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PEACE IS
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T0 SOCIALISM.
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Grand people are not great. I found that out by experi-
ence! I went to the theatre with them in their carriage; |
might stay as long as [ cared to stay at their evening parties.
In fact, they acknowledged me their father; publicly they
owned that they were my daughters. But I always was a
shrewd one, you see, and nothing was lost upon me. Every-
thing went straight to the mark and pierced my heart. I
saw quite well that it was all sham and pretence, but there
is no help for such things as these. I felt less at my ease at
their dinner-table than I did downstairs here. I had noth-
ing to say for myself. So these grand folks would ask in my
son-in-law’s ear, ‘Who may that gentleman be?”—The
father-in-law with the dollars; he is very rich./—The devil,
he is!’ they would say, and look again at me with the re-
spect due to my money.”

Woman in Her Social and
Domestic Character
Elizabeth Poole Sandford

Industrialization also had its effects on middle-class women.
As the wealth and position of these women rose in a changing
economic environment, previous models of behavior no longer
applied. A variety of books and manuals appeared to counsel
middle-class women on their proper role and behavior. The
following is an excerpt from one of these, Woman in Her
Social and Domestic Character (1842), written by Mrs.
John Sandford.

CONSIDER: Woman'’s ideal function in relation to her hus-
band, according to this document; by implication, the role of
the middle-class man in relation to his wife; possible explana-
tions for this view of women.

The changes wrought by Time are many. It influences the
opinions of men as familiarity does their feelings; it has a
tendency to do away with superstition, and to reduce
every thing to its real worth.

It is thus that the sentiment for woman has undergone
a change. The romantic passion which once almost dei-
fied her is on the decline; and it is by intrinsic qualities
that she must now inspire respect. She is no longer the
queen of song and the star of chivalry. But if there is less
of enthusiasm entertained for her, the sentiment is more
rational, and, perhaps, equally sincere; for it is in relation
to happiness that she is chiefly appreciated.

And in this respect it is, we must confess, that she is
most useful and most important. Domestic life is the
chief source of her influence; and the greatest debt society

Source: Mrs. John Sandford (Elizabeth Poole Sandford), Woman in Her
Social and Domestic Character (Boston: Otis, Broaders and Co., 1 ,8423

pp. 5-7, 15-16.
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can owe to her is domestic comfort: for happiness is al-
most an element of virtue; and nothing conduces more to
improve the character of men than domestic peace. A
woman may make a man’s home delightful, and may thus
increase his motives for virtuous exertion. She may refine
and tranquillize his mind,—may turn away his anger or
allay his grief. Her smile may be the happy influence to
gladden his heart, and to disperse the cloud that gathers
on his brow. And in proportion to her endeavors to make
those around her happy, she will be esteemed and loved.
She will secure by her excellence that interest and regard
which she might formerly claim as the privilege of her
sex, and will really merit the deference which was then
conceded to her as a matter of course. . . .

Perhaps one of the first secrets of her influence is
adaptation to the tastes, and sympathy in the feelings, of
those around her. This holds true in lesser as well as in
graver points. It is in the former, indeed, that the absence
of interest in a companion is frequently most disappoint-
ing. Where want of congeniality impairs domestic com-
fort, the fault is generally chargeable on the female side.
It is for woman, not for man, to make the sacrifice, espe-
cially in indifferent matters. She must, in a certain degree,
be plastic herself if she would mould others. . . .

To be useful, a woman must have feeling. It is this
which suggests the thousand nameless amenities which
fix her empire in the heart, and render her so agreeable,
and almost so necessary, that she imperceptibly rises in
the domestic circle, and becomes at once its cement and
its charm.

S~

Nothing is so likely to conciliate the affections of the
other sex as a feeling that woman looks to them for sup-
port and guidance. In proportion as men are themselves
superior, they are accessible to this appeal. On the con-
trary, they never feel interested in one who seems disposed
rather to offer than to ask assistance. There is, indeed,
something unfeminine in independence. It is contrary to
nature, and therefore it offends. We do not like to see a
woman affecting tremors, but still less do we like to see
her acting the amazon. A really sensible woman feels her
dependence. She does what she can; but she is conscious
of inferiority, and therefore grateful for support. She
knows that she is the weaker vessel, and that as such
she should receive honor. In this view, her weakness is an
attraction, not a blemish.

In every thing, therefore, that women attempt, they
should show their consciousness of dependence. If they are
learners, let them evince a teachable spirit; if they give an
opinion, let them do it in an unassuming manner There is
something so unpleasant in female self-sufficiency that it
not unfrequently deters instead of persuading, and prevents
the adoption of advice which the judgment even approves.




within its scope. A succession of strongly-marked varia-
tions of a similar nature is by no means requisite; slight
fluctuating differences in the individual suffice for the
work of natural selection. . . .

[Mlan with all his noble qualities, with sympathy
which feels for the most debased, with benevolence
which extends not only to other men but to the humblest
living creature, with his god-like intellect which has pen-
etrated into the movements and constitution of the solar
system—with all these exalted powers—Man still bears
in his bodily frame the indelible stamp of his lowly origin.

Social Statics: Liberalism
and Social Darwinism

Herbert Spencer

The works of Herbert Spencer (1820~1903) epitomize the
assertive liberal philosophy favored by successful mid-
nineteenth-century industrialists. This was a period in which
capitalism was relatively unrestrained and social legislation
was only in its infancy. It was also the beginning of thinking
from a biological and evolutionary perspective, as best evi-
denced by the publication of Charles Darwin’s Origin of
Species in 1859. Spencer reflected all this in his massive writ-
ings. He rose from being a railroad engineer to become editor
of the London Economist—which espoused the views of in-
dustrial capitalism—and an independent author. Always a
supporter of laissez-faire, he was best known for his advocacy
of social evolution and acceptance of Darwinian ideas applied
to society (Social Darwinism). Modern scholars consider him
a founder of sociology. The following is an excerpt from
Social Statics first published in 1851.

CONSIDER: Why Spencer’s views would be so appealing to
the industrial middle class; on what grounds certain groups
might oppose these views; the social policies that would flow
from these ideas; ways these views reflect Darwin’s ideas.

Pervading all Nature we may see at work a stern disci-
pline which is a little cruel that it may be very kind. . ..
It seems hard that an unskillfulness which with all his
efforts he cannot overcome, should entail hunger upon
the artizan. It seems hard that a labourer incapacitated
by sickness from competing with his stronger fellows,
should have to bear the resulting privations. It seems
hard that widows and orphans should be left to struggle
for life or death. Nevertheless, when regarded not sepa-
rately but in connexion with the interests of universal
humanity, these harsh fatalities are seen to be full of
beneficence—the same beneficence which brines o

Source: Herbert Spencer, Social Statics (New York: D. Appleton and Co.,
1896), pp. 149-151.
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early graves the children of diseased parents, and singles
out the intemperate and the debilitated as the victims of
an epidemic.

There are many very amiable people who have not the
nerve to look this matter fairly in the face. Disabled as
they are by their sympathies with ptesent suffering, from
duly regarding ultimate consequences, they pursue a
course which is injudicious, and in the end even cruel.
We do not consider it true kindness in a mother to grat-
ify her child with sweetmeats that are likely to make it ill.
We should think it a very foolish sort of benevolence
which led a surgeon to let his patient’s disease progress to
a fatal issue, rather than inflict pain by an operation. Sim-
ilarly, we must call those spurious philanthropists who, to
prevent present misery, would entail greater misery on fu-
ture generations. That rigorous necessity which, when al-
lowed to operate, becomes so sharp a spur to the lazy and
so strong a bridle to the random, these paupers’ friends
would repeal, because of the wailings it here and there
produces. Blind to the fact that under the natural order
of things society is constantly excreting its unhealthy,
imbecile, slow, vacillating, faithless members, these un-
thinking, though well-meaning, men advocate an inter-
ference which not only stops the purifying process, but
even increases the vitiation—absolutely encourages the
multiplication of the reckless and incompetent by offer-
ing them an unfailing provision, and discourages the mul-
tiplication of the competent and provident by heightening
the difficulty of maintaining a family. And thus, in their
eagerness to prevent the salutary sufferings that surround
us, these sigh-wise and groan-foolish people bequeath to
posterity a continually increasing curse.

On Liberty
John Stuart Mill

During the second half of the nineteenth century, liberalism in
theory and practice started to change. In general, it became
less wedded to laissez-faire policies and less optimistic than
it was during the first half of the nineteenth century. This
change is reflected in the thought of John Stuart Mill
(1806-1873). He was the most influential British thinker of
the mid-nineteenth century and probably the leading liberal
theorist of the period. When he was young he favored the early
liberalism of his father, James Mill, a well-known philosopher,
and Jeremy Bentham, the author of utilitarianism. Over time
he perceived difficulties with this early liberalism and new
dangers. He modified his liberal ideas, a change that would
later be reflected in liberal political policies of the late

Source: John Stuart Mill, Utilitarianism, Liberty, and Representative
Government {London: J. M. Dent and Sons Ltd., Everyman Library,
1910), pp. 66-68.




into the details of life, and enslaving the soul itself. Pro-
tection, therefore, against the tyranny of the magistrate is
not enough: there needs protection also against the
tyranny of the prevailing opinion and feeling; against the
tendency of society to impose, by other means than civil
penalties, its own ideas and practices as rules of conduct
on those who dissent from them; to fetter the develop-
ment,-and, if possible, prevent the formation, of any indi-
viduality not in harmony with its ways, and compel all
characters to fashion themselves upon the model of its
own. There is a limit to the legitimate interference of col-
lective opinion with individual independence: and to
find that limit, and maintain it against encroachment, is
as indispensable to a good condition of human affairs, as
protection against political despotism.

Women as Chemists [Pharmacists] .

Our Sisters

Most occupations were defined as inappropriate for middle-
class women. What few occupations were appropriate were
often explained to middle-class women in “how to” guides that
appeared in books and women’s magazines, often written by
women. The following is an excerpt from “What to Do with
Our Daughters, or Remunerative Employment of Women—
Women as Chemists [Pharmacists],” an 1897 article pub-
lished in Our Sisters, a popular magazine addressed to
middle-class women.

CONSIDER: What makes pharmacy appropriate for women;
what kinds of activities are inappropriate for women as phar-
macists and women in general.

The Pharmaceutical Society, in opening up its ranks to
women, has provided them with an eminently suitable
calling. There is no lack of persons of both sexes who still
loudly proclaim that a woman doctor is a thing unsexed.
These persons could scarcely bring their arguments to
bear against Pharmacy, and maintain that there is any-
thing essentially unfeminine in the making up of drugs
and pills. The calling of a chemist does not necessitate
the possession on the part of a woman of all those facul-
ties and qualities generally summed up as “strong-
mindedness.” In the peaceful seclusion of a drug shop, a
woman chemist, unlike a doctor or a nurse, is not
brought face to face with those stern realities: disease,
pain, deformity, death. True, she works in with the doctor
and the nurse, and her share in the healing of the sick is

Source: “What to Do with Our Daughters, or Remunerative Employment
of Women—Women as Chemists,” Our Sisters, February 1897, =
Pp. 85-86, in Eleanor S. Riemer and John C. Fout, eds., Europe~
Women: A Documentary History, 1789~1945 (New York: Schoc
Books, 1980), p. 45.

Culture, Thought, and Society: 1850-1914 -~ 193

responsible enough; but for all that, her life work
involves no such wear and tear, no such physical and
mental strain, no such constant demands upon her en-
durance, patience, and staying power Should her
services be required for an operation to which some
chemists devote attention, namely, tooth drawing, and
should she not feel equal to the occasion, she need only
refer the sufferer from toothache either to a dentist or a
male colleague around the corner!

The Communist Manifesto

Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels

Although initially only one of many radical doctrines, Marx-
ism proved to be the most dynamic and influential challenge to
industrial capitalism and middle-class civilization in general.
Its most succinct and popular statement is contained in the
Communist Manifesto, written by Karl Marx (1818-1883)
and Friedrich Engels (1820-1895) and first published in
1848. Karl Marx was born in Germany, studied history and
philosophy, and entered a career as a jowrnalist, writer, and
revolutionary. For most of his life he lived in exile in London.
His collaborator, Friedrich Engels, was also born in Germany
and lived in England, but there he helped manage his family’s
cotton business in Manchester. Their doctrines directly at-
tacked the middle class and industrial capitalism, presenting
communism as a philosophically, historically, and scientifi-
cally justified alternative that would inevitably replace capi-
talism. They saw themselves as revolutionary leaders of the
growing proletariat (the working class). The following is a
selection from the Communist Manifesto.

CONSIDER: The appeal of the ideas presented here; the con-
crete policies advocated by Marx and Engels; the historical
and intellectual trends reflected in the Manifesto.

A specter is haunting Europe—the specter of Commu-
nism. All the powers of old Europe have entered into a
holy alliance to exorcise this specter; Pope and Czar,
Metternich and Guizot, French radicals and German
police spies.

Where is the party in opposition that has not been
decried as Communistic by its opponents in power?
Where the opposition that has not hurled back the
branding reproach of Communism, against the more
advanced opposition parties, as well as against its
reactionary adversaries?

Two things result from this fact.

I. Communism is already acknowledged by all Euro-
pean powers to be in itself a power.

Source: Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, Manifesto of the Communist
. arty, 2nd ed. (New York: National Executive Committee of the Socialist
Labor Party, 1898}, pp. 30-32, 4143, 60.




9. Combination of agriculture with manufacturing in-
dustries: gradual abolition of the distinction between
town and country, by a more equable distribution of
the population over the country.

10. Free education for all children in public schools.
Abolition of children’s factory labor in its present
form. Combination of education with industrial pro—
ductlon, etc., etc.

When, in the course of development, class distinc-
tions have disappeared and all production has been
concentrated in the hands of a vast association of the
whole nation, the public power will lose its political
character. Political power, properly so called, is merely
the organized power of one class for oppressing an-
other. If the proletariat during its contest with the
bourgeoisie is compelled, by the force of circumstances,
to organize itself as a class, if, by means of a revolution,
it makes itself the ruling class, and, as such, sweeps
away by force the old conditions of production, then it
will, along with these conditions, have swept away the
conditions for the existence of class antagonisms, and
of classes generally, and will thereby have abolished its
own supremacy as a class.

In place of the old bourgeois society with its classes
and class antagonisms we shall have an association in
which the free development of each is the condition for
the free development of all:

Socialist Women: Becoming
a Socialist
Anna Maier

Between 1850 and 1914 numerous working-class women
joined unions and various working-class political organiza-
tions. As socialism became more popular in the last decades of
the nineteenth century, more and more working-class women
were attracted to socialist organizations. At first, most social-
ist leaders took little account of the specific needs of women
workers, but over time more attention was paid to women’s is-
sues and women gained leadership roles within socialist or-
ganizations. In the following selection Anna Maier describes
how she became a socialist by joining the Social Democrats in
Austria during the 1890s.

CONSIDER: What experiences led Anna Maier to become a
socialist; the consequences of her becoming a socialist.

Source: Adelheid Popp, ed., A Commemorative Book: Twenty Years of
the Austrian Women Workers’ Movement (Vienna, 1912), pp. 107-109,
in Eleanor S. Riemer and John C. Fout, eds., European Women: A
Documentary History, 1789~1945 (New York: Schocken Books, 1980).
pp. 94-95.
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When I turned thirteen my mother took me by the hand
and we went to see the manager of a tobacco factory to
get me a job. The manager refused to hire me but my
mother begged him to change his mind, since she
explained, my father had died. I was hired. When I was
getting ready to go to work the next day, my mother told
me that [ was to keep quiet and do what I was told. That
was easier said than done. The treatment you received in
this factory was really brutal. Young girls were often
abused or even beaten by the older women. I rebelled
strongly against that. I tried anything that might help im-
prove things for me. As a child I was very pious and used
to listen enthusiastically to the priests telling stories from
the Bible. So, when things were going badly for me [at
work], I would go to church on Sundays where I prayed
so intently that [ saw or heard nothing going on around
me. When I went back to work on Monday, things were
not any better and sometimes they were worse. [ asked
myself: Can there be a higher power that rewards good
and punishes evil? I said to myself, no, that cannot be.

Several years went by. The Women Workers’ Newspaper
[Arbeiterinnen-Zeitung] began to appear and a few issues -
were smuggled into the factory by one of the older
women. The more 1 was warned to stay away from this
woman, the more I went to her to ask her if she would
lend me a copy of the newspaper since I didn’t have
enough money to buy my own. At that time work hours
were very long and the pay was very low. When my friend
lent me a copy of the newspaper, | had to keep it hidden
and I couldn’t even let my mother see it if I took it home.
I came to understand many things, my circle of acquain-
tances grew and when a political organization was
founded in Stemnberg, the workers were urged to join—
only the men, the women were left out. A party repre-
sentative came to us since [ was already married by then.
When he came by for the third time I asked him if I
wasn't mature enough to become a member of the orga-
nization. He was embarrassed but replied: “When do you
want to?” So I joined and I am a member of the party to
this day.

I attended all the meetings, took part in all the
demonstrations and it was not long before I was pun-
ished by the manager of the factory. I was taken off a
good job and put in a poorer one just because I had be-
come a Social Democrat. Nothing stopped me though;
I said to myself, if this official is against it, out of fear to
be sure, then it can’t be all bad. When the tobacco
workers’ union was founded in November 1899, I
joined and we had some big battles before we were able
to make progress. Through these two organizations I
have matured into a class-conscious fighter and I am
now trying to win over mothers to the cause so that fu-
ture children of the proletariat will have a happier
youth than I had.
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extension of democracy and the democratisation of gov-
ernment than by an advance towards the democratisa-
tion of government policies and of the political context
in which governments operated. It is these facts which
account for the collapse of liberalism—for its exhaustion
in more democratic countries as well as for its frustration
in less democratic circumstances and its distortion in sit-
uations that were in between.

In the advanced countries of western Europe during
the 1870’s, when liberalism was at its zenith in its Eu-
ropean home, liberal governments, abandoning the lib-
eral opposition to the power of the state and seeing the
state as the most effective means of securing the liberal
conception of freedom in changed circumstances, ac-
cepted the early steps towards the inevitable extension
of the functions of government and the use of unprece-
dented state compulsion on individuals for social
ends—embracing the notion of state education, legal-
ising trade unions, justifying public health measures,
adopting even insurance and factory legislation. No
governments in such countries, whatever their political
complexion, could, indeed, have opposed such devel-
opments. From the end of the 1870’s, however, they
were overrun and overturned in those countries by the
further progress of those twin forces, the masses and
the modern state. Every advance in the role of the
state, every new aspect of the social problem, every
recognition of the emergence of the masses, every new
turn of policy—whether towards protectionism and im-
perialism or towards social regulation and the exten-
sion of the franchise—conflicted with the liberal belief
in freedom of contract and of enterprise, in free trade,
in individual liberty, in public economy, in the mini-
mum of government interference. Liberalism’s great
contribution, the constitutional state, and its guiding
principles, the freedom of the individual, legal equality
and conflict with the Church, were—to the varying ex-
tents that they had been already established in these
states—taken over by more empirical and conservative
politicians. Liberalism became more doctrinaire and
more narrowly associated with urban and big business
interests—even while industrial organisation itself,
with the movement from personal to corporate control,
was deserting it. The liberal parties split into moderate
(national, social or imperialist) and radical wings on
these current issues and lost office. Liberal rule or its
equivalent ended in Great Britain in 1885, in Germany
in 1878, in Austria and the Netherlands in 1879, in
Sweden in 1880, in Belgium in 1884, in France in 1885.
In Italy under Depretis and Crispi and in some states
beyond western Europe liberal parties remained in
power. But, liberal only in name, they embraced pro-
tectionism and imperialism, undertook social regula-
tion and retained of the old liberal creed only oppositior
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to the extension of the franchise and to the pretensions
of the Church. In these states, as in even more author-
itarian countries, authentic liberalism remained a rele-
vant if a weakened basis for opposition to established
authority. But even in that role, and even when it was
not proscribed by the increased possibilities of repres-
sion, it was doomed to frustration by the growth of the
need for social regulation and strong government and
by the demand for those things by the mass of the

population.

The Unfinished Revolution:
Marxism Interpreted

Adam B. Ulam

Critical analyses of Marx and Marxism abound and from al-
most all points of view. From the historian’s perspective, one of
the most useful ways to approach Marx and Marxism is to
place both in their historical context. This is done in the fol-
lowing excerpt from The Unfinished Revolution by Adam
Ulam, a professor of government at Harvard who has written
extensively on the history of Marxism and the Soviet Union.
Here he attempts to explain aspects of both the content and
the appeal of Marxism by pointing to intellectual traditions
affecting Marx and social redlities conditioning those who
accepted it.

CONSIDER: Why Marxism is most appealing during the
early period of industrialization; how Ulam would explain
the apparent failure of Marxism to take hold in twentieth-
century nations such as the United States; what Ulam
means when he calls Marx a child of rationalistic optimism;
how a more pro-Marxist scholar might respond to this
interpretation.

Here, then, is a theory attuned even more closely than
other parts of Marxism to the facts and feelings of an
early period of industrialization. The class struggle is
the salt of Marxism, its most operative revolutionary
part. As a historical and psychological concept, it ex-
presses a gross oversimplification, but it is the oversim-
plification of a genius. The formula of the class struggle
seizes the essence of the mood of a great historical
moment—a revolution in basic economy—and gener-
alizes it into a historical law. It extracts the grievances
of groups of politically conscious workers in Western
Europe, then a very small part of the whole proletariat,
and sees in it the portent and meaning of the awaken-
ing of the whole working class everywhere. The first re-
action of the worker to industrialization, his feelings of

Source: Adam B. Ulam, The Unfinished Revolution (New York: Random
House, Inc., 1960), pp. 42-44. Reprinted by permission of the author.




grievance and impotence before the machine, his em-
ployer, and the state which stands behind the employer,
are assumed by Marx to be typical of the general reac-
tions of the worker to industrialization. What does
change in the process of the development of industry is
that the worker’s feeling of impotence gives way to
class consciousness, which in turn leads him to class
struggle and socialism. Marx’s worker is the historical
worker, but he is the historical worker of a specific pe-
riod of industrial and political development.

Even in interpreting the psychology of the worker of
the transitional period, Marx exhibited a rationalistic
bias. The worker’s opposition to the capitalist order is a
total opposition to its laws, its factories, and its govern-
ment. But this revolutionary consciousness of the
worker is to take him next to Marxist socialism, where
he will accept the factory system and the state, the only
difference being the abolition of capitalism. Why
shouldn’t the revolutionary protest of the worker flow
into other channels: into rejection of industrialism as
well as capitalism, into rejection of the socialist as well
as the capitalist state? It is here that Marx is most defi-
nitely the child of his age, the child of rationalistic opti-
mism: the workers will undoubtedly translate their
anarchistic protests and grievances into a sophisticated
philosophy of history. They will undoubtedly realize
that the forces of industrialism and modern life, which
strip them of property, status, and economic security,
are in themselves benevolent in their ultimate effects
and that it is only capitalism and the capitalists which
make them into instruments of oppression. The chains
felt by the proletariat are the chains of the industrial
system. The chains Marx urges them to throw off are
those of capitalism. Will the workers understand the
difference? And if they do, will they still feel that in de-
stroying capitalism they have a “world to win”?

Understanding Nineteenth-Century
Industrialization and Urban Life
C. A. Bayly

Efforts to understand industrialization and the expansion of
urban life during the nineteenth century have long preoccu-
pied historians. As C. A. Bayly argues in the following selec-
tion, contemporary intellectuals, politicians, social thinkers,
and artists were also concerned with these topics.

CONSIDER: The ways historians’ ideas about industrializa-
tion might be changing; how industrialization and city life af-
fected politics.

Source: C. A. Bayly, The Birth of the Modern World, 1780-1914 (Oxford:
Blackwell Publishing, 2004), p. 198. A
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The nineteenth-century intelligentsia regarded indus-
trialization and the expansion of urban life as the most
important features of their age. They were both right
and wrong. Historians have demonstrated that industri-
alization came relatively late in the century, was often
rural, and that its effects, though powerful, were quite
patchy even as late as 1914. The idea that industrializa-
tion gave rise to a large, homogeneous, self-conscious
working class is also now difficult to sustain. Yet the
contemporary intellectuals were right in the sense that,
as political, social, and even artistic symbols, the idea of
the working class and the modern city had been in-
vested with great power by the end of the century.
Politicians of the right and left alike acted with an eye
to encouraging or placating what they believed to be a
growing and powerful working class. Most social
thinkers and artists were equally preoccupied with the
life of the modern city, whether they feared the moral
and aesthetic corruption which it spawned or cele-
brated the liberation and equality which it offered.

Even if industrial ¢apitalists and a stock-owning mid-
dle class had not been able to grasp unchallenged polit-
ical power before 1900, industrialization and the poli-
tics of cities had registered powerful effects from at least
the mid-century. In the 1850s, European rulers took a
more active role in sponsoring railways, telegraphs, the
development of war industries, and the planning of
cities. Even that modestly inclined state, the US federal
government, flexed its muscles here. Japanese and Chi-
nese authorities soon followed suit. These interventions
gave the nationalism and empire building of the late
nineteenth century a broader scope and a harder, more
aggressive edge.

European Women

Eleanor S. Riemer and John C. Fout

In recent years many historians have pointed out the limita-
tions facing middle-class women between 1850 and 1914. As
investigations into women'’s history have multiplied and deep-
ened, new interpretations have been made. In the following
selection the historians Eleanor S. Riemer and John C. Fout
argue that middle-class women during this period increasingly
questioned their roles and often expanded their activities into
new, important areas.

CONSIDER: How middle-class women’s maternal and
housewifely roles were justified; ways in which middle-class

Source: From European Women: A Documentary History, 1789-1945,
edited by Eleanor S. Riemer and John C. Fout. Copyright © 1980 by
Schocken Books, Inc. Reprinted by permission of Schocken Books,
published by Pantheon Books, a division of Random House, Inc.
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women expanded their roles; how middle-class women's new
roles affected their attitudes.

Middle-class women, too, faced new situations and chal-
lenges in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. Al-
though some lower-middle-class women continued to
work alongside their shopkeeper husbands as they had in
the past, most married middle-class women did not, and
never expected to have to work for wages. Their lives
were centered on caring for their children and homes.
But most middle-class women did not lead leisured exis-
tences. Indeed, they found that the demands on their
time and energy increased as modernization progressed,
and middle-class families’ standards for cleanliness, food
preparation, and physical comfort were upgraded.

Middle-class women’s maternal and housewifely roles
were justified in the nineteenth century by a twofold con-
ception of women’s nature and capabilities. On the one
hand, women were considered passive creatures who
were physically and intellectually inferior to men. Thus,
women needed protection and direction from their fa-
thers and husbands. On the other hand, women, because
they were nonaggressive and sexually passive and were
removed from the contamination of the competitive
workaday world, were deemed morally superior to men
and were to be respected for that. A woman’s unique ca-
pability and greatest responsibility in life was caring for
the moral and spiritual needs of her family.

The contradictions within this ideal and women’s at-
tempts to reconcile or dispel them are recurring and ma-
jor themes in the documents. From the middle of the
nineteenth century large numbers of middle-class
women consciously and methodically expanded their
maternal and moral roles—and thus their sphere of
competence—outside their homes to society at large.
One way they accomplished this was by transforming
middle-and upper-class women’s traditional, and often
haphazard, charitable work into organized movements

for social reform. These women became increasingly in-
terested in the problems of poor women and children.
They believed they understood and shared many of the
concerns of working-class mothers and considered these
women and their children the primary victims of the eco-
nomic and social dislocations caused by urbanization and
the new industrial order.

Through their social welfare and reform work, middle-
class women gained a sense of both their own compe-
tence and their limitations in a world controlled by men.
Many also realized that although women of their class ex-
pected to be dependent wives, economic and social real-
ities were such that there was no guarantee women
would be supported by men throughout their lives. Many
came to believe that their own limited educations and
the restrictions placed on them by the law and the ideals
of ladylike conduct left women ill-equipped for the roles
they might have to—or want to—play in life. Thus, the
reform of society and reforms for women became closely
identified and often were confronted simultaneously by
organized women all over Europe.

2=~ CHAPTER QUESTIONS

1. Give support for the argument that the nineteenth
century was above all a middle-class century.

2. What common elements are there among the vari-
ous criticisms of the middle class, its ideas, and its
lifestyle?

3. How would you explain the rise of Marxist and so-
cialist ideas and movements during the second half
of the nineteenth century?

4. Contrast the ways in which the social, cultural, and
economic changes of the period affected men and
womern.




Henrik Ibsen’s A Doll’s House, 1879

The Norwegian playwright Henrik Ibsen (1828-1906) wrote plays that attemipted 1o provide
audiences with realistic depictions of life in late-nineteenth-century Europe. Aany of his works,
particularly his later plays, challenged social and cultural norms. For example, in his most famous
work, A Doll’'s House (1879), Ibsen portrayed the plight of on ordinary middle-class wife cought
in an emationally empty marrioge. As you read the excerpt from the play included belove, ask your-
self how a nineteenth-century audience might hove responded to Ibsen’s story of social repression.

Act 1)

Helmer (standing at the open door). Yes, do. Try and calm yourself, and make your mind
easy again, my frightened little singing-bird. Be at rest, and feel secure; | have broad wings
co shelter you under. (Walks up and down by the door.) How warm and cosy our home
is, Nora. Here is shelter for you; here | will protect you like a hunted dove that | have
saved from a hawic’s claws; | will bring peace to your poor beating heart. It will come, little
by litde, Nora, believe me. Tomorrow morning you will loolk upon it all quite differently;
soon everything will be just as it was before. Very scon you won't need me to assure you
that | have forgiven you; you will yourself feel the certainty that | have done so. Can you
suppose | should ever think of such a thing as repudiating you, or even reproaching you!?
You have no idea what a true man's heart is like, Nora. There is something so indescrib-
ably sweet and satisfying, to a man, in the knowledge that he has forgiven his wife— for-
given her freely, and with all his heart. It seems as if that had made her, as it were, doubly
his own; he has given her a new life, so to speak; and she is in a way become both wife and
child to him. So you shall be for me after this, my little scared, helpless darling. Have no
anxiety about anything, Nora; only be frank and open with me, and | will serve as will and
conscience both to you—What is this? Not gone to bed? Have you changed your things?

Nora (in everyday dress). Yes, Torvald, | have changed my things now.
Helmer. But what for!—so late as this.

Nora. | shall not sleep tonight.

Helmer. But, my dear Nora—

Nora {(looking at her watch). It is not so very late. Sit down here, Torvald. You and | have
much to say to one another. (She sits down at one side of the table.)

Heimer. Nora—what is this’—this cold, set face?
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Nora. Sit down. It will take some time; | have a lot to talk over with you.

Helmer (sits down at the opposite side of the table). You alarm me, Noral—and | don't

understand you.

Nora. No, that is just it, You don't understand me, and | have never understood you
either—before tonight. No, you mustn’t interrupt me. You must simply listen to what |
say. Torvald, this is a settling of accounts.

Helmer. What do you mean by that?

Nora (after a short silence). Isn't there one thing that strikes you as strange in our sitting
here lilce this?

Helmer. What is that?

Nora. We have been married now eight years. Does it not occur to you that this is the
first time we two, you and |, husband and wife, have had a serious conversation?

Helmer. What do you mean by serious?

Nora. In all these eight years—longer than that—from the very beginning of our acquain-
tance, we have never exchanged a word on any serious subject.

Helmer. Was it likely that | would be continually and forever telling you about worries
that you could not help me to bear?

Nora. [ am not speaking about business matters, | say that we have never sat down in ear-
nest together to try and get at the bottom of anything.

Helmer. But, dearest Nora, would it have been any good to you!?

Nora. That is just it; you have never understood me. | have been greatly wronged,
Torvald—first by papa and then by you.

Helmer. What! By us two—by us two, who have loved you better than anyone efse in the

waorld?

Nora {shaking her head). You have never loved me. You have only thought it pleasant to

be in love with me.
Helmer. Nora, what do | hear you saying?

Nora. It is perfectly true, Torvald. When | was at home with papa, he told me his opinion
abour everything. and sa | had the same opinions: and if t differed from him | concealed



the fact, because he would not have liked it. He called me his doll-child, and he played
with me just as | used to play with my dolls. And when | came to live with you-—-
~i

Helmer. What sort of an expression is that to use about our marriage) Nora (undis-
turbed). | mean that | was simply transferred from papa’s hands into yours. You arranged
everything according to your own taste, and so | got the same tastes as you—or else |
pretended to, | am really not quite sure which—I think sometimes the one and some-
times the other. YWhen  look back on it, it seenis to me as if | had been living here like a
poor woman-—ijust from hand to mouth. | have existed merely to perform tricks for you,
Torvald. But you would have it so. You and papa have committed a great sin againse me,
it is your fault that | have made nothing of my life.

Helmer. How unreasonable and how ungrateful you are, Nora! Have you not been happy
here?

Nora. No, | have never been happy. | thought | was, but it has never reaily been so.
Helmer. Not—not happy!

Nora. No, only merry. And you have always been so kind to me. But our home has been
nothing but a playroom. | have been your doll-wife, just as at home | was papa's doli-child;
and here the children have been my dolls. | thought it great fun when you played with me,
just as they thought it great fun when | played with them. That is what our marriage has
been, Torvald.

Helmer. There is some truth in what you say-——exaggerated and strained as your view of
it is. But for the future it shall be different. Playtime shall be over, and lesson-time shall

begin.

Nora. Whose lessons? Mine, or the children’s!

Helmer. Both yours and the children’s, my darling Nora.

Nora, Alas, Torvald, you are not the man to educate me into being a proper wife for you.
Helmer. And you can say that!

Nora. And l—how am | fitted to bring up the children?

Helmer. Noral!

Nora. Didn't you say so yourself a little while ago—that you dare not wrust me to bring

chem up?
LR A



Helmer. In a moment of anger! Why do you pay any heed to that!

Nora. Indeed, you were perfectly right. | am not fit for the task. There is another task |
must undertake first. | must try and educate myself—you are not the man to help me in
that. | must do that for myself. And that is why | am going to leave you now,

Helmer (springing up). What do you say?

Nora. | must stand quite alone, if | am to understand myself and everything about me. It is
for that reason that | cannot remain with you any longer.

Helmer. Nora, Nora!

Nora, | am going away from here now, at once. | am sure Christine will take me in for the

night—
Helmer. You are out of your mind! | won't allow it! | forbid you!

Nora. It is no use forbidding me anything any longer. | will take with me what belongs to
myself. | will take nothing from you, either now or later.

Helmer. What sort of madness is this!

Nora. Tomorrow | shall go home—I mean to my old home. It will be easiest for me to find
something to do there.

Helmer. You blind, foolish woman!
Nora. | must try and get some sense, Torvald.

Helmer. To desert your home, your husband and your children! And you don't consider

what people will say!

Nora. | cannot consider thét at all. | only know that it is necessary for me.
Helmer. It's shocking. This is how you would neglect your most sacred duties.
Nora. What do you consider my most sacred duties?

Helmer. Do I need to tell you that! Are they not your duties to your husband and your
children?

Nora. | have other duties just as sacred.

i



Helmer, That you have not. What duties could those be!?
Nora. Duties to myself.
Helmer. Before all else, you are a wife and mother.

Nora. | don't believe that any longer. | believe that before all else | am a reasonable human
being, just as you are—or, at all events, that | must try and become one. | know quite
well, Torvald, that most people would think you right, and that views of that kind are to
be found in books; but | can no longer content myself with what most people say, or with
what is found in books. | must think over things for myself and get to understand them.

Helmer. Can you not understand your place in your own home? Have you not a reliable
guide in such matters as that’—have you no religion?

Nora. [ am afraid, Torvald, | do not exactly know what religion is.
Helmer. What are you saying?

Nora. | know nothing but what the clergyman said, when | went to be confirmed. He told
us that religion was this, and that, and the other. When | am away from all this, and am
alone, | will look into that matter too. | will see if what the clergyman said is true, or at all

events if it is true for me.

Helmer. This is unheard of in a girl of your age! But if religion cannot lead you aright, let
answer

me try and awaken your conscience. | suppose you have some moral sense! Or
me-—am | to think you have none!

Nora. I assure you, Torvald, that is not an easy question ta answer. | really don't know.
The thing perplexes me altogether. | only know that you and | look at it in quite a differ-
ent light.  amn Jearning, too, that the law is quite another thing from what | supposed; but
I find it impossible to convince myself that the law is right. According to it a woman has
no right to spare her old dying father, or to save her husband's life. | can't believe that.

Helmer. You talk like a child. You don't understand the conditions of the world in which

you live.

Nora. No, | don't. But now | am going to try. | am going to see il | can make out who is
right, the world or L.

Helmer. You are ill, Nora; you are delirious; | almost think you are out of your mind.

Nora. I have never felt my mind so clear and certain as tonight.
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Questions

I. How did Torvald Helmer embody traditional ideas about women and

marriage!

2. Why did Nora Helmer find it so difficulc to get her husband to take her

seriously?

3. What sense, if any, was Torvald able to make of Nora's behavior?
What comment might Ibsen have been making about the limits of men’s
understanding of women in the late nineteenth century?
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