(1723-1790) and his landmark treatise, An Inquiry into the
Natwre an®Causes of the Wealth of Nations (1776). Smith
disagreed Wh the physiocrats on the value ol agricul-
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that made markets efficient

The Wealth of Nations s 30
historical detail, the diffejfnt stages of Yonomic develop-
ment. how the invisible hihd actually wo od, and the ben-
eficial aspects of compgition. Its perspective owed much
to Newton and to the jJhlightenment’s idealization of both
nature and human fture. Smith thought of himself as
the champion of libgty against state-sponsored economic
privilege and mono lies. And he became the most influ-
ential of the new eighteenth-century economic thinkers. In
the following century, his work and his followers became
the target of reformers and critics who had less faith in the
power of markets to generate wealth and prosperity for all.

nore technical and

\_DEMPIRE AND ENLIGHTENMENT

The colonial world loomed large in Enlightenment think-

Enlightenment thinkers saw the Americas as an
uncorrupted territory where humanity’s natural simplicity
was expressed in the lives of native peoples. In compari-
son, Europe and Europeans appeared decadent or corrupt.
European colonial activities—especially the slave trade—
raised pressing issues about humanitarianism, individ-
ual rights, and natural law. The effects of colonialism on

¢ were a central Enlightenment theme.
Nations that the “discovery

ing. Many

Europ
Smith wrote in The Wealth of

of America, and that of a passage (o the East Indies by the
Cape of Good Hope are the two greatest and most impor-
tant events recorded in the history of mankind.” At roughly
the same moment, a French writer, the abbé Guillaume
Thomas Francois Raynal published the massive Philosophical
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Raynal asked wheth

and India.
er colonization had made hUmanny
happier, more peaceful, or better. The question was fully i,
the spirit of the Enlightenment. So was Lbe answer: Rayng|
believed that industry and trade brought improvement ang
gress. Like other Enlightenment writers, however, ke
hors considered natural simplicity an antidore
civilized culture. They sought out
and idealized what they considered examples of “natural”
humanity, many of them in the New World. What Europeans
considered savage life might be “a hundred times prefer-
able to that of societies corrupted by despotism,” and they
Jamented the loss of humanity’s “natural liberty.” They con-
demned the tactics of the Spanish in Mexico and Peru, of the
1 Brazil, and of the British in North America. In
d. Europeans found themselves
raged them to
tion, after the

pro
and his coaul
to the corruptions of

Portuguese i
the New World, they argue
with virtually unlimited power, which encou

be arrogant, cruel, and despotic. In a later edi
outbreak of the American Revolution, the book went even
further, drawing parallels between exploitation in the colo-
nial world and inequality at home: “We are mad in the way
we act with our colonies, and inhuman and mad in our con-
duct toward our peasants,” asserted one author.

Such critiques did little, however, to check the grow-
ing importance of colonial commerce in the eighteenth
century. The wealth generated by colonial trade tied the
interests of governments and transoceanic merchants in an
increasingly tight embrace. As this colonial trade grew in
importance, no issue challenged Enlightenment thinkers as
much as the institution of slavery.

Slavery and the Atlantic World

The Atlantic slave trade (see Chapter 14) reached 1ts peak
in the eighteenth century. European slave wraders sent &
least 1 million Africans into New World slavery in the late
seventeenth century, and at least 6 million in the eighleen’h
century. Control of the slave trade became fundamenlﬂl ©
grezft-power politics in Europe during this period, a5 the
PrmSh used their dominance of the trade to their advan&®
in their long-running competition with France.




hus there is not a single
one of these hapless
souls—who, we maintain,
are but slaves—who

does not have the right

to be declared free, since he has never

B L ‘e
wer

Slavery and the Enlightenmen

enjoy those rights. Therefore, itis a clear
case of inhumanity on the part of the
judges in those free countries to which
the slave is shipped, not to free the slave
instantly by legal declaration, since he is
their brother, having a soul like theirs.

The encyclopedists made an exhaustive and deliberate effort to comment on every institution, trade, and custom in
Western culture. The project was conceived as an effort to catalog, analyze, and improve each facet of society. Writing
in an age of burgeoning maritime trade and expanding overseas empires, they could not, and did not wish to, avoid the

subject of slavery. These were their thoughts on plantation slavery, the African slaves who bore its brunt, and broader
questions of law and liberty posed by the whole system.

2. Historically, the enslavement of con-
quered peoples was an ancient and
well-established custom, approved by
civil and religious authorities. Even
some Enlightenment figures, such as
Thomas Jefferson, were slave owners.

FessssssssEsREsAseReRIREw ersasssevEssEsASTERSS

lost his freedom; since it was impossible
for him to lose it; and since neither his
ruler nor his father nor anyone else had
the right to dispose of his freedom;
consequently, the sale of his person is
null and void in and of itself: this Negro

does not divest himself, indeed cannot
' under any condition divest himself of his
natural rights; he carries them
everywhere with him, and he has the
right to demand that others allow him to

Enlightenment  thinking began with the premise
that individuals could reason for and govern themselves.
Individual moral freedom lay at the heart of what the
Enlightenment considered to be a just, stable, and harmo-
nious society. Slavery defied natural law and natural free-
dom. Montesquieu, for instance, wrote that civil law created
chains, but natural law would always break them. Nearly all
Enlightenment thinkers condemned slavery in the metaphor-
ical sense. That the “mind should break free of its chains® and
that “despotism enslaved the king’s subjects” were phrases
that echoed through much eighteenth-century writing.
Enlightenment thinkers dealt more gingerly, however,
With the actual enslavement and slave labor of Africans.
Smith condemned slavery as uneconomical. Voltaire,
quick to expose his contemporaries’ hypocrisy, wondered
Whether Europeans would look away if Europeans—rather
than Africans—were enslaved. Voltaire, however, did not

Source: From Encyclopédie, vol. 16 (1765), as
cited in David Brion Davis, The Problem of Slavery
in Western Culture (Ithaca, NY: 1966), p.416.

How did some Enlightenment philos-
ophes use universal ideas of freedom
to argue against custom in regard to
slavery and other questions?

Questions for Analysis

1. What arguments against slavery does
this Encyclopedia article present? What
“natural rights” were violated by the
practice, according to this view?

question his beliel that Africans were inferior peoples.
Montesquieu (who came from Bordeaux, one of the central
ports for the Atlantic trade) believed that slavery debased
master and slave alike. But he also argued that all soci-
eties balanced their systems of labor in accordance with
their different needs, and slave labor was one such system.
Finally, like many Enlightenment thinkers, Montesquieu
defended property rights, including those of slaveholders.
The Encyclopedia’s article on the slave trade did con-
demn the slave trade in the clearest possible terms as
a violation of self-government. Humanitarian antislav-
ery movements, which emerged in the 1760s, advanced
similar arguments. From deploring slavery to imag-
ining freedom for slaves, however, proved a very long
step, and one that few were willing to take. In the end,
the Enlightenment’s environmental determinism—the
belief that environment shaped character—provided a
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The Europeans Encounter the Peoples of the Pacific in the Eighteenth Century

------------ ..
--------------

: hen European explor-

ers set out to map the
Pacific, they brought
: A i with them artists to
SAEEeEseNeTEc paint the landscapes
and peoples they encountered. Later,
other artists produced engravings of the
original paintings and these engravings
were made available to a wider public. In
this way, even people of modest means

or only limited literacy could learn some-
thing about the different cultures and
peoples now in more regular contact
with European commerce elsewhere in
the world.

These artists documented what they
saw, but their vision was also shaped by
the ideas that they brought with them
and by the classical European styles of
portraiture and landscape painting that

they had been trained to produce. Qn
the one hand, their Images sometimes
emphasized the exotic or essentially df-
ferent quality of life in the Pacific Atthe
same time, the use of conventiond
poses in the portraiture or in the depc-
tion of human forms suggested hints of
a developing understanding of the
extent to which Europeans and people
elsewhere in the world shared essental

A. Portrait of Omai by Joshua Reynolds (c. 1774).

common means of postponing the entire issue. Slavery
corrupted its victims, destroyed their natural virtue,
and crushed their natural love of liberty. Enslaved
people, by this logic, were not ready for freedom. This
beliel explains why Warville de Brissots Society of the
Friends of Blacks could both call for abolition of the
slave trade and invite Thomas Jefferson, a slaveholder, to
join the organization. In fact, only a very few advocated
abolishing slavery, and they insisted that emancipation
be gradual. The debate about slavery demonstrated that
different currents in Enlightenment thought could lead
to very different conclusions.
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Exploration and the Pacific World

The Pacific worlq also fi
thinking, Systematica
Pacific was among the
had tremendoys Impa
explorations were als

gured prominentlyin Enlighleﬂm“”l
lly mapping new sections of ¢
crucial developments of the age a™
cton the public imagination. Tgc:‘;
: O scientific missions, sponsore

Eilolvzictihe Elnlightenment Project of expandilr)lg scien[iﬁc
Antoine fi: Bn 17.67’ ,the Erench government sent LOU”
: ougainyille (1729-1811) 1o the South pacific
ute to China, new lands suitabl¢ for
W spices for the ever-lucrative rade:



C. View of the Inside of a House in the Island of Ulietea, with the Representation ofa
Dance to the Music of the Country, engraving after Sydney Parkinson, 1773.

voyage to the Pacific in 1768 (image C).
The two artists had never visited the
South Pacific, and their image is note-
worthy for the way that the bodies of
the islanders were rendered according to
the classical styles of European art.

Questions for Analysis

1. Does the Reynolds portrait, in its
choice of posture and expression,
imply that Europeans and the peoples
of the Pacific might share essential
traits? What uses might Enlighten-
ment thinkers have made of such a

human characteristics. This ambiguity
was typical of Enlightenment political
and social thought, which sought to un-
cover universal human truths, while at
the same time remaining deeply inter-
ested and invested in exploring the dif-
ferences they observed in peoples from
various parts of the globe.

The first two images depict a Tahitian
named Omai, who came to Britain as a

crew member on a naval vessel in July
1774. Taken three days later to meet
King George lIl and Queen Charlotte at
Kew (image B), he became a celebrity in
England and had his portrait drawn by
Joshua Reynolds, a famous painter of
the period (image A). The third image is
an engraving by two Florentine artists
after a drawing by Sydney Parkinson,
who was with James Cook on his first

universalist implication?

. How might a contemporary person in

Britain have reacted to the portrait of
Omai kneeling before the king?

. Do you think image C is an accurate

representation of life in the South
Pacific? What purpose did such imagi-
nary and idyllic scenes serve for their
audience in Europe?

Bougainville found none of what he sought, but his travel
accounts—above all his fabulously lush descriptions of
the earthly paradise of Tahiti—captured the imagina-
tions of many at home. The British captain James Cook
(1728-1779), who followed Bougainville, made two Lrips
into the South Pacific (1768-1771 and 1772-1775), with
impressive results, He charted the coasts of New Zealand
and New Holland and added the New Hebrides and
Hawaii to European maps. He explored the outer limits of
the Antarctic continent, the shores of the Bering Sea, and
the Arctic Ocean. A misguided attempt to communicate
with Polynesian islanders, perhaps with the intention of

conveying them to Europe, ended in the grisly deaths of
Cook and four royal marines on Hawaii in late January
1779. Large numbers of people in Europe avidly read travel
accounts of these voyages.

The Impact of the Scientific Missions

Back in Europe, Enlightenment thinkers drew freely on
reports of scientific missions. Since they were already
committed to understanding human nature and the origins
of society and to studying the effects of the environment
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on character and culture, stories of new peoples and cul-
tures were immediately fascinating, In 1772, Diderat, one
ol many eager readers of Bougainville's accounts, published
his own reflections on the cultural significance of those
accounts, the Supplement au Voyage de Bougainville. For
Diderot, the Tahitians were the original human beings and,
unlike the inhabitants of the New World, were virtually
free of European influence. They represented humanity in
its natural state, Diderot believed, uninhibited about sexu-
ality and [ree of religious dogma. Their simplicity exposed
the hypocrisy and rigidity of overcivilized Europeans.
Such views said more about Europe and European
utopias than about indigenous cultures in the Pacific.
Enlightenment thinkers found it impossible to see other peo-
ples as anything other than primitive versions of Europeans.
Even these views, however, marked a change from former
umes. In earlier periods, Europeans had understood the
world as divided between Christendom and heathen others.
Now all peoples were seen to be part of a shared human-
ity, with cultures and beliels that reflected their own expe-
niences. In sum, during the eighteenth century a religious
understanding of Western identity was giving way to more
secular and historical explanations of human diversity.

One of the most important scientific explorers of the
period was the German scientist Alexander von Humboldt
(1769-1859). Humboldt spent five years in Spanish America,
aiming to do nothing less than assess the civilization and nat-
ural resources of the entire continent. He went equipped with
the most advanced scientific instruments Europe could pro-
vide. Humboldt, in good Enlightenment fashion, attempted
to demonstrate that climate and physical environment deter-
mined which forms of life would survive in any given region.
These investigations inspired nineteenth-century discussions
of evolutionary change. Charles Darwin referred to Humboldt
as “the greatest scientific traveler who ever lived,” and the
German scientist’s writing would inspire Darwin’s voyage to
the Galapagos Islands off the coast of Ecuador.

For some Enlightenment thinkers and rulers, scientific
reports from overseas fit into a broad inquiry about civiliza-
tion and human nature. That inquiry at times encouraged
self-criticism and at others simply shored up Europeans’
sense of their superiority. These themes reemerged during
the nineteenth century, when new empires were built and
the West's place in the world was reassessed.

The Radical Enlightenment

How revolutionary was the Enlightenment? Enlightenment
thought did undermine central tenets of eighteenth-century
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Jean-Jacques Rousseau (ro0-SOH, 1712-1778 a
sider” who quarreled with the other philosoph

their search for intellectual and political [r
introduced other strains into Enlightenment

Stes
cially what was then called “sensibility,” or 1 of ,f
ing. Rousseau’s interest in emotions led hi velop 3
more complicated portrait of human psychol N that
of most Enlightenment writers, who emphasi ason as
the most important human attribute. He was ~onsider-
ably more radical than his counterparts, one ¢! the firs; 14
talk about popular sovereignty and democrac;

Rousseau’s milestone treatise on politics. The Socidl

Contract, began with a now famous paradox: “Man was born
free, and everywhere he is in chains.” How had humans
freely forged these chains? What were the origins of gov-
ernment? Was government's authority legitimate? If not,
Rousseau asked, how could it become so?

Rousseau argued that in the state of nature all men had
been equal. (On women, men, and nature, see Competing
Viewpoints on pages 464.) Social inequality, anchored in
private property, profoundly corrupted “the social contract,”
or the formation of government. Under conditions of
inequality, governments and laws represented only the rich
and privileged. They became instruments of repression and
enslavement. Nevertheless, legitimate governments could
be formed, Rousseau argued. “The problem is to find a form
of association . . . in which each, while uniting himsell
with all, may still obey himself alone, and remain as free as
before.” Freedom did not mean the absence of restraint; it
meant that equal citizens obeyed laws they had made them-
selves. Rousseau hardly imagined any social leveling, and
by equality he meant only that no one would be “rich enough
to buy another, nor poor enough to have to sell onesell”

Rousseau’s argument about legitimate authority has
three parts. First, sovereignty belonged to the people alone
This meant sovereignty should not be divided among differ-
ent branches of government (as suggested by Montesquieu),
and it could not be usurped by a king, Second, exercising
sovereignty transformed the nation. Rousseau argued that
when individual citizens formed a “body politic,” that body
became more than just the sum of its parts. He offered what

et .




Analyzing Primary Sources

Rousseau’s Social Contract (1762)

Jean-Jacques Rousseau (1712-1778) was one of the most radical Enlightenment thinkers. In his works, he suggested that
humans needed not only a clearer understanding of natural laws but also a much closer relationship with nature itself and a

thorough reorganization of society. He believed that a sovereign society, formed by free associa

tion of equal citizens without

patrons or factions, was the clearest expression of natural law. This society would make laws and order itself by the genuinely

collective wisdom of its citizens. Rousseau sets out the definition of his sovereign society and its autho

reprinted here.

Book I, Chapter 6

Mo find a form of association that
defends and protects the person and
possessions of each associate with all the
common strength, and by means of
which each person, joining forces with
all, nevertheless obeys only himself, and
remains as free as before.” Such is the
fundamental problem to which the
social contract furnishes the solution.

Book 11, Chapter 4
What in fact is an act of sovereignty? It is

the body and each of its members, a
legitimate agreement, because it is based
upon the social contract; equitable,
because it is common to all; useful,
because it can have no other purpose
than the general good; and reliable,
because it is guaranteed by the public
force and the supreme power. As long as
the subjects are only bound by agree-
ments of this sort, they obey no one but
their own will, and to ask how far the
respective rights of the sovereign and citi-
zens extend is to ask to what point the lat-
ter can commit themselves to each other,

rity in the passages

Source: Jean-Jacques Rousseau, Rousseau’s
Political Writings, trans. Julia Conaway
Bondanella, ed. Allan Ritter and Julia Conaway
Bondanella (New York: 1988), pp: 92-103.

Questions for Analysis

1. What was the goal of political associa-
tion, according to Rousseau?

2. How did Rousseau claim to overcome
the tension between the need for
some form of social constraint and
the desire to preserve liberty?

3. What is more important for Rousseau:

notan agreement between a superior and
an inferior, but an agreement between

was to many an appealing image of a regenerated and more
powerful nation, in which citizens were bound by mutual
obligation rather than coercive laws and united in equality
rather than divided and weakened by privilege. Third, the
national community would be united by what Rousseau
called the “general will.” This term is notoriously difficult.
Rousseau proposed it as a way to understand the common
interest, which rose above particular individual demands.
The general will favored equality; that made it general, and in
principle at least equality guaranteed that citizens’ common
interests would be represented in the whole. These radical
arguments were widely cited during the French Revolution.
Rousseau was also well known for his writing on edu-
cation and moral virtue. His widely read novel Emile (1762)
tells the story of a young man who learns virtue and moral
autonomy in the school of nature rather than in the academy.
Rousseay disagreed with other philosophes’ emphasis on
Teason, insisting instead that “the first impulses of nature are
always righ;.” Children should not be forced to reason early

one towards all and all towards one.

equality or liberty?

in life. Books, which “teach us only to talk about things we
do not know,” should not be central to learning until ado-
lescence. Emile’s tutor thus walked him through the woods,
studying nature and its simple precepts, cultivating his con-
science, and above all, his sense of independence.

Such an education aimed to give men moral autonomy
and make them good citizens. Rousseau argued that women
should have very different educations. “All education of women
must be relative to men, pleasing them, being useful to them,
raising them when they are young and caring for them when
they are old, advising them, consoling them, making their lives
pleasant and agreeable; these have been the duties of women
since time began.” Women were to be useful socially as moth-
ers and wives. In Emile, Rousseau laid out just such an educa-
tion for Emile’s wife-to-be, Sophie. At times, Rousseau seemed
convinced that women “naturally” sought out such a role:
“Dependence is a natural state for women, girls feel themselves
made to obey.” At other moments he insisted that girls needed
to be disciplined and weaned from their “natural” vices.
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Rousseau and His Readers

*: T L R iohteenth-century readers=women as well
Jean-Jacques Rousseau’s writings provoked very different responses from eig!

Rousseau’s Emile

| .‘ esearches into abstract and

speculative truths, the principles
k andaxioms of sciences—in short,
everything which tends to generalize
our ideas—is not the proper province of
women; their studies should be relative
to points of practice; it belongs to them
to apply those principles which men have
discovered. . . . All the ideas of women,
which have not the immediate tendency
to points of duty, should be directed to
the study of men, and to the attainment of
those agreeable accomplishments which
have taste for their object; for as to works
of genius, they are beyond their capacity;
neither have they sufficient precision or
power of attention to succeed in sciences
which require accuracy; and as to physical

Rousseau’s conflicting views on female nature provide

as men. Many women readers loved his fiction and found his views u!mul.\rvom(’n’s (hf"'””f I-;':),‘[/,/(y»’,‘ \t/l,l(/)),i:(;:;“[fs' lhe,lr
education inspiring Other women disagreed vehemently with his con(l(‘mons. In tht’f“‘ll C‘\;“r/ 'duu‘n'ion (hou/dﬁiaus
novel Emile (1762), the author sets out his views on a woman'’s education. He argues that her ¢ ¢

with what he considers her intellectual capacity and her social role. It should ; e s e
of aman. The second selection is an admiring response to Emile[romAnnc—Loz.usc-Gmm(un’c;{ lccx;l, oriva amc/

de Staél (1766~1817), a well-known French writer and literary critic. While she acknowledged that ?ousscau ,Solug. t
to keep women from participating in political discussion, she also thought that he had gmntc’fi women a new role i
matters of emotion and domesticity. The third excerpt is from Mary Waollstonecraft, who shared may Of RO‘{?“"“ S
philosophical principles but sharply disagreed with his assertion that women and men should hfw'c different virtues and
values. She believed that women like Madame de Staél were misguided in embracing Roussea’s ideas.

knowledge, it belongs to those only who
are most active, most inquisitive, who
comprehend the greatest variety of
objects. ...

She must have the skill to incline us
to do everything which her sex will not
enable her to do herself, and which is
necessary or agreeable to her; therefore
she ought to study the mind of man
thoroughly, not the mind of man in gen-
eral, abstractedly, but the dispositions of
those men to whom she is subject either
by the laws of her country or by the
force of opinion. She should learn to
penetrate into the real sentiments from
their conversation, their actions, their
looks and gestures. She should also have
the art, by her own conversation,

also complement the education and role

actions, looks, and gestures, to commus
nicate those sentiments which are agree:
able to them without seeming to intend

about the human heart; but women:
will read the heart of men better thant
they.... Women have most wit, men have_;
most genius; women observe, men rea-
son. From the concurrence of both we
derive the clearest light and the most
perfect knowledge which the human:
mind is of itself capable of attaining:

Source: Jean-Jacques Rousseau, Emile (1762),as 1
cited in Mary Wollstonecraft, A Vindication of the
Rights of Woman (New York: 1992), pp. 124-25.

a good example of the shifting meaning of nature, a central
preoccupation of Enlightenment thought. Enlightenment
thinkers used nature as a yardstick against which to mea-
sure society’s shortcomings. “Natural” was better, simpler,
uncorrupted. What, though, was nature? It could refer to
the physical world. It could refer to allegedly primitive soci-
eties. Often, it was a useful invention.
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The World of Wollstonecraft

Rousseau's sharpest critic was the British writer Mary =
Wollstonecraft (1759-1797). Wollstonecr

aft published her =
best-known work, '

A Vindication of the Rights of Woman, in
1792, during the French Revolution. Her argument, how- =
ever, was anchored in Enlightenment debates and needs

to be understood here. Wollstonecraft was a republican 3




Madame de Staél

hough Rousseau has endeav-
ll oured to prevent women from

interfering in  public affairs,
and acting a brilliant part in the theatre
of politics; yet in speaking of them, how
much has he done it to their satisfaction|
If he wished to deprive them of some
rights foreign to their sex, how has he for
ever restored to them all those to which it
hasa claim! And in attempting to diminish
their influence over the deliberations of
men, how sacredly has he established the
empire they have over their happiness!
In aiding them to descend from an
usurped throne, he has firmly seated
them upon that to which they were
destined by nature; and though he be full
of indignation against them when they
endeavour to resemble men, yet when
they come before him with all the charms,
weaknesses, virtues, and errors of their sex,
his respect for their persons amounts
almost to adoratior.

Source: Cited in Mary Wollstonecraft, A
Vindication of the Fights of Woman (New York:
1992), pp. 203-4

Mary Wollstonecraft

. ousseau declares that a woman
‘ should never, for a moment,
feel  herself independent,
that she should be governed by fear to
exercise her natural cunning, and made
a coquettish slave in order to render
her a more alluring object of desire, a
sweeter companion to man, whenever
he chooses to relax himself. He carries
the arguments, which he pretends to
draw from the indications of nature, still
further, and insinuates that truth and
fortitude, the corner stones of all human
virtue, should be cultivated with certain
restrictions, because, with respect to the
female character, obedience is the grand
lesson which ought to be impressed with
unrelenting rigour.

What nonsense! When will a great man
arise with sufficient strength of mind to puff
away the fumes which pride and sensuality
have thus spread over the subject! [f women
are by nature inferior to men, their virtues
must be the same in quality, if notin degree,
or virtue is a relative idea; consequently,
their conduct should be founded on the
same principles, and have the same aim.

Source: Cited in Susan Bell and Karen Offen,
eds, Women, the Family, and Freedom: The Debate
in Documents, vol. 1, 1750-1880 (Stanford, CA:
1983), p. 58.

Questions for Analysis
1t

Why did Rousseau seek to limit the
sphere of activities open to women in
society? What capacities did he feel
they lacked? What areas of social life
did he feel women were most suited
for?

. Did Madame de Staél agree with

Rousseau that women'’s social roles
were essentially different from men’s
roles in society?

. What is the basis for Mary Wollstone-

craft’s disagreement with Rousseau?

. Why did gender matter to Enlighten-

ment figures such as Rousseau, de
Staél, and Wollstonecraft?

who admired many ol Rousseau’s writings. She called
monarchy “the pestiferous purple which renders the prog-
ress of civilization a curse, and warps the understanding.”
She spoke even more forcefully than Rousseau against
inequality and the artificial distinctions of rank, birth, or
wealth. Believing that equality laid the basis for virtue,
she contended, in classic Enlightenment language, that
the society should seek “the perfection of our nature and

capability of happiness.” She argued more forcefully than
any other Enlightenment thinker that (1) women had the
same innate capacity for reason and sell-government as
men, (2) virtue should mean the same thing for men and
women, and (3) relations between the sexes should be
based on equality.

Wollstonecralt did what few of her contemporaries even
imagined. She applied the radical Enlightenment critique of
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MARY WOLLSTONECRAFT. The British writer and radica
suggested that rm;{hh'v ment critiques of monarchy could also be

applied to the power of fathers within the farr

monarchy and inequality to the family. The legal inequalities

of marriage law, which among other things deprived married

women ol property rights, gave husbands “despotic” power
over their wives. Just as kings cultivated their subjects’ defer
ence, so culture, she argued, cultivated women'’s weakness

Civilized women are so weakened by false refinement
that, respecting morals, their condition is much below what
Middle

class girls learned manners, grace, and seductiveness to win

it would be were they left in a state nearer to nature

a husband; they were trained to be dependent creatures. “My
own sex, | hope, will excuse me, if I treat them like ratio-
nal creatures instead of flattering their fascinating graces, and
viewing them as il they were in a state of perpetual child-
hood. unable to stand alone. I earnestly wish to point out in
what true dignity and human happiness consists—I wish
to persuade women to endeavor to acquire strength, both
of mind and body.” In constrast to Rousseau's prescriptions
for female education, Wollstonecraft argued that education
for women should promote liberty and self-reliance. She
was considered scandalously radical for merely hinting that
women might have political rights

The Enlightenment as a whole left a mixed legacy
on gender, one that closely paralleled that on slavery
Enlightenment writers developed and popularized argu-
mcn‘l\ about natural rights. They also elevated natural dif-
ferences to a higher plane by suggesting that nature should
dictate different, and quite possibly unequal, social roles for

Africans or women. Mary Wollstonecraft and Jean-Jacques
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THE ENLIGHTENMENT AND
EIGHTEENTH-CENTURY CULTURE

The Book Trade

What about the social structures that produced

debates and received these ideas? To begin iy :

Enlightenment was bound up in amuch larger cxp‘ms:orkxb
printing and print culture. From the early eighteen m‘:
tury on, book publishing and selling flourished, especiall,
in Britain. France, the Netherlands, and Switzerland. Much
of the book trade was both international and clandestine
Readers bought books [rom stores, by subscription, and b

special mail order from book distributors abroad. Cheape

printing and better dist ribution also helped multiply the
numbers of journals, and made daily newspapers, which
first appeared in London in 1702, possible for the first time
Ihese changes have been called a “revolution in communi-
cation,” and they form a crucial part of the larger picture of
the Enlightenment

Governments did little to check this revolution-
ary transformation. In Britain, the press encountered few
restrictions, although the government did use a stamp tax
on printed goods to raise the price of newspapers or books
and thereby discourage buyers. Elsewhere, laws rcquired
publishers to apply in advance for the license or privileg
(in the sense of “private right”) to print and sell any given
work. In practice, publishers frequently printed books
without advance permission, hoping that the regime would
not notice. Russian, Prussian, and Austrian censors (k"
ated much less dissent, but those governments also sough
to stimulate publishing and, to a certain degree, pCrm“‘Cd
public discussion. That governments were patrons as wells
censors of new scholarship illustrates the complex relation-
ship between the age of absolutism and the Enllghlfﬂmem

As one historian puts it, censorship only made bann¢
books expensive, keeping them out of the hands of the
poor. Clandestine booksellers, most near the French bor:
der in Switzerland and the Rhineland. smuggled [hou;an(b
of books across the border to bookstores, distributors: 3n’
private customers. What did readers want, and what does



11 (1< about the reception of the Enlightenment? Many

(his ¢
B destine dealers specialized in what they called “philo-
:oplw hooks.” which meant subversive literature of all
: i(llh" ¢s ol languishing in prison, gossipy memoirs of
Bl at th court, pornographic lantasies (often about reli-
bous and political figures), and tales of crime and crimi-
mals. Much of this [lourishing eighteenth-century “literary
] un\lm;-_:.w.ml echoed the radical Enlightenment's themes,
espet Lally the corruption of the aristocracy and the monar-

y's degeneration into despotism.
c g

 High Culture, New Elites,
and the Public Sphere

The Enlightenment was not simply embodied in books; it was
pmluccd in networks of readers and new forms ol sociability
and discussion. These networks included people of diverse
backgrounds. Eighteenth-century elite, or “high” culture
was small in scale but cosmopolitan and very literate, and
it 1ok literary and scientific discussion seriously. Middle-
class men and women also became consumers of literature.
Meanwhile, popular discussions of Enlightenment themes
developed in the coffeehouses and taverns of European cit-
ies, where printed material might be read aloud, allowing
even illiterate people to have access to the news and debates
of the day. Together, this permissive atmosphere of frequent
discussion among people of different social position led to
the development of a new idea: “public opinion.”

Among the institutions that produced a new elite
were learned societies such as the American Philosophical
Society of Philadelphia, or the Select Society of Edinburgh.
Such groups organized intellectual life outside of the uni-
versities, and they provided libraries and meeting places
for discussion. Elites also met in “academies,” financed
by governments to advance knowledge, whether through
research into the natural sciences (the Royal Society of
London, and the French Academy of Science, both founded
in 1660, and the Berlin Royal Academy in 1701), promoting
the national language (the Académie Francaise, or French
Academy of Literature), or safeguarding traditions in the
arts (the various academies of painting). In smaller cities
in the countryside, provincial academies played much the
same role, providing a way for Enlightenment discussions
to spread beyond European capitals.

Salons provided an alternative venue for discussion but
operated informally. Usually they were organized by well-
connected and learned aristocratic women who invited local
personalities to their homes to meet with authors and discuss
their latest works. The prominent role of women distinguished

the salons [rom the academies and universities. Salons brought
together men and women of letters with members of the aris-
tocracy for conversation, debate, drink, and food. Rousseau
loathed this kind of ritual and viewed salons as a sign of
superficiality and vacuity in a privileged and overcivilized
world. Thomas Jelferson thought the influence of women in
salons had put France in a “desperate state” Madame Marie-
Thérese Geolfrin, a celebrated French saloniere, nevertheless
became an important patron of the Encyclopedia and exercised
influence in placing scholars in academies. Salons in London
Vienna, Rome, and Berlin worked the same way, and, like
academies, they promoted among their participants a sense of
belonging o an active, learned elite

Scores of similar societies emerged in the eighteenth cen-
tury, eventually breaking the hold of elites over public debate
and literate discussion. Masonic lodges, organizations with
elaborate secret rituals whose members pledged themselves
to the regeneration of society, attracted a remarkable array of
aristocrats and middle-class men. The composer Wollgang
Amadeus Mozart, Emperor Frederick 11, and Montesquieu were
Masons. Behind their closed doors, the lodges were egalitar-
ian. They pledged themselves to a common project of rational
thought and benevolent action and to banishing religion and
social distinction—at least from their ranks. Other networks

A READING IN THE SALON OF MADAME GEOFFRIN,

1755. Enlightenment salons encouraged a spirit of intellectual

inquiry and civil debate, at least among educated elites.

Such salon discussions were notable for the extent to which

women helped organize and participate in the conversations.

This fact led Rousseau to attack the salons for encouraging

unseemly posturing and promiscuity between the sexes, which

he believed were the antithesis of rational pursuits. In this

painting, Madame Geoffrin, a famed hostess (at left in gray),

presides over a discussion of a learned work. Note the bust

oof Voltaire in the background, the patron saint of rationalist

discourse. = What developments were required for this

notion of free public discussion among elites to become more

generalin society? = Would Enlightenment thinkers favor such
~ developments? (Compare with images on pages 457 and 468).
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of sociability were even less exclusive Coflechouses multi-
plied with the colomal trade in sugar, colfee, and tea, and they
occupied a central spot in the circulation of ideas. A group
of merchants gathering to discuss trade, for instance, could
turn to politics; and the many newspapers lying about the cafe
lables provided a ready-to-hand link between their smaller
discussions and news and debates elsewhere.

Eighteenth-century cultural changes—the expanding net-
works of soctability, the flounshing book trade, the new genres
ol literature, and the circulation of Enlightenment ideas—
widened the circles of reading and discussion, expanding what
some historians and political theorists call the “public sphere.”
That, in turn, began to change politics. Informal deliberations,
debates about how to regenerate the nation, discussions of civic
virtue, and efforts to forge a consensus played a crucial role in
moving politics beyond the confines of the court.

Middle-Class Culture and Reading

Enlightenment fare constituted only part of the new cultural
interests of the eighteenth-century middle classes. Lower on
the social scale, shopkeepers, small merchants, lawyers, and
professionals read more and more different kinds of books
Instead of owning one well-thumbed Bible to read aloud, a
middle-class family would buy and borrow books to read
casually, pass along, and discuss. This literature consisted
of science, history, biography, travel literature, and fiction
A great deal of it was aimed at middle-class women, among
the fastest-growing groups ol readers in the eighteenth cen-
tury. Enquette books sold very well; so did how-to manu-
als lor the household. Scores of books about the manners,
morals, and education of daughters, popular versions of
Enlightenment treatises on education and the mind, illus-
trate close parallels between the intellectual life of the high
Enlightenment and everyday middle-class reading matter
The rise of a middle-class reading public, much of it
female, helps account for the soaring popularity and produc-
tion of novels, especially in Britain. Novels were the single
most popular new form of literature in the eighteenth cen-
tury. A survey of library borrowing in late-eighteenth-century
Britain, Germany, and North America showed that 70 percent
of books taken out were novels. For centuries, Europeans had
read romances such as tales of the Knights of the Round Table
The setting of popular eighteenth-century novels was closer
to home. The novel’s more recognizable, nonaristocratic char-
acters seemed more relevant to common middle-class expe-
rience. Moreover, examining emotion and inner leeling also
linked novel writing with a larger cighteenth-century con-
cern with personhood and humanity. Classic Enlightenment
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A COFFEEHOUSE IN LONDON, 1798.
centers of social networks and hubs of
a public consciousness that was new to th
coffeehouse scene illustrates a mixing of ¢
and a burgeoning culture of reading.
that of the aristocratic salon on page
Lessing and Mendelssohn on page 457
different from aristocratic salons or the ml‘
room discussion between the two Germa hink
all be seen as expressions of a new kind of “pub

eighteenth-century Europe?

Pamela and Clarissa by Samuel Richardson
Flanders and Robinson Crusoe by Daniel D

Many historians have noted that womer
inently among fiction writers. The works
(1775-1817), especially Pride and Prejudice
many readers the height of a novelist's eraft
did not confine their attention o the do
sphere. Best-selling authors such as Fanny

of human nature, morality, virtue, and rep
novels, like much of the nonhetion of the:

Popular Culture: Urban and'R

How much did books and print culture touch't
common people? Literacy rates varied dmmaljehl
social class, and region, but were generally i



In many ways, today’s Internet is simply a technologically sophisticated version of the public sphere of literate readers that was created and

| celebrated by the philosophes of the Enlightenment. It contains the same confusing mix of the educational, the commercial, the pleasurable ..

and the perverse.
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that literacy ran highest in cities and towns—higher, in fact,
than we might expect. In early eighteenth-century Paris, 85
percent of men and 60 percent of women could read. Well

over hall the residents of poorer Parisian neighborhoods,
especially small shopkeepers, domestic servants and valets,
and artisans, could read and sign their names. Even the illit-
erate lived in a culture of print, and although they had [ew
books on their own shelves, they saw one-page newspapers
and broadsides or fly sheets posted on streets and tavern
walls and regularly heard them read aloud. Moreover, visual
material—inexpensive woodcuts, especially, but also prints,
drawings, and satirical cartoons—figured as prominently as
text in much popular reading material. By many measures,
then, the circles of reading and discussion were even larger
than literacy rates might suggest, especially in cities.

In neither England nor France was any primary school-
g made compulsory, leaving education to haphazard local
Mitiatives. In central Europe, some regimes made ellorts
1o develop state-sponsored education. Catherine of Russia

.ccji_ilege/hlstory/western-clvlllzatlonsBrief4

summoned an Austrian consultant to set up a system ol
primary schools, but by the end of the eighteenth century
only 22,000 of a population of 40 million had attended
any kind of school. In the absence of primary schooling,
most Europeans were self-taught. The varied texts in the
peddler's cart—whether religious, political propaganda, or
entertainment—attest to a widespread and rapidly growing
popular interest in books and reading

Like its middle-class counterpart, popular culture rested
on networks of sociability. Guild organizations offered dis-
cussion and companionship. Street theater and singers mock-
ing local political figures offered culture o people from dif-
ferent social classes. The dilficulties of deciphering popular
culture are considerable, Most testimony comes o us from
outsiders who regarded the common people as hopelessly
superstitious and ignorant. Still, historical research has
begun to reveal new insights. It has shown, first, that popular
culture did not exist in isolation. Particularly in the country-
side, market days and village festivals brought social classes
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together, and popular entertainments reached a wide social
audience. Folktales and traditional songs resist pigeonholing
as elite, middle-class, or popular culture, for they passed from
one cultural world to another, being revised and reinterpreted
in the process. Second, oral and literate culture overlapped
In other words, even people who could not read often had a
great deal of “book knowledge™ they argued seriously about
points [rom books and believed that books conferred author-
ity. A group of villagers, [or instance, wrote this eulogy to a
deceased [riend: “He read his life long, and died without ever
knowing how to read.” The logic and worldview of popular
culture needs to be understood on its own terms.

It remains true that the countryside, especially in less
cconomically developed regions, was desperately poor. Life
there was far more isolated than in towns. A yawning chasm
separated peasants [rom the world of the high Enlightenment.
The philosophes, well established in the summits of European
society, looked at popular culture with mistrust and igno-
rance. They saw the common people of Europe much as
they did indigenous peoples of other continents. They were
humanitarians, critical thinkers, and reformers; they were
not democrats. The Enlightenment, while well entrenched
in eighteenth-century elite culture, nonetheless involved
changes that reached well beyond elite society.

WAR AND POLITICS IN
ENLIGHTENMENT EUROPE

a generation. In 1740, howe
when Frederick the Great of
province of Silesia (to be discu

seized the Austrian
later). In the result-
France and Spain

East India Compapflost control over the coastal area of
Madras to its Fredch rival; but in North America, British
colonists from New England captured the important
French [ortress of Louisbourg on Cape Breton Island, hop-
ing to put a stop to French interference with their fishing
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the Church. They justified this

and shipping. When the war finally ended |
recovered Maglras and returned l_nulgl,,)l.”,:' liry
Eight yeils later, these colonjal “)””Iui‘ r' fanc,
Prussia once fgain atlacked Austriz This lled g
Prussia allied Rsell with Great Britajn Austria “'ﬂq‘,
from both FranW and Russia. In Europe, (he . u d«u;,k_
(1756-63) endcQ in stalemate. In India 4nq ; Year, W,
however, the walhad decisive consequences rh Atter, X
cenary troops er@loyed by the British East | l:( 13,
A

joined with nativeallies to eliminaie thejy Mag,
c

tors. In North AmWrica (where the conflicy l’(r‘mf’.‘
s

the French and Indan War), British troops ap[u\nrm(
Louisbourg and Qudec and also droye Fredih rorfcd ok
the Ohio River Valleylhind the Great Lakes, i ;Cs frag,
Paris in 1763, which bRbught the Seven Yegr Vs ;tal,\ d
France formally surrefflered both Canada nd jis Nexg
sions in India to the Briish. Six years later, fhe Frenf}‘f;:

India Company was disSlved.

Enlightened Absol}tism in
Eastern Europe

The rulers of Prussia, Austla, and Hfissia who initiate:
these wars on the continent fere amfhg the pioneers of ;
new style of “enlightened absflutismfliwithin their real
They demonstrated their comBitmefih to absolutist rule by
centralizing their administratidhs, ficreasing taxation, cr.
ating a professional army, andfgightening their control o
ansion of powers, how-
ever, in the name of the enlightdlfment ideal of reason—s
rational solutions to the problerfiof government.
Rulers influenced by the spjiifbf enlightened absolutism
included Empress Maria Therglfa (1f1740-80) of Austriand
her son Joseph 11 (r. 1765—9Qfffron 765 until 1780 the two
were co-rulers). The two ruffrs relfed censorship, created
statewide systems of pringfiry edud@tion, and instituted 2
more liberal criminal codff for the Habsburg Empire. Joseph
IT was particularly energftic in challeMing the power of the
Church: he closed hurgfreds of monadgries, drastically -
ited the number of mgfiks and nuns pefitted to Live in @
templative orders, 3ffd ordered that thefgducation of p"_‘:\Li
be placed under ggfernment supervisiolfl(see Chapter 1
The most epfblematic enlightened Agsolutist, however
was Frederick Jff(r. 1740-86) of Prussiafj\s a young ™"
Frederick devffled himself to the flute anfg admired Fﬂ‘“‘j‘
culture, exagferating his military-mindedffather, Fredcn::
William 1 4Vhen Frederick rebelled by ru s
court wifi a [riend, his father had them ¢
the friend was executed before Frederick's ¢ye

ning away |
rehended and
S. The & )




