremediable have seemed to me
the evils and disadvantages of married life, as it exists among
us at this time: and I am provided with what it is the bane of
single life in ordinary cases to want—substantial, laborious
and serious occupation. My business in life has been to think
and learn, and to speak out with absolute freedom what I have
thought and learned. The freedom is itself a positive and never-
failing enjoyment to me, after the bondage of my early life.
My work and I have been fitted to each other, as i1s proved by
the success of my work and my own happiness in it. The sim-
plicity and independence of this vocation first suited my in-
firm and ill-developed nature, and then sutficed for my needs,
together with family ties and domestic duties, such as I have
been blessed with, and as every woman’s heart requires. Thus,
I am not only entirely satisfied with my lot, but think it the
very best for me,—under my constitution and circumstances:
and I long ago came to the conclusion that, without meddling
with the case of the wives and mothers, I am probably the
happiest single woman in England. Who could have believed,
in that awful year 1826, that such would be my conclusion a
quarter of a century afterwards!
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The mention of Coleridge reminds me, I hardly know why,
of Godwin, who was an occasional morning visitor of mine.
I looked upon him as a curious monument of a bygone state of
society; and there was still a good deal that was interesting
about him. His fine head was striking, and his countenance
remarkable. . . . and I fear there was no other portrait, after
the one corresponding to the well-known portrait of Mary
Wollstonecraft. It was not for her sake that I desired to know
Godwin; for, with all the aid from the admiration with which
her memory was regarded in my childhood, and from my own
disposition to honour all promoters of the welfare and im-
provement of Woman, I never could reconcile my mind to
Mary Wollstonecraft’s writings, or to whatever I heard of her.
It seemed to me, from the earliest time when I could think on
the subject of Woman’s Rights and condition, that the first
requisite to advancement is the self-reliance which results
from self-discipline. Women who would improve the condi-
tion and chances of their sex must, I am certain, be not only
affectionate and devoted, but rational and dispassionate, with
the devotedness of benevolence, and not merely of personal
love. But Mary Wollstonecraft was, with all her powers, a
poor victim of passion, with no control over her own peace,
and no calmness or content except when the needs of her indi-
vidual nature were satisfied. I felt, forty years ago, in regard
to her, just what I feel now in regard to some of the most
conspicuous denouncers of the wrongs of women at this day;—
that their advocacy of Woman’s cause becomes mere detri-
ment, precisely in proportion to their personal reasons for un-
happiness, unless they have fortitude enough (which loud
complainants usually have not) to get their own troubles under

Harriet Martineau, Autobiography, with Memorials by Maria Weston
Chapman, 4th ed. (Boston: Houghton, Osgood and Co., 1879), vol. 1,
PP- 399—403. Written in 1853.
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their feet, and leave them wholly out of the account in stating
the state of their sex. Nobody can be further than I am from
being satisfied with the condition of my own sex, under the
law and custom of my own country; but I decline all fellow-
ship and co-operation with women of genius or otherwise
favourable position, who injure the cause by their personal
tendencies. When I see an eloquent writer insinuating to every
body who comes across her that she is the victim of her hus-
band’s carelessness and cruelty, while he never spoke in his
own defence: when | see her violating all good taste by her
obtrusiveness in society, and oppressing every body about her
by her epicurean selfishness every day, while raising in print
an eloquent cry on behalf of the oppressed; I feel, to the bot-
tom of my heart, that she is the worst enemy of the cause she
professes to plead. The best friends of that cause are women
who are morally as well as intellectually competent to the
most serious business of life, and who must be clearly seen to
speak from conviction of the truth, and not from personal un-
happiness. The best friends of the cause are the happy wives
and the busy, cheerful, satisfied single women, who have no
injuries of their own to avenge, and no painful vacuity or mor-
tification to relieve. The best advocates are yet to come,—i1n
the persons of women who are obtaining access to real so-
cial business,—the female physicians and other professors in
America, the women of business and the female artists of
France; and the hospital administrators, the nurses, the educa-
tors and substantially successful authors of our own country.
Often as I am appealed to speak, or otherwise assist in the pro-
motion of the cause of Woman, my answer 1s always the
same:—that women, like men, can obtain whatever they show
themselves fit for. Let them be educated,—Ilet their powers be
cultivated to the extent for which the means are already pro-
vided, and all that is wanted or ought to be desired will follow
of course. Whatever a woman proves herself able to do, so-
ciety will be thankful to see her do,—just as if she were a man.
If she 1s scientific, science will welcome her, as it has welcomed
every woman so qualified. I believe no scientiic woman com-
plains of wrongs. If capable of political thought and action,
women will obtain even that. | judge by my own case. The
time has not come which certainly will come, when women
who are practically concerned in political life will have a voice
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in making the laws which they have to obey; but every woman
who can think and speak wisely, and bring up her children
soundly, in regard to the rights and duties of society, 1s ad-
vancing the time when the interests of women will be repre-
sented, as well as those of men. I have no vote at elections,
though I am a tax-paying housekeeper and responsible citizen;
and I regard the disability as an absurdity, seeing that I have
for a long course of years influenced public affairs to an extent
not professed or attempted by many men. But I do not see
that I could do much good by personal complaints, which al-
ways have some suspicion or reality of passion in them. I think
the better way 1s for us all to learn and to try to the utmost
what we can do, and thus to win for ourselves the consid-
eratton which alone can secure us rational treatment. The
Wollstonecraft order set to work at the other end, and, as |
think, do infinite mischief; and, for my part, I do not wish to
have any thing to do with them. Every allowance must be
made for Mary Wollstonecraft herself, from the constitution
and singular environment which determined her course: but 1
have never regarded her as a safe example, nor as a successful
champion of Woman and her Rights.
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ON WOMEN’S
EDUCATION

When I was young, it was not thought proper for young ladies to
study wvery conspicuously; and especially with pen in hand. Young
ladies (at least 1n provincial towns) were expected to sit down in the
parlour to sew,—during which reading aloud was permitted,—or to
practice their music; but so as to be fit to receive callers, without any
signs of bluestockingism which could be reported abroad. Jane Austen
berself, the Queen of novelists, the immortal creator of Anne Elliott,
Mr. Knightley, and a score or two more of unrivalled intimate friends
of the whole public, was compelled by the feelings of ber family to cover
up her manuscripts with a large piece of muslin work, kept on the
table for the purpose, whenever any genteel people came in. So it was
with other young ladies, for some time after Jane Austen was in her
grave; and thus my first studies in philosophy were carried on with
great care and reserve.

—Harriet Martineau
AUTOBIOGRAPHY



Teacher and Pupils

Teacher. “1 wonder what your mother would say if she knew how
backward you are n ge()graphy?”

Girl. “Oh, my mother says she never learnt jogfry and she’s married,
and Aunt Sally says she never learnt jogfry and she’s married; and you
did and you ain’t.”

Reproduced by permission of Punch
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central doctrine of Martineau’s feminist thought from the
A very start of her writing career was the importance of edu-
cation for women. Excerpts from her second Monthly Repository
article, “On Female Education,” written in 1822, open this
section. In that piece, written when she was barely twenty
years old, Martineau made the claim, amazing for her youth
and period, that women’s intellectual inferiority to men is
based on women’s lack of mental training, others’ expectations
of women, and women’s circumstances rather than women’s
ability. She cleverly sidestepped the issue of whether women
can be men’s equals, saying instead she was looking “to show
the expediency of giving proper scope and employment to the
powers which they [women] do possess.”

Similarly, she avoided the nature versus nurture argu-
ment of whether educational potential is dependent on “the
structure of the body” or “bodily frame.” Although in this
youthful argument, published in the organ of Unitarian Chris-
tianity to which she was then faithful, she allowed that women
should be educated to enhance their relationships to men and
make them better mothers and held that the greatest value of
education is to give women a better understanding of Christi-
anity, she nevertheless had a very clear-sighted perception of
the dreariness and degradation, the retrogression that lack of
education means in women’s lives.

In later life, Martineau was to abandon and even to re-
pudiate the religion that this early essay relied upon, but she
was always to believe in the great importance of education for
women.

Forty years later she was of a different mind on the pur-
pose but not on the benefit of women’s education. Writing in
Once a Week in 1861, she deplored the justification of “good in-
tellectual training as fitting women to be ‘mothers of heroes,’
‘companions to men,” and soon. . . . Till it is proposed, in ed-
ucating girls, to make them, in themselves and for their own
sakes, as good specimens of the human being as the conditions
of the case allow, very little will be effected by any expendi-
ture of pains, time, and money.”

Included here are pieces on basic education for women,
including a section from her 1848 book, Household Education,
which was a kind of popular manual for the moral and practi-
cal instruction of a household, and a long article from Cornbill

87



ON FEMALE EDUCATION

Magazine (1864) entitled “Middle-Class Iiducation in England:
Girls.” In both of these she held that education should be for
the sake of improving the person. She insisted that girls should
study the same subjects as boys, that both should have time in
school for both study and play, mental exercise and physical
exercise, but that girls should study the domestic arts as well.

Never did she question that women should become skill-
ful at housekeeping; rather she claimed that education would
make them better at it. This 1s drawn from her own life, for
she prided herself on her needlework, her household manage-
ment, and the sensible way in which she entertained. She ar-
gues in several contexts that not all Englishwomen are cared
for by a man and that women need to be educated for an oc-
cupation so that they can earn their own way. These ideas
came out of Martineau’s own middle-class experience of hav-
ing been left with a small legacy poorly invested. It did not
occur to her to argue for universal education. She did, how-
ever, favor higher education for qualified women early on and
enthusiastically supported the establishment in London of
Queen’s College in Hartley Street and the Ladies’ College 1n
Bedford Square (now Bedford College). An article on higher
education, “What Women are Educated For,” forms the third
selection 1n this section.

ON FEMALE EDUCATION

Norwich, November, 1822
In discussing the subject of Female Education, it is not so
much my object to inquire whether the natural powers of
women be equal to those of men, as to shew the expediency of
giving proper scope and employment to the powers which
they do possess. It may be as well, notwithstanding, to in-

Monthly Repository 17 (October 1822):77-81.
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quire whether the difference be as great as i1s generally sup-
posed between the mental structure of men and of women.

Doubtless the formation of the mind must depend in a
great degree on the structure of the body. From this cause the
strength of mind observable in men 1s supposed to arise; and
the delicacy of the female mind is thought to be in agreement
with the bodily frame. But it is impossible to ascertain how
much may depend on early education; nor can we solve our
doubts on this head by turning our view to savage countries,
where, 1if the bodily strength be nearly equal in the two sexes,
their minds are alike sunk in ignorance and darkness. In our
own country, we find that as long as the studies of children of
both sexes continue the same, the progress they make is equal.
After the rudiments of knowledge have been obtained, in the
cultivated ranks of society, (of which alone I mean to speak,)
the boy goes on continually increasing his stock of informa-
tion, 1t being his only employment to store and exercise his
mind for future years; while the girl i1s probably confined
to low pursuits, her aspirings after knowledge are subdued,
she 1s taught to believe that solid information is unbecoming
her sex, almost her whole time 1s expended on light accom-
plishments, and thus before she is sensible of her powers,
they are checked in their growth; chained down to mean ob-
jects, to rise no more; and when the natural consequences of
this mode of treatment arise, all mankind agree that the abili-
ties of women are far inferior to those of men. But in the few
instances where a contrary mode of treatment has been pur-
sued, where fair play has been given to the faculties, even
without much assistance, what has almost invariably been the
result? Has it not been evident that the female mind, though
in many respects differently constituted from that of man,
may be well brought into comparison with his? If she wants
his enterprising spirit, the deficiency is made up by perse-
verance in what she does undertake; for his ambition, she has a
thirst for knowledge; and for his ready perception, she has un-
wearied application.

It is proof sufficient to my mind, that there is no natural
deficiency of power, that, unless proper objects are supplied to
women to employ their faculties, their energies are exerted
improperly. Some aim they must have, and if no good one 1s
presented to them, they must seek for a bad one.
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We may find evidence in abundance of this truth in the
condition of women before the introduction of Christianity.

Before the revelation of this blessed religion, (doubly
blessed to the female sex,) what was their situation? They
were either sunk almost to the level of the brutes 1in mental
darkness, buried in their own homes, the slaves instead of the
companions of their husbands, only to be preserved from vice
by being excluded from the world, or, not being able to en-
dure these restraints, employing their restless powers and tur-
bulent passions in the pursuit of vicious pleasures and sensual
gratifications. And we cannot wonder that this was the case,
when they were gifted with faculties which they were not per-
mitted to exercise, and were compelled to vegetate from year
to year, with no object in life and no hope in death. Observe
what an immediate change was wrought by the introduction
of Christianity. Mark the zeal, directed by knowledge, of the
female converts, of so many of whom St. Paul makes honour-
able mention as his friends, on account of their exertions 1n the
great cause. An object was held out for them to obtain, and
their powers were bent to the attainment of 1t, instead of being
engaged in vice and folly. The female character has been ob-
served to improve since that time, in proportion as the trea-
sures of useful knowledge have been placed within the reach
of the sex.

I wish to imply by what I have said, not that great stores
of information are as necessary to women as to men, but that
as much care should be taken of the formation of their minds.
Therr attainments cannot in general be so great, because they
have their own appropriate duties and peculiar employments,
the neglect of which nothing can excuse; but I contend that
these duties will be better performed if the powers be rationally
employed. If the whole mind be exercised and strengthened, it
will bring more vigour to the performance of its duties in any
particular province.

The first great objection which is made to enlightening
the female mind is, that if engaged in the pursuit of knowl-
edge, women neglect their appropriate duties and peculiar
employments.

2nd. That the greatest advances that the female mind can
make in knowledge, must still fall far short of the attainments
of the other sex.
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3rd. That the vanity so universally ascribed to the sex is
apt to be inflated by any degree of proficiency in knowledge,
and that women therefore become forgetful of the subordinate
station assigned them by law, natural and divine.

To the first objection I answer, that such a pursuit of
knowledge as shall lead women to neglect their peculiar du-
ties, 1s not that cultivation of mind for the utility of which 1
am contending. But these duties may be well performed with-
out engaging the whole time and attention. If “great thoughts
constitute great minds,” what can be expected from a woman
whose whole intellect is employed on the trifling cares and
comparatively mean occupations, to which the advocates for
female ignorance would condemn her? These cares and these
occupations were allotted to women to enable them to smooth
our way through life; they were designed as a means to this
end, and should never be pursued as the end itself. The knowl-
edge of these necessary acts is so easily acquired, and they are
so easily performed, that an active mind will feel a dismal va-
cuity, a craving after something nobler and better to employ
the thoughts in the intervals of idleness which must occur
when these calls of duty are answered, and if nothing nobler
and better 1s presented to it, it will waste its energies in the
pursuit of folly, it not of vice, and thus continually perpetuate
the faults of the sex. . . .

# It must be allowed by all, that one of woman’s first duties
- 1s to qualify herself for being a companion to her husband, or
to those with whom her lot in life is cast. She was formed to be
a domestic companion, and such an one as shall give to home
its charms, as shall furnish such entertainment that her hus-
band need not be driven abroad for amusement. This 1s one
of the first duties required from a woman, and no time can
be misemployed which is applied to the purpose of making
her such a companion, and I contend that a friend like this
cannot be found among women of uncultivated minds. If their
thoughts are continually occupied by the vanities of the world,
if that time which 1s not required for the fulfilment of house-
hold duties, 1s spent in folly, or even in harmless trifles in
which the husband has no interest, how are the powers of
pleasing to be perpetuated, how is she to find interesting sub-
jects for social converse? . . .
If we consider woman as the guardian and instructress of
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infancy, her claims to cultivation of mind become doubly ur-
gent. It is evident that if the soul of the teacher is narrow and
contracted, that of the pupil cannot be enlarged. . ..

With respect to the second objection, viz., ‘That the great-
est advances which the female mind can make in knowledge
must fall far short of the attainments of the other sex,—1I allow
that the acquirements of women can seldom equal those of
men, and it 1s not desirable that they should. I do not wish to
excite a spirit of rivalry between the sexes; I do not desire that
many females should seek for fame as authors. 1 only wish that
their powers should be so employed that they should not be
obliged to seek amusements beneath them, and injurious to
them. I wish them to be companions to men, instead of play-
things or servants, one of which an ignorant woman must
commonly be. If they are called to be wives, a sensible mind is
an essential qualification for the domestic character; if they
remain single, liberal pursuits are absolutely necessary to
preserve them from the faults so generally attributed to that
state, and so justly and inevitably, while the mind 1s buried in
darkness.

If 1t be asked what kind and degree of knowledge 1s neces-
sary to preserve women from the evils mentioned as following
in the train of ignorance, I answer that much must depend on
natural talent, fortune and station; but no Englishwoman,
above the lower ranks of life, ought to be ignorant of the
Evidences and Principles of her religious belief, of Sacred
History, of the outline at least of General History, of the Ele-
ments of the Philosophy of Nature, and of the Human Mind;
and to these should be added the knowledge of such living
languages, and the acquirement of such accomplishments, as
situation and circumstances may direct.

With respect to the third objection, viz., that the vanity
so universally ascribed to the sex 1s apt to be inflated by any
degree of proficiency in knowledge, and that women, there-
fore, become forgetful of the subordinate station assigned
them by law, natural and divine: the most important part of
education, the implanting of religious principles must be in
part neglected, if the share of knowledge which women may
appropriate, should be suffered to inflate their vanity, or excite
feelmgs of prlde Christian humility should be one ‘of the first
requisites in female education, and till 1t 1s attained every ac-
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quirement of every kind will become a cause of self-exaltation,
and those accomplishments which are the most rare, will of
course be looked upon with the most self-complacency. But if
the taste for knowledge were more generally infused, and
if proficiency in the attainments I have mentioned were more
common, there would be much less pedantry than there is at
present; for when acquirements of this kind are no longer re-
markable, they cease to afford a subject for pride. . . .

Let woman then be taught that her powers of mind were
given her to be improved. Let her be taught that she is to be a
rational companion to those of the other sex among whom her
lot in life is cast, that her proper sphere is home—that there she
is to provide, not only for the bodily comfort of the man,
but that she is to enter also into community of mind with
him; . . . As she finds nobler objects presented to her grasp,
and that her rank in the scale of being is elevated, she will en-
graft the vigorous qualities of the mind of man on her own
blooming virtues, and insinuate into his mind those softer
graces and milder beauties, which will smooth the ruggedness

of his character. . . .
DISCIPULUS

HOUSEHOLD EDUCATION

I mention girls, as well as boys, confident that every person
able to see the right, and courageous enough to utter it, will
sanction what I say. I must declare that on no subject 1s more
nonsense talked, (as it seems to me) than on that of female edu-
cation, when restriction is advocated. In works otherwise really
good, we find it taken for granted that girls are not to learn the
dead languages and mathematics, because they are not to exer-

Harriet Martineau, Household Education (London: E. Moxon, 1848),
PP- 240—245.
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cise professions where these attainments are wanted; and a
little further on we find it said that the chief reason for boys
and young men studying these things 1s to improve the quality
of their minds. I suppose none of us will doubt that everything
possible should be done to improve the quality of the mind of
every human being.—If it is said that the female brain 1s inca-
pable of studies of an abstract nature,—that 1s not true: for
there are many instances of women who have been good mathe-
maticians, and good classical scholars. The plea is indeed non-
sense on the face of it; for the brain which will learn French
will learn Greek; the brain which enjoys arithmetic 1s capable
of mathematics.—If 1t 1s said that women are light-minded
and superficial, the obvious answer 1s that their minds should
be the more carefully sobered by grave studies, and the ac-
quisition of exact knowledge.—If it is said that their vocation
in life does not require these kinds of knowledge,—that is giv-
ing up the main plea for the pursuit of them by boys;—that it
improves the quality of their minds.—If 1t 1s said that such
studies unfit women for their proper occupations,—that again
1s untrue. Men do not attend the less to their professional
business, their counting-house or their shop, for having their
minds enlarged and enriched, and their faculties strengthened
by sound and various knowledge; nor do women on that ac-
count neglect the work-basket, the market, the dairy and the
kitchen. If it be true that women are made for these domestic
occupations, then of course they will be fond of them. They
will be so fond of what comes most naturally to them that no
book-study (if really not congenial to their minds) will draw
them oft from their homely duties. For my part, I have no hes-
itation whatever in saying that the most ignorant women |
have known have been the worst housekeepers; and that the
most learned women I have known have been among the
best,—wherever they have been early taught and trained to
household business, as every woman ought to be. A woman of
superior mind knows better than an ignorant one what to re-
quire of her servants, how to deal with tradespeople, and how
to economise time: she 1s more clear-sighted about the best
ways of doing things; has a richer mind with which to animate
all about her, and to solace her own spirit in the midst of her
labours. If nobody doubts the difference in pleasantness of
having to do with a silly and narrow-minded woman and with
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one who is intelligent and enlightened, it must be clear that
the more intelligence and enlightenment there is, the better.
One of the best housekeepers | know,—a simple-minded,
affectionate-hearted woman, whose table is always fit for a
prince to sit down to, whose house is always neat and elegant,
and whose small income yields the greatest amount of com-
fort, 1s one of the most learned women ever heard of. When
she was a little girl, she was sitting sewing in the window-seat
while her brother was receiving his first lesson in mathematics
from his tutor. She listened, and was delighted with what she
heard; and when both left the room, she seized upon the Fu-
clid that lay on the table, ran up to her room, went over the
lesson, and laid the volume where 1t was before. Every day
after this, she sat stitching away and listening, in like manner,
and going over the lesson atterwards, till one day she let out
the secret. Her brother could not answer a question which
was put to him two or three times; and, without thinking of
anything else, she popped out the answer. The tutor was sur-
prised, and after she had told the simple truth, she was per-
mitted to make what she could of Euclid. Some time after, she
spoke confidentially to a friend of the family,—a scientific pro-
fessor,—asking him, with much hesitation and many blushes,
whether he thought it was wrong for a woman to learn Latin.
“Certainly not,” he said; “provided she does not neglect any
duty for it.—But why do you want to learn Latin?” She wanted
to study Newton’s Principia: and the professor thought this a
very good reason. Before she was grown into a woman, she
had mastered the Principia of Newton. And now, the great
globe on which we live is to her a book in which she reads the
choice secrets of nature; and to her the last known wonders of
the sky are disclosed: and if there 1s a home more graced with
accomplishments, and more filled with comforts, I do not
know such an one. Will anybody say that this woman would
have been in any way better without her learning?—while we
may confidently say that she would have been much less happy.

As for women not wanting learning, or superior intellec-
tual training, that is more than any one should undertake to
say in our day. In former times, it was understood that every
woman, (except domestic servants) was maintained by her fa-
ther, brother or husband; but it 1s not so now. The footing
of women is changed, and it will change more. Formerly,
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every woman was destined to be married; and it was almost a
matter of course that she would be: so that the only occupation
thought of for a woman was lsccpmg her husband’s house, and
being a wife and mother. It is not so now. Irom a varicty
of causes, there is less and less marriage among the middle
classes of our country; and much of the marriage that there is
does not take place ull middle life. A multitude of women
have to maintain themselves who would never have dreamed
of such a thing a hundred years ago. "This is not the place for
a discussion whether this 1s a good thing for women or a
bad one; or for a lamentation that the occupations by which
women might maintain themselves are so few; and of those
few, so many engrossed by men. "This is not the place for a
speculation as to whether women are to grow nto a condition
of self-maintenance, and their dependence for support upon
father, brother and husband to become only occasional. With
these considerations, interesting as they are, we have no busi-
ness at this moment. What we have to think of 1s the neces-
sity,—in all justice, in all honour, in all humanity, n all pru-
dence,—that every girl’s faculties should be made the most of,
as carcfully as boys’. While so many women are no longer
sheltered, and protected, and supported, in safety from the
world (as people used to say) every woman ought to be fitted
to take care of herself. Every woman ought to have that justice
done to her faculties that she may possess herselt in all the
strength and clearness of an exercised and enlhightened mind,
and may have at command, for her subsistence, as much intel-
lectual power and as many resources as education can furnish
her with. Let us hear nothing of her being shut out, because
she 1s 2 woman, from any study that she is capable of pursu-
ing: and if one kind of cultivation is more carefully attended to
than another, let it be the discipline and exercise of the reason-
ing faculties. From the simplest rules of arithmetic let her go
on, as her brother does, as far into the depths of science, and
up to the heights of philosophy as her powers and opportuni-
ties permit; and it will certainly be found that the more she
becomes a reasoning creature, the more reasonable, disci-
plined and docile she will be: the more she knows of the value
of knowledge and of all other things, the more diligent she
will be;—the more sensible of duty,—the more interested in
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occupations,—the more womanly. This is only coming round
to the points we started from; that every human being is to
be made as perfect as possible: and that this must be done
through the most complete development of all the faculties.

WHAT WOMEN ARE
EDUCATED FOR

Among the observances of the LLondon summer are now the
annual meetings of the authorities of the Ladies’ Colleges,
which are a new feature in English society. The kinds of atten-
tion paid to these meetings, and of comment made upon them
are very various. | am at present concerned with only one of
the many points of view from which these institutions are
regarded.

At the recent annual meeting of Queen’s College (for
Ladies), Harley Street, the chair was filled by the Right Hon-
ourable W. Cowper. The Dean of the College, and some of the
Professors, several clergymen, and many friends of the pupils
were present, as well as the main body of the pupils. Having
had opportunity to see, through a long life, what men have, at
this age of the world, been thinking for two generations about
the education of women, I always read with interest the re-
ports of such annual meetings as that at the Harley Street Col-
lege, and amuse myself with marking the progress of opinion
disclosed by the speakers. On the late occasion (July 4th), the
chairman’s speech was perhaps better understood in its bear-
ings by some hearers and readers than by himself. My experi-
ence of men’s minds on this particular subject satisfies me that
Mr. Cowper believed himself to be exceedingly liberal in his
views, so that he was doing something virtuous,—something
that would win gratitude from one sex, if it did not inspire re-

Once a Week, August 10, 1861, pp. 175—-179.
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spect for his courage in the other, in asserting the claims of
women to a good education. | have usually traced in the gen-
tlemen present at such meetings a happy complacency, an air
of amiable magnanimity, which it was unnecessary to find
fault with,—it was so natural and so harmless;—a keen sense
of the pleasures of generous patronage, in seeing that women
have a fair opportunity of a better cultivation than had been
given before; but it is not often that the complacency 1s so evi-
dent, and so self-confident, as in Mr. Cowper’s speech of the
gth instant. He has evidently no misgiving about the height of
his own liberality when he assumes that the grand use of a
good education to a woman is that it improves her usefulness
to somebody else. This is the turn that praise of female en-
lightenment has always taken among men till very lately, when
one here and there ventures to assume that the first object of a
good education is to improve the individual as an individual.
Mr. Cowper has not got beyond the notion of the majority
of the friends of female education, who think they have said
everything when they have recommended good intellectual
training as fitting women to be “mothers of heroes,” “compan-
ions to men,” and so on. No great deal will be done for female
improvement while this sort of sentiment 1s supposed to be the
loftiest and most liberal.

Girls will never make a single effort, in any length of
school years, for such an object as being companions to men,
and mothers of heroes. If they work, and finally justify the
pains taken for them in establishing such colleges as these, it
will be for the same reasons that boys work well, and come out
worthy of their schooling;—because they like their studies,
and enjoy the sense of mental and moral development which 1s
so strong 1n school and coliege years; and because their train-
ing 1s well adapted to educe, develop, and strengthen their
powers, and render them as wise and good as their natures,
years, and circumstances permit.

Till 1t 1s proposed, in educating girls, to make them, in
themselves and for their own sakes, as good specimens of the
human being as the conditions of the case allow, very little will
be effected by any expenditure of pains, time, and money. . . .

The common plea is that the bovs are so expensive that
there 1s not much to spare for the girls’ education. This 1s no
particular concern of the college managers; but there are par-
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ents who seem to think that they are doing something virtuous
in coming to bargain and haggle for the greatest amount of in-
struction for the smallest possible sum. They would not think
of haggling with the master of the public school their boys go
to. They pay down their hundred or two a-year for each boy;
but, when it comes to the girls, they contrive, and assume,
and beg, tll they get in one or two younger girls on cheap
terms, or send the governess to sit by as guardian, and pick up
a lesson without pay. The mothers are apt to take credit for
such management, on the ground of the trouble they have
with the fathers to get any money out of them for college-
lessons, when a governess (if they could find a paragon of
one for a reasonable salary) might “educate” any number of
girls for the same terms as one. It does not particularly con-
cern the college managers what the fathers say at home about
family plans: but they hear a good deal about 1t, through the
expositions the mothers think fit to make of their own virtue
and ability in contriving to get their daughters’ education done
as cheaply as possible.

But this may not be a true account of the fathers’ notions,
I may be reminded. I rather think it i1s, in the majority of
cases. Itis not only in newspapers, in angry letters called forth
by some new phase of female education or employment, that
fathers inquire what possible use there can be in learning this
or that. While a narrow-minded commercial man says, 1n a
newspaper effusion, that girls should be fitted for managing
the house and doing the needlework, and that all study be-
yond this 1s mischievous; a common-place professional man
says, at his own table or his club, that it ought not to cost
much to teach his girls as much as it is good for them to know:
that the whole college course at Harley Street or Bedford
Square 1s more than he thinks 1t right to afford while his boys
are at school. Not that 1t 1s a costly education: it 1s very much
otherwise, considering its quality: but he cannot see the use
of making the girls so learned. In fact, he has told his wife
how much he will spend on the girls, and she may get for
them as much as she can for the money.

And what are the girls thinking meantime? An old hermit
cannot undertake to report their views, which are probably
very seldom uttered. But it 1s clear, from the college reports,
and by what is known in the world of the results thus far, that

99



WHAT WOMEN ARE EDUCATED FOR

the young ladies are disposed to be industrious, are highly in-
telligent, and cheerful and happy amidst their intellectual pur-
suits. We may fairly suppose therefore that they either sce a
use in what they learn, or learn for other reasons than the
thought of utility: that in school and classrooms they are, in
short, like their brothers. The boys are not encouraged to
study for such a reason as becoming intelligent companions to
somebody hercafter, or being the fathers of great men. The
boys know that they are to be made as wise as they can be
made under their conditions; that the knowledge they gain is a
good in itself; and that their fathers do not, in paying their
bills, pause in doubt whether they are justified in spending so
much money for such an object as the enlightenment of their
children. If at their desks, I should say that they have higher
and truer notions of the operation, value, and fitness of knowl-
edge in their own case than many of their parents. Possibly
some of them could teach the chairman of their annual meet-
ing that there are better reasons for their being well educated
than the prospect he holds out of their “influence” hereafter—
the use they are to be of furthering the objects of men.

I am not unmindful, however, of the great advance made—
the remarkable conquest of prejudice—within a few years. It
required some courage, till within a few years, to speak of any
sort of college in connection with female studies: and nothing
short of heroism and every kind of magnanimity was requisite
to make any man offer himself for a professorship in such col-
leges. It is very different now, though too many of my acquaint-
ances still perpetually fall into the old notion that women have
no occasion for intellectual cultivation. I have never wondered
at, nor much regretted, the dislike to the very name of “col-
lege,” considering what we have seen done, and heard said, in
foreign institutions bearing that title. There are great joint-
stock company’s schools in America, advertised and glorified
under the name of colleges, from which English parents and
brothers would flee away, and take refuge in the wild woods,
rather than “assist” at an annual meeting. The public ex-
hibition of intellect and sensibility, the recitations, the com-
positions, the essays on metaphysical or moral subjects, the
prize-giving, the newspaper reports of the pupils,—all this,
and the dreadful hollowness and abominable taste of the
whole display, might well cause English fathers to start back
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from the first mention of female colleges at home. So might
the continental celebrations which we stll witness occasion-
ally, where the most virtuous school girl is crowned in the
presence of a throng of visitors; and where virtue in detail—
honour, sensibility, fidelity, &c., &c.—1s rewarded by prizes
and praises. But it is now understood that our colleges for
ladies have nothing in common with institutions in which
these terrible exhibitions can take place. Our young maidens
altogether decline publicity, and could not condescend to try
for prizes or accept praises. They are plainly zealous for the
honour of their college; but no one of them has anything to
gain for herself beyond the privileges of learning and art.
There 1s a wider difference between such colleges as we see
annually glorified in American journals and those of Bedford
Square and Harley Street than between these last and the
closest and narrowest education given in an aristocratic school-
room, by an unrelieved governess, to two or three secluded
and spiritless girls who never heard a masterly exposition of
anything in their lives. But due credit should be given to such
fathers of the present generation as have surmounted their hor-
ror at the name of colleges for young ladies.

The whole significance of the matter—the whole impor-
tance of the assumption involved in Mr. Cowper’s speech
about qualifying women by education to “stir up man” and
improve the nation—can hardly be seen without reverting to
some of the stages that women have passed through within
two or three generations, and then turning to some recent dis-
cussions which have caused a strong sensation in London so-
ciety, and a good deal beyond it.

There was a great notion of making women learned sev-
eral times during the last century. We know almost as much of
the reign of the female pedants as of the history of any political
party in the time of George I11. I do not wish to dwell on the
subject, for there was nothing in the writings of the Blues' of
the last century which need detain us now, or which would

'Refers to bluestockings, British society women of the eighteenth cen-
tury who attempted to arrange intellectual “conversations” with literary fig-
ures as social events. A term commonly used derisively for intellectual
women with affectations, although some of the original bluestockings were
quite capable.
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have obtained praise in any society where women were duly
respected,—which is the same thing as being truly appreci-
ated. We need not trouble ourselves now with the Sewards,
the Carters, the Veseys, Hamiltons, Mores, Montagues, and
others who, without anything like the genuine knowledge
now attainable by women, poured out sentiment and fancies
which they mistook for intellectual products. We need not
pause on these, nor criticise their works; but I must mention
them, in order to recall the Blue-stocking stage of female edu-
cation, and also because they are a foil to the really well-
educated women of the period. I knew the Miss Berrys, and
the Miss Baillies, and the empress of her sex in her own time
and after,—Mrs. Barbauld.’” The Miss Berrys were a favour-
able specimen of the Blue order: not only clever and well-read,
but enlightened;—rather blue, certainly, but sensible, kindly,
sufficiently practical for their position—in short, certainly the
better for their intellectual cultivation, and in no way the
worse for it. The Baillies were not Blue. Joanna’s genius was
too strong and natural to be overlaid by any amount of reading
she was disposed to undertake. All the sources of wisdom
were open to her;—Nature, books, and life: and she drew
from them all in happy proportion; so that she became the
wise and happy woman that every wise tather would desire his
daughter to be in herself, whatever she might also do for, and
be to other people. If Joanna Baillie had written nothing, she
would have been the beloved and revered being that she is in
all memories. The only difference 1s that her lot as an author
affords further evidence of the robust character of her mind, 1n
the equal serenity with which she regarded the rise, and cul-
mination, and decline of her own fame. No seat of irritability
seems to have been ever touched, more or less, by such a ce-
lebrity as very few women have ever attained, or by that ex-
tinction of her fame, which must have appeared to her unjust,
if the fame had not been 1tself a delusion. Less celebrated, but

*Mary (1763—1852) and Agnes (1764—1852) Berry. Mary edited a
posthumous edition of Horace Walpole’s collected works and wrote plays,
memoirs, and social history. The two were close friends of Walpole. Joanna
Baillie (1762—-1851), Scottish poet and dramatist. She and her sister lived on
Hampstead Heath many years and received such visitors as Sir Walter
Scott. Mrs. Letitia Aikin Barbauld (1743-1825), a neighbor and friend of
the Misses Baillie, was a poet and essayist.
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hardly less highly endowed, and more thoroughly educated
than Joanna Baillie, or perhaps any other woman of her time,
was Mrs. Barbauld, whose few but exquisite writings still
kindle enthusiasm in duly qualified readers who happen to
pick up anything of hers in their path of study.

Her father educated her with her brother; and we see in
her noble style, full of power, clearness, and grace, one of the
results of her sound classical training. We see others in her
compactness of thought, and closeness of expression; while
the warm glow of sentiment, pure as the sunlight, excludes
all appearance of pedantry, or unsuitableness to the hour in
which she wrote. Fox pronounced her “Essay on the Inconsis-
tency of Human Expectations,” “the finest essay in the En-
glish language,”—no one being more aware than he must have
been of the classical origin of the train of thought, so admira-
bly conveyed in vivid English. The strength and discipline of
her moral nature were only too well proved by the experience
of her married life. She underwent, with noble outward se-
renity, a long and excruciating trial from her husband’s in-
sanity, which ended in suicide. The “Dirge,” which remains
among her poems, discloses to those who knew her something
of what lay under the dignity and calm which she preserved
for his sake. The strain and shock induced an indolence, or
reluctance to act, and make any appearance, which has de-
prived us of much which she would no doubt have written, if
she had not lost the spirit and gaiety of her early life; but we
have enough to understand how it was that her reason and
fancy swayed all minds that approached her own, and her
words burned themselves in on the memories of all who fell in
with them. . . .

Her father certainly did not train her to be somebody’s
companion, or somebody’s mother. He treated her and her
brother alike, with the view of freely opening to both the way
to wisdom. Her education was a pure blessing to her. [t was to
her what she briefly and brilliantly describes intellectual pur-
suits to be in her celebrated essay. Her firm grasp of philoso-
phy, her student-like habit of mind, and the scholarly disci-
pline she underwent did not impair, in the slightest degree,
her womanly grace, her delicate reserve, or the glow of her
friendships. It is true, she was not much of a needlewoman.
There 1s a tradition that the skeleton of a mouse was found in

103



WHAT WOMEN ARE EDUCATED FOR

her workbag; but this kind of disinclination is seen in women
who know no language but their own, and whose ideas do not
range beyond their own street. As her husband’s aider in the
work of his great school at Palgrave, and as a motherly hostess
to the little boys, she was tenderly remembered by some men
of distinction who had stood at her knee. A nobler and sweeter
presence than Mrs. Barbauld’s 1 have never witnessed; and 1
have heard from some of her own generation that her spright-
liness was once as bewitching as her composure was after-
wards pathetic.

In the next generation after the Blues of the last century,
there seems to have been a sort of reaction in regard to the
education of at least the middle-class girls. As far as I have
heard from many quarters, the mothers of the early part of
this century were less informed, less able in even the common
affairs of life, than those who immediately preceded and fol-
lowed them. There were, of course, reasons for this: but I can-
not go into them now. It is enough to recall to the memory of
old people what they heard in their childhood of the boarding-
schools, sewing-schools, and day-schools in which their moth-
ers had received their education, as it was called. . . . There
was, however, a marked improvement: and the hardness of the
times, introducing competition into the governess department,
directed more attention upon education. From that day to this
the whole conception of the objects and methods of education
has been expanding and improving; and perhaps not even the
city Arabs now gathered into ragged schools have more reason
to be thankful for the change than the girlhood of England and
Scotland. As Mr. Cowper justly observed at Harley Street, it
1s the well-grounded and systematic instruction, the habit
of co-ordinated study, which is so valuable to the minds of
women. Our Ladies’ Colleges are rapidly familiarising society
with this view of female study; schools are formed for the pur-
pose of preparmg pupils for the college, and the quality of gov-
ernesses 1s rising in full proportion to the new means of training
now put within their reach. Through them, as well as by natu-
ral incitements of example and sympathy, the improvement
will spread from the middle classes upwards. If aristocratic
parents will not as yet send their daughters to colleges, where
future governesses and professional and mercantile men’s
daughters study together, they will soon demand a higher
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order of instruction from the exclusive schoolmistresses, gov-
ernesses, and masters whom they employ. Hitherto their
children have undoubtedly had the advantage in learning well
what they do learn,—modern languages, English reading and
writing, and the practice of the arts. Now, they must extend
their scheme. . . .

I have seen something of that order of young ladies; and
what I have observed obliges me to believe that they are at
least as well provided with independent objects and interests
as middle-class girls. One family rises up before my mind,—
sensible parents and their five daughters (saying nothing here
of the sons). The parents provided instruction for each girl,
according to her turn and ability: and when each grew up to
womanhood, she had free scope for her own pursuit. One was
provided with a painting-room, and another with a music-
room, and all appliances and means: a third had a conser-
vatory and garden; and all lived in a society of the highest
cultivation. They had as much as they wished of the balls and
fétes we hear so much about; and there was nothing to distin-
guish them from other young ladies who are now subjected to
such insolent speculation from below: but I am confident that
it could never have entered the head of the veriest coxcomb of
their acquaintance that any of the family were speculating in
marriage. Four of them married well, in the best sense, though
not all grandly. The fifth died, after many years of illness.
There is every reason to believe that English girls have the
simplicity, intelligence, and kindliness of their order in one
rank of life as in another; and certainly not least in that class
which 1s surrounded, from its birth upwards, by an atmo-
sphere of refinement derived from intelligence.

What, then, are they educated for? This is the great ques-
tion, in their case as in that of middle-class girls.

For the most part, their education is probably a matter of
sympathy and imitation. In this or that way they may best
learn what every girl is expected to learn. Beyond this, there 1s
usually but a dim notion of the object, and as little notion
as elsewhere of the great single or paramount aim of educa-
tion,—to raise the quality of the individual to the highest
attainable point. I believe that the parents fall short of this
conception, like most other parents of daughters: but I am
confident that they are yet further from the other extreme,—

105



WHAT WOMEN ARE EDUCATED FOR

of universally and audaciously breeding up their daughters for
the matrimonial market. One evidence that is before our eyes
tells a great deal. The unmarried women of the upper classes
seem to be at least as well occupied with natural and useful
pursuits as those of any other rank; and more so perhaps, 1n
proportion to their greater command of means for accomplish-
ing their purposes and gratifying their tastes. Some may do a
little mischief 1n attempting to do good: some may get into a
foolish metaphysical school in their study of German: some
may lose themselves among the religious sects of the day in the
course of their polemical or antiquarian studies: but I doubt
whether one could anywhere find more satisfactory specimens
of single women, amiable and cheerful, because satisfied and
occupied,—with friends enough for their hearts, and business
enough for head and hands.

What is the truth, I wonder, about the “fast young ladies”
we read so much about? I am out of the world; but I cannot
find that anybody who is in 1t has actually seen the young
ladies who talk of “awful swells” and “deuced bores,” who
smoke, and venture upon free discourse, and try to be like
men. In Horace Walpole’s time, as in Addison’s, there were
“fast young ladies,” as we see in many a letter of Walpole’s,
and many a paper of the “Spectator.” Probably there were
some 1n every age, varying their doings and sayings, according
to the fopperies of the ime. Have we more than the average
proportion? I do not know. One obvious remark on the case of
the girls so freely discussed has scarcely, I think, been suf-
ficiently made; that the two commonest allegations against
them are incompatible. We hear of their atrocious extrava-
gance 1n dress and peculiarity of personal habits; and, in the
next breath, of their lives being one unremitting effort to ob-
tain a2 husband. Now, in my long life, I have witnessed noth-
ing like the opposmon set up by men, within the last seven
years, to certain modes of female dress and manners: yet the
modes remain. The ladies are steady. I wish their firmness
was shown 1n a better cause; for I admire the fashions of the
day as little as any man: but it is plain that the ladies, young
and old, daughters and mothers, do not try to please men in
their dress and behaviour. They choose to please themselves:
and, whatever we may think of their taste, we cannot but ad-
mit their spirit of independence.
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On the whole, I cannot see any evidence that women of
any rank are, generally speaking, educated with a view to get-
ting married: nor yet for the purpose of being companions to
men, or the mothers of heroes; nor yet for the purpose of in-
spiring men to great deeds, and improving society; nor yet,
except in a few scattered instances, to make the most of their
own individual nature. There will be less contusion of thought,
and dimness of aim, when the better instructed generation
grows up. Meantime, in the midst of the groping among sym-
pathies and sentiments, and imitations, and ambitions, and
imperfect views of all sorts, let us only have some few who
uphold the claim of every human being to be made the most
of, in all the provinces of its nature, and the temale sex 1s re-
deemed. Women will quietly enter into their “rights,” without
objection on any hand, when those rights consist in their
being more reasonable, more able, more useful, and more
agreeable than ever before, without losing anything in ex-
change for the gain.

FROM THE MOUNTAIN

MIDDLE-CLASS
EDUCATION IN ENGLAND:
GIRLS

If the education of middle-class Boys is a vague and cloudy
subject to treat in writing, what is that of Girls? At first sight,
the subject seems to be too chaotic to be examined on any
principle or in any method at all; and perhaps the best purpose
to be answered by any examination at all is that of exposing
the confusion itself. In the Boys’ case there is something like
firm ground to stand on in the universal agreement that boys
should be somehow educated, and in the old custom of mak-

Cornbill Magazine 10 (November 1864): 549—569.
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ing Latin and Greek the chief studies; but in the case of the
Girls, there is no tradition, no common conviction, no estab-
lished method, no imperative custom,—nothing beyond a
supposition that girls must somehow learn to read and write,
and to practise whatever accomplishment may be the fashion
at the time. As a matter of fact, some of us have an impression
that things are not so bad as they were at the beginning of the
century; and there are evidences that this is true: but sull, the
way in which girls generally spend their time from seven years
old to twenty is so desperately unfavourable to mind and char-
acter or (to speak more moderately) so inferior to what it might
be, and to the way in which their grandmothers passed their
precious youth, nearly as far back as we can trace them, that
we may well feel a sort of despair in approaching the subject
with any practical aim.

The custom of giving girls a classical education three cen-
turies ago, ought to have settled for ever the pretended doubt
whether the female intellect is adequate to the profitable study
of the classics; and, as the practice was by no means confined
to the aristocracy, the results should have left no room to ques-
tion the benefit of such studies. But the religious struggle
of the seventeenth century disturbed the natural course of
women’s training, as it disturbed everything else; and a mani-
fest decline of female intelligence and manners followed the
abatement of Puritanism, and the enlargement of social liberty
or licence. Our grandmothers did, however, learn something
well. Their parents had not fallen into the modern temptation
of being ashamed of their station in life, and anxious that their
children should attain a higher. The daughters were prepared
to be what their mothers had been before them; and the chil-
dren therefore learned early and thoroughly what their moth-
ers could teach them. They had better health than modern
children,—little as was then popularly known of sanitary
truths and methods. They were more in the open air, had
rougher sports, were not over-worked in their brains, and had
a larger variety of occupations. In times when every woman
below the highest ranks knew how to cook, to prepare medi-
cines, to wash laces and iron cambrics, and plait shirt-frills,
and manage the garden, and take care of the domestic pets,
there was exercise and variety enough to counteract the mis-
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chiefs of long hours at the needle, under the conditions of a
high seat and a straight back, or no back at all, to the bench.
What the literary pursuit of those days was, and what the
spelling, and what the general cultivation of mind among
young women of the middle class, their letters, and even their
receipt-books show; but it was the advantage of their time that
the middle classes knew what they would be at in the training
of their daughters; and they mainly accomplished their pur-
pose. Generally speaking, the girls knew no language but their
own, and that only by ear and instinct; they had no concep-
tion of the meaning of any of the ologies, and they were rarely
accomplished, except in the arts of the needle; but there was a
sterling quality in what they did which ought to be taken into
the account. As far as appears, nearly all the handwritings
were good,—that 1s, legible and neat. In the domestic arts it
was a disgrace to be incompetent: and the mastery of these
brought with 1t,—as it always does and always will bring with
it,—an opening and a call to that grand function of domestic
administration which is at once education and the fruition of
education. It was the reality of this rule in the household
which gave so much character to our grandmothers, enriched
them with good sense, ripened them by experience of human
life and character, and helped them to some of the best results
of learning. They wrote letters as good, 1n essential respects,
as if they had been taught composition; and their conversation
with their husbands, brothers, and pastors, was perhaps as
good 1n 1ts way as if it had had a savour of book-learning. Add
to this the sound health (small-pox and fevers apart), and the
natural and unconcealed relish of life, and we may ask whether
the chief end of education,—the educing the powers of the in-
dividual—might not be nearly as well attained by that genera-
tion as by any since. It is true, it was dreadful that they mis-
understood the treatment of husband or children in small-pox;
it was a pity that they feared and despised everything that was
foreign; 1t was disastrous that they supposed they held a des-
potism by divine right over their children and servants up to
any age; it might be amusing that they thought they could
have been close to an eclipse by sailing in the clouds, or that
they supposed Fuclid to be a Latin poet, or that they did not

know where to find our colonies of Virginia and Massachu-
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setts Bay on the map; but there were countervailing advan-
tages belonging to those days and that training. The health
and soundness of their neighbourhoods were sustained very
much by the knowledge and skill of women who really under-
stood the qualities and uses of vegetable medicines, and who
could practise simple surgery. The doctors of those days held
many of them in high respect, and committed to them the care
and cure of wounds, sores, burns, dislocations, and a wide
range of ordinary diseases. If they did not respect the wills of
their children, they did not overtask their brains. If they held
a strict rule over their servants, they took them first for pupils
and then for friends; they first trained them in domestic busi-
ness, and then made common cause with them in it. If they
knew nothing of foreign nations and notions, they were good
judges of foreign commodities; and if they were not clear as to
where tea and spices and silks and shawls came from, they
could appreciate them when under their hands. They no doubt
inflicted some pain and fell short of much good by the narrow-
ness of view and scantiness of intellectual culture; but they
were what they were intended by their parents to be; and
they were tolerably complete as far as they went and professed
to go. And certainly they were less in the rear of the boys of
their generation than girls are now.

Their acquirements, such as they were, were obtained at
home for the most part; and further, at the writing-school, the
sewing-school, or the general day-school. Then followed the
period of middle-class girls’ boarding-schools. There was a
great expansion and multiplication of these during the war
which followed the French Revolution. It was a period of high
prosperity for certain middle-class interests, while so costly to
the country on the whole. I need not describe it, for it was not
so long ago but that we have all heard our elders speak of it if
we have not ourselves witnessed the effects of it. There can be
no doubt that we are suffering now from the sort of education
which then became common among the farming and shop-
keeping classes. As the parents made war and monopoly prof-
its, an evil emulation entered into too many of them to rise in
gentility; and one of the first methods they took was to make
sportsmen of their sons, and fine ladies of their daughters.
Hence the low condition of agriculture before the repeal of
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the corn laws;’ hence the deteriorated household character of
women of the shopkeeping, and even the farming class for a
generation past; hence the mushroom “Ladies’ Seminaries”
which became a byword long ago,—a representative term for
false pretension, vulgarity, and cant. The complaints of dis-
mayed parents that their girls at eighteen could do no one
thing well, and pretended only to read a little French with dif-
ficulty, play badly on the piano, and ornament screens, are still
fresh in our ears. How low this sort of parental vanity and filial
failure descended in the gradation of the middle class could
scarcely be believed by any who do not know that class well
throughout. It is enough to say here that “the butcher, the
baker, the candlestick-maker,” were as anxious about their
girls playing a tune on the piano, and having a water-colour
daub to show, as the richest tenant-farmer in the days of the
sliding scale.

There has certainly been some improvement since that
time,—half a century ago; and the most striking part of the
improvement has been within the last half, and especially the
last quarter of those fifty years. This is an encouragement to
look into the present state of things,—chaotic as it appears
from the highest point of view. What, then, is the state of
Girls’ education now?

The improvement might not be distinctly proposed half a
century ago; but it can hardly be doubted that the stir was be-
ginning. One evidence of this is that some girls of the middle
class were allowed to learn Latin and Greek; and that some
others who were not permitted desired it. . . . There were
few women qualified to teach the dead languages; but out of
that generation of pupils those ladies were to arise who have
established Preparatory Schools for boys of such merit as to be
considered some of the best schools in the country. Masters in
our most eminent public schools have openly rejoiced over
boys who have come to them from this or that Preparatory
School, because the mistresses grounded the boys so well in
Latin and Greek grammar.

"Laws designed to discourage the importation of grain, repealed in
1846. At various times the duties varied with the domestic price of grain,
hence the “sliding scale” at the end of the paragraph.
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At the beginning of this change, towns where there was
a grammar school were usually the first scene of the experi-
ment. Among several reasons for this, one was that the under-
masters were available for teaching in families on reasonable
terms. Where Latin 1s once fairly established as a girl’s study
there 1s sure to be presently a particularly good master ready
to teach 1t. . . .

As there 1s no standard for the education of girls, and no
basis of principle or consent on which to establish it, there are
frequent changes of fashion or fancy in practice. On this very
point there have been fluctuations down to the present hour:
and no one would undertake to say what proportion of the
girlhood of the country has the advantage of any classical
training at all. Some of us think that the practice 1s more com-
mon among the aristocracy than the middle class. . . .

The social condition which just now renders the inquiry
into the education of girls particularly interesting, 1s that the
present is a period of transition for that class. Within half
a century the girlhood of the upper middle class has gone
through an experience of permanent historical importance. At
the beginning of that time, it was assumed 1n ordinary prac-
tice, as in law and politics, that every woman is maintained by
her father or her husband, or other male relauve. . . .

At the time at which we are living, it 1s an indisputable
fact that above two millions of the women of England are self-
supporting workers: i1t 1s an admitted truth that while the cus-
toms of English society remain what they are, there must be
tens of thousands of middle-class women dependent on their
own industry: and it can hardly be doubtful, even to the most
reluctant eyes, that the workers ought to be properly trained
to the business of their lives.

The interest of the present time, then, 1s in its being the
date of an opening of a new line of life for a considerable pro-
portion of middle-class women; and the date therefore of a
radical change in the principle and conduct of the intellectual
culture of the educators of the next generation. It 1s settled
that marriage 1s much less general than formerly; that while it
remains so a multitude of women must work for the support of
themselves, and sometimes their connexions; that the exces-
sive badness of the girls’ schools and domestic schoolrooms of
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the last generation must be retrieved; and that the retrieval has
been really begun in a partial way.

So much i1s agreed: the next question is,—What means
of education are actually in use at this moment for middle-
class girls?

The daughters of wealthy commoners go through much
the same training as the classes above them. Those who are
educated by governesses and masters at home, exclusively,
may be well-mannered, and have some general culture. . . .

The “genteel” schools, which are merely an imitation
of . . . [very exclusive schools]—the fantastical households in
which the pupils are elegantly dressed,—probably in uni-
form, with a marked style of bonnet, and veils all hanging
down on the same side; in which every movement 1s mea-
sured, and the pupils all speak alike, and walk alike, and write
the same hand, and utter the same pretty sentiments. . . .

The greatest, or most conspicuous change which has
taken place 1s in the next and far larger class of boarding-
schools,—the schools filled from the manufacturers’ houses,
and the surgeons’, and lawyers’, and country-gentlemen’s, and
large tenant-farmers’. It is scarcely credible now what some of
those schools were like during and after the critical financial
period which cast so many poor ladies adrift to get their bread
as they might. Those were the days when girls took their exer-
cise, walking two and two, in melancholy procession; and not
seldom with books in their hands, learning their lessons as
they walked. Those were the days when half-a-dozen of them
were crammed into a bedroom not airy enough for two; and
when they washed their feet all round on Saturday nights
with a limited supply of water and towels. Those were the
days when saucy girls invented names of European capitals,
and found the most extraordinary places on the map, with full
approbation from a short-sighted teacher. Those were the
days when the Sunday morning lesson might be learning four
lines of Paradise Lost by heart, leaving off whether there was a
stop or not. . . . Even the best of such schools, however, had
its idiosyncrasy, which, during such a period of debased edu-
cation, was the same thing as a drawback or defect. All the
girls in such a school,—or all but the reckless and unworthy—
had one style of thinking, and of expression of their thought;
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or, rather, what they expressed was not thought, but senti-
ment. In one such school, the girls all wrote demonstrative
letters; in another, the style was poetical; in another moral, or
sprightly. The handwriting of one set of elderly ladies now
living tells where they were educated, as does the epistolary
style of another set; and the open-air gait and salutations of
another, and the drawing-room manners of yet another. While
this result was produced, each establishment was thus con-
spicuously marked as having failed of the true aim of educa-
tion—however honourable, in such times, might be the com-
parative character and achievement of the school. . . .

The girls of the lower middle class have, all the while,
had little choice and little chance. Their educational lot has
been truly dreary. Wherever it can be managed, the children
of small farmers, country shopkeepers, and poor professional
men naturally go to a day-school, as the cheapest plan. The
day-school may be good, bad, or indifferent, according to
the accident of a better or worse master or mistress; but i1t
seems to be too true that the low-priced boarding-schools for
girls of that rank do the pupils more harm than good. . . .

Take a country neighbourhood, where the old-fashioned
farming ways assume that the girls are to be handy 1n domes-
tic business. “T'he girls are not what they used to be,” the
complaint i1s in such places. “T'he poultry don’t answer as they
did, nor does the dairy. The girls must have schooling; but
there i1s no seeing what good it does; for they forget their
school learning before they have been home two years; and
they have all real business still to learn.” A lady who happens
to be fond of teaching, and who is eminently skilled in it, sees
what a field there i1s in such a place; and she opens such a
school as was never heard of before, far or near. There are
other teachers besides herself—chosen for their special quali-
fications and their training. Among them, these ladies can
teach, in the best modern methods, whatever can be useful to
girls of this class, either in training their faculties—as Latin
and geometry; or in expanding their range of reading and gen-
eral intelligence—as the French language, History, and En-
ghish literature; or in fitting them for the business of life as
helpers of their parents—as writing a good hand, arithmetic,
and bookkeeping, and such study of Natural Philosophy and

Natural History as will at once make them more sensible
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women generally, and operate favourably on their special ob-
jects, improving their dairy produce, and their poultry, and
their honey, and putting them in the way of important econ-
omy in every branch of management.

There 1s a liberal apparatus provided; the hours are fixed
considerately, to suit farmhouse ways; the girls bring their
own sewing to do in the hours appropriated to genuine in-
struction 1n needlework, and cheered by pleasant readings.
The terms are very low, complete and liberal as is the estab-
lishment; and those of the pupils who choose may dine there
(due notice of numbers being given) for scarcely more than the
cost-price of the provisions. Yet such a school as this goes
a-begging. For one father and mother who appreciate it, there
are half a dozen who find fault, and yet more who stand shilly-
shallying till their opportunity is lost. Though aware that
everybody else’s daughters have for two generations past come
back from school fit for neither one thing nor another, they
don’t know what to think of anything so new as this school.
If the lady would charge half her terms for just the French,
and the writing, and ciphering, with, perhaps, a little geogra-
phy, and leave out all the rest, they might be glad to send their
girls to her. And so the lady, having waited as long as she,—
far from being poor—can afford, carries her benefits else-
where. Itis an occasional question among neighbours, whether
they had not better have kept her; but she is gone, and it 1s no
use talking now.

Take a town case. In a large, old-fashioned, but growing
town, there seems to be no such thing as a school appropriate
to the wants of the small shopkeeping and superior artisan
class. Moreover, there 1s no saying when there ever was such a
school; for it is the universal complaint that the domestic com-
fort, abilities and manners of that class are of a very low order
from the defective training of the women. Their houses are
not well kept; the rooms are untidy and not even clean; the
ways are unpunctual; the meals are badly cooked; the clothes
are badly got up; and if there is a servant, there is endless tur-
moil with her. The mistress says the maid does not do her
work; the maid finds the mistress unreasonable and harsh; and
the master and the children feel that both the charges are true.
There has been so much crying out, all over the country, for
something which shall be to this order of society what our
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regulated and assisted schools are to the labouring class, that
many good citizens and sensible women bestir themselves to
see what they can do among their neighbours. Of these, one
lady has an experiment of her own. She fits up and opens a
convenient house, in an easily accessible situation, settles in it
a mistress of high qualifications, and a housekeeper who has
risen through the ranks of domestic service to be fit for the
present business. Under her, the girls are to learn household
work 1n the best style,—cleaning, cooking, laying the table,
and so on; while the proper school-learning is of a better qual-
ity than can be found anywhere else within reach. When the
plans are got fairly to work, there will be a regular dinner pro-
vided for the smallest payment, for girls from a distance; mean-
time, the lesson of laying the cloth, &c. goes on, for the sake of
those who bring their dinners. This lesson is rather baulked,
however, and the superiors are much vexed, by the sort of din-
ners disclosed,—uviz. stale pastry bought with money given at
home for the girls to spend as they like. This phenomenon
hastens the plan for the good hot dinner at the school,-—the
roast leg of mutton or sirloin, with vegetables, the Irish stew,
and other good things, to be cooked by the girls, in turn, in
view of the table to be kept in the future home of each. But the
girls have no mind for the roast beef and Yorkshire pudding,
or the stew, or anything else that sensible people like: they go
on buying stale pastry on their way to school, and pay more
for 1t than for the confortable dinner at their command. In a
little while difficulty arises about the industrial part of the
schooling. Strange to say, the mothers do not like that their
daughters should learn to wash china properly, to clean fur-
niture, rub up silver, and spread a table; and even the fa-
thers object to any time being given to the art of cookery. On
the whole, the very superior school-learning 1s graciously ac-
cepted, if not appreciated; but the industrial element is fatal.
The pawnbroker’s daughter is absent on the days when it is
her turn to sweep a room or make the bread; the cabinet-
maker’s girls are always missing on ironing days; the linen-
draper’s girls cannot come any more, unless they are excused
from all but book, and map, and pen work; and thus the
scheme 1s brought to an end, the school is closed, and the hus-
bands and children of these unhappy pupils will have to go
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through the wretched old experience of domestic discomfort
and wrangling, because the wife and mother does not know
how to keep house.

After this review of the late and present condition of
middle-class female education in England, what should we de-
sire? what may we hope? and what should we aim at? . . .

The case of the Girls differs from that of the Boys, in
the absence of all need to consider the question of appeal to the
State. Probably there is nobody in England who for a moment
dreams of asking the State to undertake, or to touch more or
less, the education of the daughters of the most active, intelli-
gent, practical, and domestic class of English citizens. Only a
word 1s necessary on this head; but that word is of some 1m-
portance, and at present, if ever, needing attention.

The Royal Commissioners on Education reported, three
years since, in favour of applying to the improvement of edu-
cation the incomes of charities which have become by lapse of
time useless or pernicious. The annual amount thus proposed
to be transferred exceeds 100,000£. In considering how such a
sum would be best applied, attention was fixed on the propor-
tion of girls to boys profiting, really or ostensibly, by old edu-
cational endowment. In common endowed schools, the girls
are little more than half as many as the boys; and in grammar-
schools they are only a tenth of the scholars. After the appear-
ance of the Commissioners’ Report, it was strongly urged by
some sensible people that the great new educational want
which had arisen since those old bequests were made, should
be first attended to in the disposal of this fund, viz. the need
among middle-class women of an education for teaching. Model
schools—training schools—of this character are an urgent
want of the time and of the country; and something of the sort
was claimed for the sex, on the unquestionable ground that
the charities to be superseded were for the equal benefit of
men and women, and that it would be a manifest unfairness to
apply the income for the benefit of boys alone. At that very
time, an income from land bequeathed in an old century to
needy persons of both sexes was used, under the sanction of
the Court of Chancery, for the erection of a school for boys
exclusively. If this example were to be followed all over the
country while there is no provision for instructing and train-
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ing middle-class women as teachers, and while many counties
of England contain no endowed schools at all for girls, it
would be as pitiful a cowardice on the one hand as it would be
an insolent aggression on the other to permit such a thing to
be done. It is one thing to beg from the State help which
would involve subservience to State administration in a matter
of which Government is not a particularly good judge; and it
is another thing to claim from Government a just share of ex-
isting funds, to be applied under conditions agreed upon. Re-
pugnant to English notions and feelings as would be a system
of public-school education for girls, under the management of
the Government, or any ecclesiastical party, or a joint-stock
company, there can be no doubt of the eagerness with which
the establishment of a few model and training schools of a high
order would be hailed by women whose lot 1s to work, and
who need a good education for the purpose. It will be a cruel
injustice if they are denied their fair share of funds intended
for the aid of equal numbers of men and women.

Even in the three years which have passed since the Com-
missioners reported, advances have been made in female edu-
cation which have produced a great change of feeling. The
timid can now hear the mention of things which sounded very
terrible even so short a time ago; and the chances of a really
good education becoming attainable are so far improved.

Let it be understood at once that in claiming for middle-
class girls a substantial and liberal development and training of
the mind, and, for those who desire it, a special preparation
for the educational or other profession in life, nobody contem-
plates the use of any method which is not in accordance with
national custom and English feelings. . . .

Both French and Americans, but particularly the latter,
teach us that there 1s nothing insuperable in the greatest seem-
ing difficulty about girls,—the difficulty which makes the main
difference between their case and that of boys,—the claim of
the household arts as an essential part of education. Boys have
two things to divide their days between: study and play. Girls
have three: study, the domestic arts, and play. At boarding-
school the domestic training is dropped out of the life alto-
gether; and a home life, without any school at all, almost nul-
lifies study. Here 1s the dilemma. But French and American

118



MIDDLE-CLASS EDUCATION IN ENGLAND: GIRLS

women excel our middle-class women in both departments.
How do they manage 1t?

How 1t may be in the French household, I do not know;
but in the American it 1s a matter of course for little girls to be
much more useful than damsels of double their age are in Eng-
land. I never could make out why English little girls are not
gratified in their liking for housekeeping from the beginning.
Every healthy and happy child en]oys the dignity and amuse-
ment of household business, unless it be the early stage of
needlework. There seems to be no reason why she should not
know pertectly well how things should be done, and be famil-
1ar with the doing of them, before the boarding-school time
arrives. If this is not made secure, boarding-school is so far an
evil. A girl who at seventeen has everything to learn about
the shopping, and the management of the table, and nurs-
ing the sick, and the economy of the house, 1s at a disadvan-
tage which she will hardly get over. We see much of this
among our middle-class brides, who feel it a heavy care on
their minds that they have no confidence and no knowledge
about housekeeping. It is well if they do not grow afraid of
their husbands; they are certainly afraid of their husbands’
family, and of their own servants; and all for want of simple
knowledge and skill which they ought to have attained before
they went to school. The deficiency of domestic service in
America, and the habits of society, preclude this mischief; and
it may be taken for granted that ladies who obtain their di-
ploma as physicians, and who read Greek plays, and who
thoroughly understand the Differential Calculus are as dex-
terous 1n making beds, and turning out a good batch of bread
and pies, and administering medicines and blisters, as ever
their grandmothers were.

With us the best chance seems to be for those who are
within reach of a first-class day-school, or of one of the col-
leges which are springing up among us. A combination of the
domestic and academical life is a very high privilege indeed.
Where this cannot be had, the domestic training should, in the
first place, be given to such an extent as that it can never be
lost, and may be easily resumed on the verge of womanhood.
But there 1s a happy possibility opening before us, through the
recent discoveries of the benefits of half-time in school work.
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Inspectors declare that in schools where boys have given six
hours per day to book-work, while the girls have spent three
in book-work, and three in sewing and other domestic arts,
the girls are by no means behind the boys in attainments. Be-
fore this discovery, girls had benefited by the new lights (very
old lights, disastrously eclipsed for a time) on the necessity of
play and of a sensible care of the bodily frame. Instead of the
pale-faced, languid, crooked, fretful type of school-girl, we
now have before our eyes the well-grown and well-exercised
young maiden who is excellent at ball play and the sklppmg-
rope 1n 1ts advanced stages, and archery; and 1f at gymnastlcs
and foot races and swimming, so much the better. This 1s a
vast improvement; but there may be room for another; for the
appropriation of a part of the day to domestic business. Where
girls board together 1n a house, under the superintendence of a
lady, for the object of attending a school or college, this kind
of training might surely go on together with the book study;
and 1f 1n large boarding-schools the thing cannot be done—
this 1s, as I have said, so far an objection to that mode of edu-
cation. As the praise and adoption of the half-time method
spread, means may be found of administering a complete
feminine training, so as to save governesses and other profes-
sional women from an ignorance and inaptitude as disadvan-
tageous to their purse as to their dignity and peace of mind. It
1S to no purpose saying that intellectual women should leave
the housekeeping to servants, and that the sewmg -machine
puts the needle out of court altogether. The truth 1s, that ser-
vants cannot do their work well under any mistress but one
who understands their business at least as well as they do. It 1s
also true that a change has come over the servant-maid class,
throughout the country—a change which we need not discuss
here, but which renders the capacity tor domestic administra-
tion more than ever necessary to middle-class women. And it
1s true, again, that the sewing-machine is useless in hands
which are not thoroughly skilled in sewing without the ma-
chine. Under all circumstances, therefore, let middle-class
parents regard household qualifications as sacred, not to be en-
croached upon or slighted for the sake of any other attain-
ments whatever.

This being understood and admitted, it does not appear
that there is any limit to what women may desire and attempt
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to learn. The case of the dead languages was settled as soon as
the objectors were brought to state their objections.

0. “What should women do with their Latin and Greek
when they enter on practical life?”

A. “That is exactly the objection made to the amount of
time spent on the classics by boys in public schools. When
they become members of Parliament, or physicians, or manu-
facturers, or shopkeepers, we are told, they never open a
Greek or Latin book again.”

0. “But the literature, beyond the school range, is not
the only, nor the main, consideration. It 1s the exercise and
discipline of the faculties in the study of the languages which
1s the inestimable benefit.”

A. “Very well, so be it: and this 1s the very best argu-
ment in favour of a sound classical training for girls. If women
are usually slovenly in thought, inaccurate in intellectual per-
ception, and weak in reasoning, they should be more and not
less exercised in processes which will remedy their defects.”

This is so clear that the claim of the female mind to in-
struction 1n the classics and mathematics will not be again de-
nied by sensible people of either sex. And they have equally
firm ground to stand upon in regard to every other kind of
knowledge which is open to anybody.

That this 1s widely admitted appears by the rapidity with
which the resources for female education are extending.

The Scottish Institution at Edinburgh has gone through
thirty sessions. It was probably the first attempt to combine
the advantages of the boarding and day school with the privi-
leges of a collegiate system. There is no doubt that a large
number of middle-class women have obtained a high order of
education there; but the general impression seems to be that
there are mistakes in the scheme—such as prize-giving, and a
public distribution of honours—which operate mischievously.
Studious or clever girls engross most of the benefits; pursuits
are determined, and studies urged in an arbitrary way by
these prizes and honours; and girls of slow-moving minds—
often the best quality of mind—have no chance under the
pressure of the system, while idle ones have no appropriate
stimulus, and reckless ones no check. All this may naturally
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be true in an institution so new and strange as this great school
was in its early days; and there must always be grave draw-
backs in a scheme which involves public prize-giving to girls.
But it was a great day for the sex when such ranges of study
were thrown open to women as are under the charge of the
professors of the Scottish Institution. They offer Latin and three
modern languages; and, besides the ordinary school studies,
mathematics, natural philosophy, and natural history, and sci-
entific instruction in music. Lectures on scientific and literary
subjects give a still further collegiate character to the place and
its work.

The two colleges in London, Queen’s College in Harley
Street, with its Preparatory School, and the Ladies’ College in
Bedford Square, were striking signs of the times in their in-
stitution, and are becoming more and more so n their success.
They were sure to bring out all the weaknesses and vices of
the popular mind in regard to female education, and to raise
up a host of enemies, and treacherous or mischievous friends;
and their gradual triumph over such opposition and embar-
rassment 1s a sufficient assurance that the cause is safe. If a full
disclosure could be made of the experience of the conductors
in regard to the applications and criticisms of parents and
guardians, one wonders what proportion of the middle class
would be astonished, and how many more would be aston-
ished at their astonishment. One wonders whether these col-
leges have brought into notice all the fathers who grumble
over paying five-pound notes for their daughters’ education,
while cheerfully spending hundreds a year for their boys, at
Eton or Harrow. One wonders where the perplexity 1s when
the father first tells his girls that he can give them no fortune
whatever, because their brothers cost him so much, and then
declares in their hearing that he can’t see what women want,
beyond what they might easily pick up at home. One wonders
whether he ever considers what 1s to become of them if he dies
untimely, leaving them without a maintenance, and without
education wherewith to gain one. One wonders how much
dread of the father operates on the mother when she slily and
yet audaciously manoeuvres to get two girls into a course for
the fees of one; or contrives to introduce the governess “just to
sit by during the lessons,” so that she may learn without pay,
and save sending the younger girls at all. Thmgs like these on
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the one hand, and, on the other, the honest eagerness of the
young pupils themselves, and of grown women who enter as
pupils, afford guidance and stimulus to all who witness them.
So does the generous zeal of the professors. Those who desire
a high order of instruction for girls, whether women and girls,
or parents and friends, or patriots and philosophers, should
persist in the demand; and the right answer will come. Not all
the ignorance, the jealousy, the meanness, the prudery, or the
profligate selfishness which is to be found from end to end of
the middle class, can now reverse the destiny of the English
girl, or retard that ennobling of the sex which is a natural con-
sequence of its becoming wiser and more independent, while
more accomplished, gracious, and companionable. The briars
and brambles are cleared away from the women’s avenue to
the temple of knowledge. Now they have only to knock, and it
will be opened to them.

The examinations which female students may now com-
mand are a sufficient warrant for saying this. The mere knowl-
edge that there 1s a spirit of superintendence abroad, that there
1s any system of testing in existence, any means of verification
by which female students may ascertain their own standing, is
an effectual assurance to them of justice at the hands of their
instructors; and accordingly we find a striking improvement
from year to year in the spelling, arithmetic, and other ordi-
nary studies of school-girls who come under the examinations
of the Society of Arts. There is now an ascending scale of ex-
aminations, of one kind or another, till we arrive at that pro-
fessional testing from which Miss Garrett® has come out quali-
fied and certified as a medical practitioner. Of all the kinds of
examination now at the service of female students, none are
more valuable than those belonging to the Harley Street and
Bedford Square Colleges, by which certificates of proficiency
in learning are obtainable by women proposing to be educa-
tors, or professional workers in one way or another. The en-
trance thus opened to such a career, and thus zealously sought,
the first step in the great reform 1s securely taken. The State,
however well-disposed, could do nothing for the middle-class

*Elizabeth Garrett Anderson (1836—1917), pioneer British physician,
advocate of opening the professions to women, first woman to serve as a
mayor in England.
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that could compare in value with what has been done by a
very small portion of that class for itself. 'The State could not
so well judge of its wants,—could not so wisely provide the
agency of instruction needed,—could not so touch and fire the
great heart of the nation as this spontaneous effort will soon be
seen to have touched and fired it. Let the members of that
great middle class help one another from year to year to ascer-
tain distinctly what education they desire for their daughters,
and they can have it to their wish. Last year an experiment of
immense significance was tried in the extension of the Cam-
bridge examination, framed for boys, to the case of girls. At
the short notice of a fortnight, eighty-one entered their names;
and they went through with it admirably. In the quietest way,
and in the privacy of silent school-rooms, these girls did their
work, in the presence of friendly ladies who sat with them to
certify to the propriety and fair play of the whole procedure.
To use the words of the committee, “In every point of view, the
experiment was completely successful.” As students, teach-
ers, friends, and patriotic observers all desire that this “might
be the first step towards the establishment of a regular and
permanent system,” it is reasonable to expect to see principle
and method introduced into the chaos from which something
like order 1s beginning to arise, and even the next generation
much better qualified than the present and the last to justify
and confirm the traditional lofty and benign reputation of the
womanhood of England.
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IV

ON AMERICAN
WOMEN

Garrison was quite right, I think, to sit in the gallery [with the re-
Jected women delegates] at [the 1840 London International Antislav-
ery] Convention. . . . It bas done much for the woman question, I am
persuaded. You will live to see a great enlargement of our scope, |
trust; but, what with the vices of some women and the fears of others,
it 15 bard work for us to assert our liberty. I will, however, till I die,
and so will you; and so make it easier for some few to follow us than it
was for poor Mary Wollstonecraft to begin.

—Harriet Martineau to Maria Weston C/Japman



Maria Weston Chapman
From the daguerreotype in the collection of the Boston Public
Library
Reprinted by courtesy of the Trustees of the Boston Public Library
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Needing a holiday after the strains of producing her politi-
cal economy manuscripts and being the centerpiece of
nightly dinners and parties as a result of her literary fame,
Harriet Martineau sailed for the United States in August 1834.
She insisted that she did not intend to write about her journey,
though that is hard to believe from a writer of her fame and
ambition at a time when European travel accounts of America
were much in demand. With her companion, Louisa Jeffrey,
she disembarked in New York in September and was caught
up 1n a social whirl in the United States as well. Immersing
herself in American culture, seeking every experience avail-
able to her in the new nation, reading everything American
she could acquire, talking to hundreds of people from every
occupation and social status, and using her prominent hosts to
full advantage, she saturated herself in the life of the Ameri-
cans.' In the two years of her visit she traveled more than
10,000 miles in New England, the South, and the West. Her
hosts included Andrew Jackson, James Madison, John C. Cal-
houn, Catherine Sedgwick, George Bancroft, Ralph Waldo
Emerson, William Ellery Channing, and William Lloyd Gar-
rison. She met Martin Van Buren, Nicholas Biddle, John
H. B. Latrobe, Thomas Hart Benton, Daniel Webster, Henry
Clay, and John C. Marshall, a roll call of the political, intel-
lectual, artistic, and literary leaders of the period. In what
was the West of the time, Cincinnati, in June of 1835, she
met “Dr. Beecher and his daughters,” probably including
Catharine and Harriet. (Catharine Beecher was two years her
senior; Harriet, not yet married to Calvin Stowe, was nine
years younger than Martineau.) In Boston she met Margaret
Fuller and Elizabeth Peabody. These four women, all roughly
her age, were destined to play important, though different,
roles as intellectuals and feminists in America, but the woman
Martineau chose as her enduring friend and lifelong corre-
spondent was another Bostonian, Maria Weston Chapman.
Although Martineau had already published her views op-

posing slavery, she was welcome in the slave-holding South

' Autobiography, “Period IV,” vol. 1, pp. 139—438; Retrospect of Western
Travel, 2 vols. (New York: Saunders & Otley, 1838); Society in America; and
William R. Seat, Jr., “Harriet Martineau in America,” Notes and Queries 204

(June 1959): 207—208.
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and feted throughout the country even at this time of high-
pitched agitation about the abolition question. However, upon
attending an abolitionist meeting of the Boston FFemale Anti-
Slavery Society in 1835 and speaking up at the urging of her
host, Mr. Loring, and to the delight of Chapman, she became
unwelcome in many places, most Americans save the aboli-
tionists turning on her. As Sir Leslie Stephen says in his piece
about her in the Dictionary of National Biography, “She natu-
rally came home a determined abolitionist.”

Society in America has lasted as Martineau’s major work.
Published in 1837, it is a serious and thorough critical analysis
of the society she visited, set down according to the method
she later published in How to Observe Morals and Manners. She
followed its publication with the lighter Retrospect of Western
Travel, a book full of enjoyable portraits of people and detailed
descriptions of landscapes and customs. However, in Soczety in
America she investigated the new state in terms we would now
call sociological. She determined to examine American society
in the light of what the Americans maintained to be their
foundation principle, democracy. From that perspective, she
looked at various aspects of society: politics, government,
newspapers, economy, religion, civilization, honor, women,
children, sufferers. She assumed 1t was important to inquire
into the manners practiced in and the morals undergirding
each of these areas in reference to the principle of democracy.

In 1ts treatment of women, she found the United States
flagrantly lacking. Setting down her principles, she wrote,

If a test of civilisation be sought, none can be so sure
as the condition of that half of society over which the
other half has power,—from the exercise of the right
of the strongest. Tried by this test, the American
civilisation appears to be of a lower order than might
have been expected from some other symptoms of its
social state. The Americans have, in the treatment of
women, fallen below, not only their own democratic
principles, but the practice of some parts of the Old
World.

The unconsciousness of both parties as to the
injuries suffered by women at the hands of those
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who hold the power i1s a sufficient proof of the low
degree of civilisation in this important particular at
which they rest. While woman’s intellect is confined,
her morals crushed, her health ruined, her weak-
nesses encouraged, and her strength punished, she
1s told that her lot is cast in the paradise of women:
and there 1s no country in the world where there 1s
so much boasting of the ‘chivalrous’ treatment she
enjoys.’

Suggesting that women are not educated either in matters
of health or in intellectual disciplines, Martineau contended
that the only objects for women were marriage and religion.
Yet, marriage for such a limited woman is far from a partner-
ship, and uninformed religion is vapid. Such a social condition
for women originates in a failure of politics, and Martineau
held, discussing the “morals of politics,” that Americans sup-
port the “political non-existence of women.” She began her ar-
gument with the statement that the Declaration of Indepen-
dence announces “that governments derive their just powers
from the consent of the governed,” yet women are not asked
for their consent.

She goes on to make the comparison of woman’s status
with that of the slave, ridiculing Thomas Jefferson’s reserva-
tion that women must not be politically active because they
“could not mix promiscuously in the public meetings of men”
and James Mill’s claim that women’s interests are represented
by their fathers and husbands. Like the slave, Martineau as-
serted, woman 1s not free until she speaks and acts on her own
behalf.

Martineau’s book is often compared with the better-known
Democracy in America, written during the same period by the
Frenchman Alexis de Tocqueville. Up until the 1830s the ex-
planation of a society was usually made in historical terms,
what leaders (who were usually male) had done in what se-
quences to what effects in political and military engagements.
Tocqueville and Martineau attacked the problem of explaining
what a country is like differently. They sought to analyze it

? Society in America, Lipset, ed., p. 291.
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into its component contemporary social parts. Being conserva-
tive, Tocqueville wrote a conservative book. Being radical,
Martineau wrote a radical one. Martineau paid close attention
to women 1n hers. “Political Non-Existence of Women,” the
first selection 1n this section, 1s a leading document in Ameri-
can—and British—women’s political theory.

There is often a discrepancy between the tough Martineau
of political theory and criticism and the tender Martineau of
relationships. It i1s that all-too-human inconsistency of ideas
and feelings that enabled her to make a scathing judgment of
the political ill-treatment of womankind in America and at the
same time to admire personally many leading men in Ameri-
can government. There 1s, | believe, just a touch of hyperbole
in her assessment of Chief Justice John Marshall’s kindness to
women. She wrote of her visit with him:

With Judge Story sometimes came the man to whom
he looked up with feelings little short of adoration—
the aged Chief-justice Marshall. There was almost
too much mutual respect in our first meeting; we
knew something of his individual merits and ser-
vices; and he maintained through life, and carried to
his grave, a reverence for women as rare in its kind
as in its degree. It had all the theoretical fervour
and magnificence . . . with the advantage of being
grounded upon an extensive knowledge of the sex.
He was the father and the grandfather of women;
and out of this experience he brought, not only the
love and pity which their offices and position com-
mand, and the awe of purity which they excite in the
minds of the pure, but a steady conviction of their
intellectual equality with men; and, with this, a deep
sense of their social injuries. Throughout life he so
invariably sustained their cause, that no indulgent
libertine dared to flatter and humour; no skeptic, se-
cure in the possession of power, dared to scoff at the
claims of woman in the presence of Marshall, who,
made clearsighted by his purity, knew the sex far
better than either.’

" Retrospect of Western Travel, vol. 1, pp. 149—150.
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After her return to England in 1836, Martineau kept in
close touch with her American friends, particularly the aboli-
tionists and especially Maria Weston Chapman, who visited
her in England and with whom she corresponded over the
years. Chapman was a very beautiful, stylish, wealthy woman,
who devoted herself to the antislavery cause. She and her sis-
ters gave an annual bazaar for the cause in Boston. She pub-
lished a journal, the Liberty Bell, wrote frequently for several
antislavery publications, and at one point turned down a ma-
jor office in the American Anti-Slavery Society. When the two
women met, there seemed to have been an immediate recog-
nition of their affinity. Martineau’s description of Chapman
years later, telling of their meeting, is one of effusive affection:
“I still see the exquisite beauty which took me by surprise that
day;—the slender, graceful form,—the golden hair which
might have covered her to her feet;—the brilliant complexion,
noble profile, and deep blue eyes;—the aspect, meant by na-
ture to be soft and winning only, but that day, (as ever since)
so vivified by courage, and so strengthened by upright convic-
tion, as to appear the very embodiment of heroism.”*

Martineau wrote voluminously about the abolitionist
cause. In 1855 she stated in a letter to William Lloyd Garrison
that “twenty years ago, I considered the Abolition question in
your country the most important concern of the century; and
my sense of its significance has deepened with every pass-
ing year.”’

She wrote about her American friends and their work in
British journals of the day. In an article on the abolitionists
published in the London and Westminster Review in 1838, an ar-
ticle that was quickly brought out as a separate volume under
the utle The Martyr Age of the United States and widely read,
she again took occasion to write about the politics of American
women, this time the practical politics of women organizing
themselves in the antislavery cause.® She reported on the “first
General Convention of women that was ever assembled,” held
in New York for three days during the second week of May

* Autobiography, vol. 1, p. 349.
*Ms. letter to W. Lloyd Garrison, written from Ambleside, Febru-

ary 16, 1855. Harriet Martineau Mss. Collection. Manchester College,
Oxford.

°Selections from this article appear in this section.
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with 174 delegates “from all parts of the Union” and presided
over by Lucretia Mott, “an eminent Quaker preacher of Phila-
delphia—a woman of an intellect as sound and comprehensive
as her heart 1s noble.”

Though the resolutions of the women’s convention per-
tained only to the issue of slavery, Martineau claimed that 1t
was because the convention discredited the women’s work that
the issue of the rights of woman became publicly connected
with the issue of the rights of slaves.

This connection extended not just to the abolitionists’
awareness of women’s political deprivation and the organi-
zation of separate women’s societies in the antislavery cause,
but erupted 1n controversy over whether women should hold
office. The National Anti-Slavery Standard reports that this 1s-
sue was a prominent reason the American and Foreign Anti-
Slavery Society broke away from the American Anti-Slavery
Society: “The occasion embraced by a considerable minority,
of retiring from our ranks at the late Annual Meeting and form-
ing a separate National Anti-Slavery Society, was the appoint-
ment of a woman [Abby Kelley], a member of the Society, and
a delegate to that meeting, on the Business Committee.”’

Martineau was identified with the original group of abo-
litionists 1n Boston, whose best-known leader was William
Lloyd Garrison, often considered the greatest of all the radical
abolitionists. Women had always been leaders in the Boston
group, and the Garrisonians were generally more favorable
to woman than the New York abolitionists. Maria Weston
Chapman i1s sometimes ranked with Garrison and Wendell
Phillips as one of the group’s three main forces, LLydia Maria
Child was a career editor and writer in the abolition cause, and
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