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Karen Offen

"Woman Has to Set her Stamp on Science,
Philosophy, Justice and Politics”

A Look at Gender Politics in the “Knowledge Wars™
of the European Past

Simce at least the late 14th century (a Tull centery hefore the begimning of print
culture and book commerce), women have been compluning aboul the way
men constructed knowledpe, ofien maligning women m the process.' “If
wamen, though, had written all those books™, asscnied Christine de Prean in
13949, 1 know that they would read quite differently. For well do women
know the blame is wrong. The parts are not appertioned equally, hecause
the strongest 1ake the largest cut and he who shices 1t can keep the hest.™ Thus
did Christine encapsulate an astonishingly vp-to-date feminist crilique of
the intzicate interplay of gender and the politics of knowledge. By the cary
1%th century, a consklerable number of educated men and a growing number
of intrepid women were speaking elegquently on this subject, and frequently
enough thal ane might speak of this period in terms of the “knowledpe wars”,
a sequence of wars over ileas that picked up enormous velocity followmg the
French Revelution.

It is very nnportant to be asking why and how “knowledge” (die Wiscensefiafr,
la seience) has been constructed i a sexist andd discriminatory manner. The
feminist cribque of “science™ since the 1970s — in the American context
labelled as the behavioral, natural, and socizl sciences f not the physical
sciences) - has been both profound and dramatic.” The so-called “science of
women™ as developed by male writers (particularly with respect to medical
Iterature) has found ns crilics as well.* Feminmst critiques of the wav history
has been written and practiced have been no less profound and dramatic.” Bul
it is not my purpose here to rehearse the findmgs of the last 30 years of
thenretival or historical work on this topic. or even the last ten,

My objective is to build on these advances, by exploring the particular
question of how gender issues specilically shaped the politics of knowledge
in the European past during the 30 yvears that span the period from the failed
revolutions of 1848 1o the later 1860s. T will hreiefly revisit a significant
theugh limited pericdd in the development of histerical. medical, economic,
anil legal knowledge that was marked not enly by sustained efforts by medical
men o Cprove” wamen’s inferority, by legal experts o jusufy their exclu-
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sion from politcal aathonty, and by pobitice] economists o confme them ey
domestic activities, but glso oy women”s own siestained efforts o attain andd
challenge both existing and new cxpressions ol male-centered knowledgze, in
part by demanding entry e public institutions of higher cducation and
certilication as Vauthoriies” in o their ewn right but slso By challenging
antilenmust tomalutions meprint. Dorieg this period o Tew mtelec ol women
an the Furepean conlinent - especially (Tut mol exclusively ) m the French-
speaking worlil - began not only o contest heir @xclusion Mrom institntions of
higher cducation bor fo formulste ew woman-centered apprsuches 1o
krovwledge, nehading kpowkedge of (he past, e Tistorical condition arnd
contribuliens of women, protlems surrounding their work, and e possibili-
ties o medical certilication for women praciivioners Cpustitied rough thear
historic mile as Bealers1. In contrast, during the same period, male scholars i
the French-, German-, and English-speaking world began o investizae e
metion af patriarchy, or male sule, From 2 hstorical pome of view, more olten
than o dlike thear counterparts, the physicians) with an eve o usttving fs
Recessity - even s inevitability, and the necessary masculinity of “genins”

m o the Tace of meenveniont evidence o the contmary. By developimg this
sendered comparison i context, and by strongly suppresting that such pen-
itered constructions of knowledge were influenced by — even responses 1o —
e course af political events, 1 hope 10 contrifume oo a feminist rethinking ol a
counlerrevalulionary period at mud-century Uit is thought of more as a period

whien mothing peod happened for wonmen,

Exploring the 19th-Century Feminist Critique of Sexism
in Historical Knowledge

Whist I find ahsalutely fascinaiing s the keen insight that French-speaking
wanmen eritics had developed by the mid- 195 centuzy alout the prhlem of
sexismoin erpanived knowledge and abour the power thal sanctifted and
surrowiled it Already, 50 vears earlier, af che ontset of the French Revoelutiom,
argumenes from he history ol women warthies were being deploved as 2vi-
denee o ustity the cose for women's politicel righes,” By the early 1830
wemen such as the Belaian-Trench writer, “Maris de G*¥=" {laer identified
ws Ao Gty e Gamend) poblished arouments for wrilimg o suhstantove
history of women. which did more than discourse on the merils or Faults of
wianen andd which wonld dnclude s historic résumé of the condition of
winnienn in prast centuries thal might serve o exhibat the gradual improvemenl
that Tas token ploce i theircondinon®™, ~The study of the mmprovements made
mthe past™ the author sdded, “would alliw ene (o conjecture improvenments
rr come”, By TRAE this critigue explided radically inothe outburst of one
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Nenrietie Wild, a French Protestant wiiter whi signed herssclf “Henrieie,
artiste”

Henriewe's article Les Sages femmes & Arhines, published in Lo Voir des

Sewames m Le Apnil TR, 1ald the story of Agnodice, who “stole™ knowedge

of mediving and midwitery from men by disguising hersell as o mam and
attending lectures at the fumows schoel of Heraphilus, She became a highly
respected practitioner in Athens, but so popobine wilh the wanten tha the
autharities arrested e, and condemned her wader the aw that forbade wonen
meibical practice. But thamks 1o the outery of the women of Athens. sle was
ubtzmately spared s the law wis revoked. Hensetie's text coupled tis story
with a selilogue e he boportance of women's exploring the deman al his

tory: “For women, history is o lie and [, ] the rath will poly appear onee
feminine ahservation and melligence enter into 1l and, specifically, Lk o 1o
wamen's interests. "™ 18 was one Uing tooaspine o leaming: it was another thmg
fe critigque, as did Henmiette, the Toundatons of — and latest conte s o —
the leaming that women aspired 1o embrace. “Because o1 her unceasing neel
tor believe and feel, womam will i tuee theow hersel U inte unesplored terrimon,
her pwn demian, from which she had been banishel™ In retlecting vm her
a i surprise and fascination with the stary of Asnodice, she exclamed against
e absence of this and other stories from her education: “What! Such thengs
hisve happened and no somen were tanghe abow tem. and Lty weprer Nt
ettgrived m the memanies of every voung prl? Women, women? And you are
astonisled at vour van Fall and your abjecion! And vou e the means of
raur own regeneration? Cpen your eves, get poangs here s ong of tie paths
that can brang viw back to the high rosd of honer and qustice | L Henriene 's
exhomaiian, albeit filled with melodramatic pestures and fuelled [ the faes
el the revolutions ol 1848, hot wilh demands for women's righes, eloguenly
expressod the need we snll feel today: to Inwestigate, weile, publah, amd 1wach

wenmen s histary os a means of eoriching and empowering women.

Feminists Claim Knowledge and “Genius” as Women's Right

The development of a mare geweral feminist critigue of i ledpe ook
severdl dramatic steps forward on the European continent in the years be-
Pween DRSO and TRTI, as several women writers altempled to seize the high
grounl, claiming Enawledye in their owit cight, and thus gomg beyvand the old
debate aboul women’s creativity by demonsicating it Therehy they hoped
mute yuestions as o whether women could create works of “gemius”, or
sbould setile for being the mothers ol “men of genius™, as the British hisio-
rian Heory Buckle would suppest i 1859,

In France. the novels of the pralitic Lienrge Suod contmued 1o pour Turth From
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the paesses. INSPINNG women writers all cver Burope to speak ther minds.®
Artistic genits mimifested msell i the massive canvases of the pamter Rosa
Honheur In June |8AS, Frunce's Fmpress Euzénie awarded the Cross of the
Legion of Honor 1o the cross-dressing Bonheur. msisting that: “Tt was my
desire that the last ac1 of my regency be consecrated o showing that in my
eves penius has oo sex,”"

The French Protestunt feminist Jenny P (Ponsard J"Héocourt bad vsed the
years following the futlune of the 7848 revolution e earn a degree in hamen-
pathiic medicme aml o become o practicing midwile, certfied by the Pars
Faculty of Medicome. e an 1885 article, @ Weornan's Fuieree, pubhshed in
Tugin i te Kingdot of Pledment, she emmded her readers of the Samni-
Stmontans earkier call for wenrer o speak our: “Teday™, she wrote, “several
wornen hove disongaged themselves Trom the secular absarprion af their ses
e Bave developed their own individuality, These women, and [ am one of
thern, can paw reply b that call [ ] amd teat is what [am geing o da™
Challenging establishinl wisdim, Jenny P, d"Héricourt revealed hersell as a
full-fledged combatiant on o par wib men o the krowledge wans. Invoking
the low of progress, she wruced vot  theory of gender formation. Organic
modifications, she argued, have their seat in the bram. which “essenbially
tnlifiable”™ There are pow women. who have had o masculine education who
are in possession of manonal facuines, just as there are men who prepond.-
ramtly dusplay Teelmgs. "I s radveally fafve”, she areued, “that naturne mesle
men rational and women emitional; it is educaton and morals thar made them
thus: feclings and smonality are equally disiribuied [...). The brain is the
instrument of progess " The mund may have no sex, bul the genderless ram
reqires exsreive 10 develop, Nomore women s nalure, women' s destmy.
women s Tunctions, o more women's sphere, Winnen, just like men, are en

riute 1o “mdividual imdependence” Finally, women mast cease asking for
thenr vaghes and sade shiemn, They must remaom wismen, ms emulating masculine
Talsias o wies, wod they most ally ihemselves mosobdarity with other wamen
“Wictory™,  'Hericoun nsisied, “will belong to those who are unifed by
wltection anid a commuon goal, whe know low 1o dare 2nd ta sct”

Tellectally unleashed. Jenny P d'Hericourt atsa challenged hablical aatho-
Fity, rsisning i claans for e equabity of the sexes haised on Christion belief
crnnel discussed recent vears  were b fact not true, Citing muliple examples
Fromen the €30 and Mew Testmmoent ahike, she demaonstrated that “hoth peoclaim
the infenogity of woran, imposing on her the mast absoelote submission to her
Fathier s Dier lasband, refusing her every rght, as daughier, spouse, mother,
abienating her from the priesthood, from scicnce, from instruction. denving her
itelligenve, maraging her modesty, iorturing her feclmgs, permitting the sale
and exploitation of her heauty, preventing her [Tom inberiting or ewning
propery I Catholicism, in her view, sy a particubar ohstocke: o falling away
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from blind Gaith woeld be 3 good thing for women. It was oo Uie ciest of these
atacks that Jenny P.'Héncoun confronted the aonifeminism of ler country -
man froem the Franche-Comite, Plerme-Joseph Proudluse, o leading spokesman
Tor the workers” mulwalist movement and the adversary of leanne Deron's
IR elecioral campaign in Paris. In o bested exchange Jermy challenged
Prowdbon’s published views o the woman question since 1841, She also
pullished bis response 1o her, i whicl he argued thisd womien’s ¢ause misl nol
b separated Trom that of men. that justice could never make woman man's
cqual, and Bat the “mferiority of the Temanioe sex did nol constilute either
serldom o humilinion, or a lessened dignity”, ot radler the opposine. He
vonsidered the apitation of women oo women's behall as e madness due
precigely w the iofirmity of the sex, and to iy imeapacity koo isell gl
o power el glone™ '

Fenny o' Hévicourt guickly cownterattacked, claiming thae Proudhon was
eflectively applying a douhle standard for justice as concerns women, In
reply, Proudbon sketched the outline of what would hecome his infamous
“epleulus™ of the inferiority of women o men. The discussion terminaed
abruptly in March [837, when lenny declared Prowdbon's Failune 1o respond
tr her pebuital 1o be his admission of defear,

Prowlhon's response was fosthcoming with the publication in 1858 of lis
major wark, D la fuseice dans la Réevelution et dans £ Eplise (700 Justice in
the Revolution and i the Church™) particulardy the section on “Love and
Marmage”. Singling ool the would-be emancipators of waman. Proudhon
claimed: “Femining mwliscretion has caught fire, 2 half-dosen mky-fingered
manrgents ebstinately try 1o make woman nto something we o ot want,
reclamm their righes withy insulis, and defy us o bring the guestion out it the
light ol dkav."* Emancipation. Prowdbon insisted, maintamng his ealier for-
mula “housewife or harler™. amounted o prostituien. He then Laid oot the
details of s calevles of women™s “physical, imtellectual, and mocal inferio-
rity™ 1o men, based on the Aristotelian premises of what G, 1. Barker Benfield
uptly nuned “the spermastic cconomy™. and what we might now call the
testosterone imprint. = The complese human being”, Proadbon proclaimed, “is
the make,”™ With regard w intellect, he claimed: "Gewdus is | ] vieility ol spirit
nd 1t accompanying poowers of abstracton. generalization, ivention, coneep-
alization, which e lacking in equal measuce o childien, cunochs, ol
wianien, || T the generation of ddeas as 0 the generation [of children)

winan brings nothing of her cwn: she s o passive. cnervating being, wliose
conversalion exhawsts you as muoch as her embraces, ' In ler baok La Fomme
aftrascide (L8E0, Jenny P d7Héricourt returmed o the charge: " We demual
our right. hecasse we are persuaded that womim has o set her stamp on
Secience, Philosophy, Justice and Polines. ™

In Lavsanne, one French woman had already hegun to set her stampy on science
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and phulosophy In the L 18508 Clémence Rover apeied o cowrse for ladies
on wemen s philasophy™, defending e position that women had o special
sort of genins “Whnt Tkt fad”) she explomed in her inroductory lectare,
“is o Torm, o feminine expression of science.” "l [ | 8 new aro which Thave
tor et an art that could give Life weibe cold and virde character of seience,
an et that could engage women Tully o sclentific endeavors, “As long as
selenee remans eaclusively i ihe hands of men”, Rover explained, i will
never oo down ot the depths of the family and sociery, || Why || shoukd
[woren} be excluded Irom the hum for aruth™"
18620 her Freech wanslation of Charles Darwin's Crigin af Species, which she
prefawced with @ long and iconaslasie commentary. Inthe LRI05, Tollowing ber

Riovver went on o publish (in

return to France trom Switgerland, Rover would beoome a controversial
participant in the Anthropological Society of Paris, By the TR805 she bad

become a feminist hernoine.

Tracking the Responses of Antifeminist Male Scholars

Brave quoclamations. these proclumations ol women's inlegral being and
intellectual capacihies - and they were hotly contested from the 18508 an.
Indced, one of the least well known features of the knowledge wins m this
prerioed s the pan-FEurepean surge of scholacly or quasi-scholarly publications
b antifeminist male authess dimpashing the force of women’s intellect and
justalving the necessity ol patcarchy. Amid the celebrations of womanhiad,
e eulogies of motherhood, and the enihrancment of the feminine on a
pedestal. o more hastile mrellectual countercurrent was developing. In adili-
ten o the wadaly circolaced responses of Prowadhoen amd Jules Micheler m
France. the contmbutions of their Gorman comemporaries Arbor Schopen-
haver ancd Wilhelm Heinpch Riehl and those of Si Heory Sumner dame in
Enghaned andd I-1 Bachaten in Switeerlond must be noted. Some of te most

cisinguished intellects ol the b cemuory engaged the woman queston head-

om, assembling theic phvsaological, anthropological, philological and histo
rival expertise indefense of — o justification of — male rule and, indirectiy, of
miale monopoly on learning. The newly-emerging human sciences - sociolegy.
pavchalogy, anthropelagy - wll engaged these debates mereasingly after [860,
Here, hoswever, 1wl focus on French developments during the preceding
1T yeaTs,

b French sociologist Frederic TePlay embarked on an imvestigation ol

wirrker and peasant hooseholils comparalde w that of Riehl, wnl an 2ye w
discovering the key e socid relorm thar would Keep women in their plice s
s auxiiiarees and reinforee the standing of male heads of houschalds, In
LePhoy s view, as expressed in b treatise, Béfarme soci! 1 5ocial Relorm™,

e
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186, in which as ver unreformed Enalish marrige laws provided his mo-
del. wanmen's place must be definitively m the househalds she shoold bBave
nothing e do with manufacture, commerce, of property. This se-called refor-
mer chainpivned sepaniion of spheres and male breadwinners with a vengeance.
LePlav's investigations inte social and economic Lifs woulld be I.;I_,'ll"_-'}:_‘:lll:"l‘]'ll_‘ll[fl.i
by the findings of Paul Bernard, winner of a competition on the history of
paternal suthority sponsared an 1860 by the French Imperaal Academy of
Muoral znd Political Sciengces, 1?

Tules Michelers popular sociophilosophical inguiries ine L Amone Love'
PRSI and Lo Fesmee 1"Woman™ 1860 drew hesvily on recem mesdicsl
research abot fenwale reproduciive phyvsiology o promote 1he doctrine af
women s perpetual ivalids amd thus o give oew meaning W the werm
Uphysiclopical reductionsm”, Michelel argued thal “woman™ must oecessa-
nly rermain under man's authorty within his househohl, her ming as well o
her body fertilized by his superior stiribates. In addition, he advocaed corting
woman off from her famaly of birth, thereby rendering her totally dcp-:nrl':ul
upon her Bushand. Micheler's flowery and pseudopoctic patriarchal docimes,
disguised in the Torm of mamage manuals addressed 0 men and widely
translated. would cast an wnwsually long shadow throughou Frurope and
America during the remainder of the centure, ™

It iz in light of swch repressive reactions o be feninist cruptions in 1524 that
these campaigns o relormulate the intelleciual foundmions of patriarchy -
and todeed, W oreasser masculinity amd its prerogatives Gincluding s intel-
lectnzl prerogatives) — must be reevaluated, It is in this light, wo, that ane
must recansider the beiter-known accompanying literary and philosaphical
campaign by poels and wrilers o idealize “woman™ as e angel of the
house' jenged ded Aogar, in the Spanish version: anpele del forolare, in
Ttatian}. !

Mew historical seholuship by male scholars during this pericd [ocusel close
aftentasn on the ariging and development of humen societies. particulurly
European antecedents. Writing belore 1he era of grea) archacologieal excuvi-
tions and on-site anthropolagical expeditions, these scholirs had o rely i
evidence drawn from early written records preserved in law and Literature.
They prided themselves on vbserving a seientific, schalarly approach 1e the
patst, theugh they wrate with an wapalogelic cye an theic own times, Johann
Jukob Huchofen's work published in 1861 reveals the cenrality of conrem-
Py dquarrels over gender pelitics 10 theories abowt the history of societal
development, ?

Al the University of Bazel, where he was professor ol Raman law, Bachofen
carefully analveed the rise and lall of what be believed o be matriarchy Lo
female rule) in the ancient Mediterranean world, He was decply impressed
with the signiticance of religion and the importanee of myth us an inlerpre-
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tative tool, In Dhes Mutrerreche Mother Right™, Bachofen thought he had
documented the overtheow of Temale rule by male rule, and he clearly considered
patriarchy Lo be o superior state I social erganization. represenling in his
mimil the teiuempl of "mind™ aver “mater”. His enduring contribulion was
demanstrate suthoritatively the existence of matrilineal kinship patterns i
early Meditereanean culture, if not that of actual female governunce. = The
t‘mdr'mg.w of Bachofen provided new rounds of amamunition with which o
aitack the problem of appropriately reomdering the sexes in contemporary
European societies. Their influence was Gell in the subseyuent works of such
diverse writers o Friedrich Engels and Fricdrich Nielesche.

Feminist Campaigns for Medical Certification
and Employment Equity

Two af the mast impartant aspects of e knewledpe wars with regard to the
development of feminism in the 1860s werc. first, the campaign for wnmf:n'.l:
medical cducmtion, and second, e development of & wellalocumented critigue
of women's seriows disodvamoges with respect te pad employment.

Ar stake i the campaign for medical edveation was nothing less than knoww-
ey of and contol over women's hodies and over reproduction, Male
p||.3;_-;i|_-iu||:. were increasingly asserting their authary in issues of gynecalogy
anel alstetzics, and building practices o these arcas, the tnaditional preroga-
tive of midwives. In France, where abaction had been declared o crnine agains
the stute during the French Revolution, and again cominalized in e Napaleonic
Penal Code (18100 anmd where midwives were subjected w governmental
cotrol, the debate was complicated by concerns over feeble population growth,
The stakes were raised in the Tater 18505 and [860s when prominens male
physicians. particulardy the public health enthusiast Ambresse Tardicu {wha
brought up the issue of abortion al the Avademy of Medicine i carly 1852,
anel subseguently became Framce's leading medical-legal aathorty oo the
subjecty, fi}.\a arewed Tor changing the Jegal standards 1o ensure conviction
of abortiomists, and second, alleged thar nudwives were Tunctiooing all oo
frequently oy abortionists — ful 1s as antizocial profitzers — rather than as
promoters of new life

Meanwhile, in LRG4 1he Ungversity of Zurch had guietly opened ity doors w
women auditors. Young women from Bastern Europe, including Polaml,
Romanizy, and especially Rossia, flocked 1o enrol at Zunich, In Bussia, science
amd progressive politics had Dnked arms in the later 18505 aml [360s, in
wndem with the fresing of the serfs. But a fominist critique had begun o
develop anly with the publications of M. L. Mikhailov (inspired in no small
part oy the publications of Jenny P d'Hércourt, whom be Tad met in Paris)

IRT

and with NG Chernyshevsky's novel Chio Delae ? What is 10 e Done?™
L5630 Some privileged wommen were swept inta study of the narral sciepces
anid medicine on the same wave as their male counterparts, suditing courses
al St Petersburg Unaversity, But after these universities and medical schools
were ¢losed to them in 1883-18064, muny left Russia to pursue their studies
abrowd, and Zurich gave them an mitially warm welcome. This ser a preceden)
that could nom be ignored by ather medical sehaals in Weslern Euruope, ™

The admission of women to the study of medicine unfolded quite differenily
in France. A German woman, Mathilde Theyessen, claimed the onor of
hecomieng the first certified woman physician of IMb-cenlury Europe, passing
her exanunations as an “officier de santé ot de pharmacic” in Paris in 1865,
The 1868 decision 1o sdmat women 1 the sxaminations of Paris Faculty of
Medicine was made by the Empress Bugenie {long o promoter of girls”
education) and the Council of Ministers, during another shart regency, When
the Second Empire fell, she and Victor Duruy, the manister of eilucastion, were
rushing ta found o women's medical school before the Russians established
ane i S Pelersburg. The ohstacles 10 womesn's practice of medicine in
France Lay not in the faculties or mn sccess 1o the sxaminations, bet in the
subsequent steps; their exclusion from the competitive cxaminations leal-
ing toe hospital-nased internships and residencies in medical specialties. These
hurdles, comtralled by the medical wuhoritics themselves, would prove far
more difficult for women physicians wo clear,

Feminsts did not need university degrees, however, to maks importEnt o
tigues of cconomic knowledpe, based on svstematic observation in the de
Bite over wonen's cmployinent, In a time when both cconomists and labaor
leadess in Britain and France wers arguing the case for a “family wage” lar
men that would keep women in the home. women acting s social scientists
were gathering ity of their own to point out the prrovflems with the male
hreadwinnes nunde] Already in the 18405, Flora Tristan had been surveving
the: 1ssues regarding women snd employment, and had offered some especially
astute ohacrvalions an the issuc of women's inferio pay i her book, Cwies
Chvrecre (" Waorkers” Union'; 1842 if women were given equal pay for cguial
work, she nated ironically, women would eam more than men. because they
dre more productive,
In La Femme (“Woman™ LRG0, Tufes Michelet dammned the ward carriire as
an “impious”™ and “sardid”, Bbur his indignant opposition could net eradicate
the phenomenon of women workers, Tules Simon's stuely of the wonean
warker, published in | 861, reignited opposition 1o the indusirial cmployinent
af women outside the home. Simon was well informed ahoat the many diffi-
cult sociul problems that had developed for working-class families in Eng-
lish textile-manufacturing towns and examined their counterparnts in France
with those problems in mind. Though historians have sinee shown that a



88

surprisingly high proportion of the women emploved in texiiles were younp
arl single, Simaen nevertheless discussed their work exclasively as that of
rarried woinen. His operaling assummprion wis thit every simgle wonman wis o
prospective wile wed motber of & large family whaose labor-force participation,
even e Lo mazriage, nol ooly actively prevented the acquisition amd practice
al demestic skills, Bur alse posed a desdly threat o her virtue. Like many of
the liberal econamists of his fime, Simon elvocared rusing men’s wages o
provide o “famiky wage™ thar could support o wife and children. Any prodec-
tive labor performed by women, he argued, shoold Te done by them in their
homes, where they could remain “wonen™ “IF there 15 ene thing nature
clearly teaches us", Simon asseried, echoing Michelet, Comte, and others, “1
i5 that womuan is made o be protected, o live as o @il with ber molber, as o
wile under the protection and awthority of her husband

Julie-Yicoire Dadhié, the Firso woman e pass the French bacealadoerda
examinalion (1611 - which carricd with it admission o university elducation
— disputed Simon s arguments. She had prepared ler book, Lo Femme pamore
1 he Poor Wonan ™) for an essay competition sponsored e late 18308 by
the Academy of Lven, and she published om 1866 Rotber than atempiing.
Jike stmom, o return working wennen o a dependent Tamilial role by raising
men's woges, [nwhic, like her feminist predecessors, urged referms that
wonld permit womnen 1o become sconcmically independent, Mareover, she cal-
led for the pussage of lows thar would curb sexual harassment amd theneby
allow wonpen more freedom of movement n French soviety. She objected
particularly 1o the ntrusion of men mta what she considerad o be women's
oceupaions:

“Whenewer we investigate carefully the couses of the poor woman's preci-
rlous stiare, we see thal these can be anribured 1o an adminstrative centralizs-
non thar armirartly excludes her from schools and emplovments, and 1o an
irreapansible immoeralicy that, after banishing her from the famtly, hos Loaded
her down with the triple oppression of Taws, nstitutions, and customs.”
Maubie enumerated and condemned these Taws, mstitutiens, and cosloms in
exquisite detail in her lengihy study, which tere holes in the palemnalistic
arpruments of Eheral cconamists such gs Simon, In the 18605, when the Ame-
rican Civil War had inscribed the emancipation of black slaves o the
conscionsness of most thinking Europesns, the shudies of women’s work by
Hessie Bavoer Parkes in England amd Louise Ono in Germany likewise cal
led tor treedom for mmdividual development through economic emancipation
for women, “We want 1o ree ourselves oo the pressure of dependence™,
asserted Ouo, by demanding a natural sharing of labor for men and women, "
In [RO6=1867, when the debate over the woman question surfaced in the
aunual congresses of the newly Tormed Inmermational Wosking Men's

Acaacignon, studhes such as these provided ample ammunition for advocates
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of women’s right w work, These meetings, awended by o mixture of progres-
stve middle class inteleciaals and crafl workers. engendered heated debate
pver wonmen s Tale in the labor force and in the family, Few ot the workingmen

present supported the principle of women™s right 1ooseck. Like so many of the
learned men of that fame, they prefered e netion o o “Tamily wage™ thar
would allis men o carn enough o seppet their wives and children. Here
arguments from Prowdbon, Simor and Michelet were moch sehearsed, comingled
in the workingmen's debates with those of Burs and Engels, The consensis
af the TRET Workers” Conpress, following o vear of stuly and heated debae,
wis hat women should be emancipated Jeom o work i arder o remain in the
Famity, " The areatest name an earth is the pame of e Tather the greilest
thing is paternal authoriry: these are the creative and conserving slements of
the Cumnily”, snnounced the Commission’s 1867 Reporn =

“Wioman, by her phyvsical and moral maiare, 2= naturally called o the peacealle
minastiae of the demestic hearth; this is ber department. We da not belizve it s
uselul for seviety te give her any other charge. [Dhe wite of the proletacian is
able o becirme o deputy 1o the Chamber, the worker's sonp may well be
wadequately seasened, As g mother, woman is e chile's Niest edueator, buor
ol the express comlbition that the Bather acts as the directing agent,”

In Paris. femdnists oljected strenuously o the First International s conclu-
stons, Inoaseries of public leclures beld there in 1568, numeraus speakers —
including a number of concerned wennen — adidressed Vhe issues, The Feminis
sowcalisl Faule Mink cloguemly mude the cuse for woomen s astenoms, for ber
right 1o work and to recerve equal pay: "By denying woman the right w wark,
you degrade hers von put her winder man’s voke and deliver her ever wooman s
aood pleasure [ ] Itis work alene that iakes independence possinle snd
withour which thers is noodigniy.” Bur like the arguweems of many of her
predecessors, Mink's arpument for equality and indepenilence wis casl in
terias of women™s differences from men:=* "Wy con™Uwoman be nn's equal
without wanting 1o hecome ke bim? Copying is inevitahly o form ef weak-
nesst above sl one most alfirm and remain oneself. Women have victues that
are heir own, and men bave qualines peculiar 1o thenselves. Wy mebd themn
o formbess mass whaose pasls are unrecognizable? We affirm our
mielividuadity, but we want o remain women,™

Far from unsexing women, Mionk argoed that paid ensployment would allow
winmen o develop themsclves o the Tullest extent as female individoals,

The kneeadedge wars of the TH30s and 1860s had precipitared signilicum
coutributioes frinm feminists gs well as the rearicolation snd reatfirnation of
abjections w women’s emaneipation trom thase we can call leamed men. and
in retraspect, amtilemingst learned men, By the late 15805 the rales of work
and family, and the male monopely oo learning in structuring female
subordinetion had heen clearly identilied. The time was mipe. then, for re-



390

newed campalgns of vanous serts: for legal and educational reforms in France,
ancl elsewhere, Tor compaigns on hehalf of women™s work and equal righes =
employment, for the begmning of the international campaigns against men’s
vices in the Torm ol regulatsd prosttuton, and for the publishing event that
wonld greatly accelerate the Mow of feminist thinking throughour Europe: the
appearance e LREY of Jobn Stoart Mill"s much-transbwed and mfluential

work, Tl Nufeiecrion of Weier,

Conclusion

Iy comelusion, then, my peint here is that in this 30-vear period berween 1448
and the Late [SA0s, the "woman gqueshion” was no longer a matter of men
debating abonl wemen among themselves, of “he who slices it can keep the
Fusst™ A this histarical juneiure, despile - or perhaps in response 10— the post-
528 back lash, Teminist women hiel begun te tulk back - not only o critique
the Twws aml imstitations thar bell their sexon subjection (that they had been
doing for deciwles, even conturies, since Christing de Preand but glso o connest
the For and sulstnce of male-delined knowledge and s anthorities, from
the Bible right up o Dacwan. and W begin te refonnualae the questions th
neaded o be addressed i variety ol pertinent kinowledpe Telds, Women's
seareh tor higher educanon may well have been about adimission to tle locmal
pursig ol kneeledye, and to degrees, ot ic was inereasingly understocd by
some femamsts s o vehwls for cntguing arganized knowledge and for
reformnulatimg it “When women ask the questions™, as Manlvn J Boxer put it
fencapsulating the ubservaton ol Adrenne Rich} in her study of the creaton
of women's studies in the United Srates, thongs look different.™ Inthe space of
200 wears, Loropeans had scen the "science of women”™ momh into “soence
and knowwledge by and for wemen™, This overlooked dynamic in Furopean
hastory 15 now beconung visible, thanks o the work of Temimst scholars m
many countrics, mcluding Swirzerland, and o carries the potential o trans-
Form our understanding of Europe’s intellectual. culiural, and political histosy
o the h century and beyond, and o fuel ver further the feminist knosw-
leabire revalton of aur awn 1nme

These women were the proneers, our forerunners, Y et their enitigues of erganized
Enowledge were never tought 10 us moschond or o the university; nor for that
ey dul mony of us learn aboot the farey of amempts o rejustily peire-
cliv o salient piece of inlormation o itself. We should be asking “why not”
And we should also be cnsuring that our dovglters and granddaughters do
not expericnce the same problem, They should never have Lo exclaim, as did
“What! These Things FHlappened and Mo Women Were

Flenriette, arliste:
Taugh A ot Them?™
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