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DISCOURSE ON THE ORIGIN OF INEQUALITY

In 1754 Jean-Jacques Rousseau wrote his second Discourse, on the Ori-
gin of Inequality, in response to the same prize competition—that of the
Dijon Academy—that had awarded him first prize in 1749 for his first,
on the Sciences and Arts. He published his work the following year, in
1755, but without the blessing of the Academy’s recognition. Whatever
the jury may have thought, the second discourse is of transcendent impor-
tance for the student of Rousseaw's work as well as for the history of
political theory. It was as controversial an essay as the first, and as rhetori-
cal. Less ridden by paradox and more complex than the first essay, it was
also, in its own way, even more ‘radical, for Rousseau had read and
:hought much in the years separating the two. The entire French moraliz-
ing tradition, with Montaigne and Montesquieu at its head, had now be-
come his possession. Thus he could buttress his arguments with quotations
from philosophers and travelers, and with an eloquence matured by intense
reflection and active literary practice. He could differentiate speculatively
between an ortgmal state of nature, one of primitive isolation, a kind of
prepolitical community, one of simplicity and happiness—and the -vice-
ridden- societies which, according to Rousseau, dominated the civilized
world of his time,

As more than one commentator has noted, the present discourse is not
a reformist tract, but an assault on all organized society. For Rousseau, it
was the emergence of private property, of which this discourse is a vehe-
ment critique, that also marked the emergence of this latest and fateful
stage in human evolution. “The first man who enclosed a plot of ground
and thought of saying, ‘This is mine,” and found others stupid enough to
believe him, was the true founder of civil society.” It is this famous sen-
tence, and the arguments that sustain it, that fed the fervor of revolution-
aries and socialists for a century.

-P.G.

To

The Republic
of Geneva

Magnificent, Most Honored and Sovereign Lords:

Convinced that only a virtuous man may bestow on his homeland those
henors which it can atknowledge, I have labored for thirty years to earn
the right to offer you public homage. And since this happy occasion sup-
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26 DISCOURSE ON THE ORIGIN OF INEQUALITY

plements to some extent what my efforts have been unable to accomplish,
I believe-dd!_%l_ig_lﬁbie allowed here to give heed to {he Zeal tiraturges me
on, instead of the right that ought to have given me Authorization. Having
had the good fortune to be born among you, how could I meditate on the
equality which nature has established among men and upon the inequality
they have instituted without thinking of the profound wisdom with which
b rrously combined in this state, cooperate in the manner that most
closely approximates the natural law and that is most favorable to society,
to the maintenance of public order and to the ha i ihdi-
viduals? In searching for the best maxims that good sense could- dictate
concerning the constitution of a government, 1 have been so struck on
seeing them all in operation in your own, that even if I had not been born
within your wails, I would have believed myself incapable of dispensing
with offering this pictuﬁjmmﬁmwm of all
peoples, seefhis to me to be mn possession of the greatest advantages, and
to have best prevented its abuses.

If T had had to choose my birthplace, I would have chosen a society of
a size limited by the extent of human faculties, that is to say, limited by

the possibility of being Well gveined, and where, with each'being suffi-
cient to his task, no one woul%‘};mmmm the
functions with which he was charged; a stafc where, with all private
individuals being known to one another, neither the obscure maneuvers
of vice nor the modesty of virtue could be hidden from the notice and the
judgment of the public, and where that pleasant habit of seeing and Koow-
ing one another turned love of homeland into love of the citizens rather
than into love of the land.

I would have wanted to be boss i C ere the sOVe
the people could have but one and the sanfe interes?, so that all the move-
ments of the machine always tended only to the common happiness. Since
this could not have taken place unless the people and the sovereign were
one and the same person, it follows that T would have wished to be born
under a democratic government, wisely tempered.

1 would have wanted to_li i i ; i e
laws in such wise that neither 1 nor anyone else could shake ir hon-
orable yoKe: that pleasant and salutary yoke, which the most arrogant
heads bear with all the greater docility, since they are made to bear no
other.

I would therefore have wanted it to be impossible for anyone in the
state to say that he was above the law and for anyone Gutside to demahd
that The state was obliged to give Rill Tecognition. For whatever ihe con-
sWﬁ‘muud who is not sub-
ject to the law, all the others are necessarily at his discretion.! And if

there is a national leader and a foreign leader as well, whatever the
division of authority they may make, it is impossible for-both of them
to be strictly obeyed and for the state to be well governed.

I would not have wanted to dwell in a newly constituted republic, how-

ever good its laws may be,-mtofmmacwnmwm perhaps

eign and
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) ] Gr
ﬁ?lzztilttel:lteg) otg::rwme _t_itl_an would be required for the moment and being
new citizens or the citizens to the ne
state would be subject to.bein, e almont from it
: ‘ .being overthrown and destroyed almost from i
. - - 0
Ln;gﬁﬁon.. For liberty is like those solid and tasty foods or thosc‘:nflu]lif
bodies cgrllnf'i :'vhlch are appropriate for nourishing and strengthéning
ropus stitutions that are used to them, but which overpower, ruin and
i — : ot suited Tor Theml. Unhce peo-
' stomed to masters, they are no longer in a Qosition to get
3ligtng Wl(}l;lout them. If they try to shake off the yoke, they. put all the mfre
ance between themselves and liberty, because, in mistaking for liberty

an unbridled license which is its opposi i i
! pposite, their revolutions near]
11:;ehver them over to.seducers who simply make their chains he;\?;eilw"l?g:
t oman pegple itself—that model of all free peoples-—was in no @;ition
];) lgfovern itself when 1t emerged from the oppression of the Tarquins
: l:: i:as:.lctl Eirstslﬂvery agld the ignominious labors the Tarquins had imgoseti
, at was but a stupid rabble that needed to 'be man
st | 1 ' aged
fgr\;egmed with the greatest wisdom, so that, as it gradually b'ecamg ac:llllsc}
d to hreathe the _ salufary air_of liberty, these souls, enervated
;?:tl;etlil brultlf.ahzed }u}der tyranny, acquired by degrees that se;rerify of mor(e)g
peoplesat m:;‘il:splﬂfd cfourage which eventually made them, of all the
, most worthy of respect. I would therefore ha ’
‘homeland a happy and tranqui i ity e someti
¢ 1 quil republic, whose antiquity was so
:;sts :;v the dark re;esses ?:If time, which had e)rpenencgd oﬁly suc; I::lt%:lg
nifest and strengthen in.its inhabitants co d1
of homeland, and where the citizens, long accus bl rfc)l‘:e
pexlldence, were not only free but worthy of being so. o -
would have wanted to choose Tor myself a homeland diverted by a

fortunate infm,po_tmﬂmm_maﬁum_mmm_,_p__y
) m. nquest, and protected by-an
even more fortunate position from the fear of becoming itself the conquest

of another state; a frce city, situated among several peoples none of whom

had any infetest in invading it, while each had an i
:h’e"t?tliers fron'{ invading it themselves; in a word, aTe ublic thzl;cflidtll::)%
t;m_gt_the ambition of its neighbors and that could ‘fmt on
o eir assistance in time p’f need. It Tollows that in so fortunate a position
; er\:;o;lg htii'V? h::ld_ nothing to fear except from .itself; and that, if its citi:
zens ¢ trained in the use of arms, it would have been mofe to maintain
em that martial fervor and that high-spirited courage that suit liberty

50 well‘ and whet the appetite for it, than out of the necessity t i
for their defense: ¥ to provide
. 1 woul_d pave ‘s?arched for a country where the right of legislation was
ommon’to’all citizens, for who can know better thari t conditions
under which it suits them 10 live together 1n a single society? But I would
i‘lOt have approved of pleblscnﬁmmmﬁem the st::l,’s
t;ad;alrs.and those most i‘nterested in 1ts preservation were excluded from
e deliberations on which its safety often depended, and where, by an

absurd inconsistency, the magist i
. Cy, the rates were d i :
by ordinary citizens. ’ g vere deprived of the rights enjoyed

[ T A—



28 DISCOURSE ON THE ORIGIN OF INEQUALITY

On the contrary, I would have desired that, in_order to stop.the i‘;’xl;

cenblggg_and_ﬂhcmmhmd.pmlgm_mi_thﬂ_dmmmml at
i na_one would have the power to propose new lav

ggao?d;r?;n:odl;?;gens, ; is right belqn;.zed exclusively to the_’_“_?gl-:-
trammth such caution that the pop\ﬂaccl:l, fotl]-J its
Patt, Was so hesitant about giving its consent to these laws, and t ﬂa]xt eir
promulgation could only be done with such solem;nty that bgfc_tre Y e con“
stitution was overturned one had time to be convinced that it is a oYt';hat
the great antiquity of the laws that makes them holy and \.'eneral:’le‘,:l _Ia'
the p;opulace soon holds jn contempt those laws that it sees change T yf,
and that in becoming accustomed to neglecf old usages on the pretex :::t
making improvements, great evils are often introduced in order to corr
theA!;;sv%h?ﬁlf SI would have fled, as necessarily _ill-govc;med, a rc;t)ubhc
where the people, believing it could get along without its magistra Ie; :rl;
permmmt’a_pmmmﬁnmc]
to the administration of civil affairs and the execution of 1ts own laws.
Such must have been 1hé rude constitution ol the Nrst governments 1:}1:-
medijately emerging from th; sfafef cArnmure-h d such 100 was one ol the

i ich ruined the republic of Athens. _ o _
mﬁy Ihwould have chosl:n that republic wher_e private individuals, betlﬁg
content to give sanction to the laws and to ‘dec1de as a bogly anq upon 1;
recommendation o ir Jead mportant ul_ahc af_Ealrs, wou
respected tribunals, distinguish with care their various depart-
ments, annually elect the most capable and most upright of their felltc;lv;
citizens to administer justice and to govern the. state;_‘.a_nd where, with 1
virtue of the magistrates thus bearing witness to th_e wisdom oflthe_ peoge::
they would mutually honor one another. Thus if some fat_adml?%lg.nd-
standings were ever to disturb public concord, even those periods of bli ’
ness and errors were marked by indications of moderation, 1'ec1pr¢:)c:)1f
esteem,.and a common respect]for the laws: presages and guarantees

incere and etual reconciliation. N
) s&l‘.uf:h, 'MA(g;rII)FICENT, MOST HONORED, AND 'SOVEI}E{GI:]T
LORDS, are the advantages that I would payg 5ggma_gme ﬁnd
that I would have chosen for myself. And if in addition providence ha

i d
joined to7iT @ charmipg location, a temperale ciinmate, o fertitecountry an
{glen;g)st delightful appearance there is under the heavens, to _conll]pltt:)te my
hap’ﬁm&msﬁed only to enjoy all these _goods '“;-1 the 251?)?;
of that happy homeland, living peacefully‘u}‘ sweet society with my fplle)

itize racticing Toward them {fottowimg—threirown—example),
ﬁwdsmp, a%)d all the virtues; and leaving bemnd me the hon-
orable memory of a‘good man and a decent and virtuous patnot.d o end
If, less happy or too late grown wise, 1 hac.l seen mysell reduce ot::_r;
an infirm and languishing career in other climates, poxqtlessly relgr§ 115
the repose and peace of which an imprudent youth deprived me, I wou

at least have nourished in my soul those same sentiments I cou!d' not havde
-used in my nafive country; and penetrafed by a tender and disinteréste
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affection for my distant fellow citizens, I would have addressed them from
the bottom of my heart more or less along the following lines:

My dear fellow citizens, or rather my brothers, since the bonds of blood
as well as thé laws unite almost all of us, it gives me pleasure to be in-
capable of thinking of you without at the same time thinking of all the
good things you enjoy, and ol which perhaps none of you appreciates the
valiue more deeply than I who have lost them. The more 1 reflect upon
your political and civil situation, the less T am capable of imagining that
the nature of human affairs could admit of a better one. In all other gov-
ernments, when it is a’question of assuring the greatest good of the state,

everything is always limited to imaginary projects, and at most to simple

possibilities, As for you, your happiness s complete; it remains merely. to

egjoy it. And to become perfectly happy you are in need of nothing more
than to know how to be satisfied with being so. Your sovereignty, acquired
or recovered at the point of a sword; and preserved for two centunes y
dint of valor and wisdom, 13 ar 1asT tully and universally recognized. Hon-
orable treaties fix your boundarjes, secure your rights and strengthen your
repose. Your constitution is excellent, since it is dictated by the mosT sab-
lime is guaranteed by friendly powers deserving of respect.
Your state is tranquil; you have Hieither wars nor conquerors to fear. You
have no other masters but the wise laws you have made, administered by
upright magistrates of your own choosing. You are neither rich enough
to enervate yourself with softness and to lose in vain delights the taste for
true happiness and solid virtues, nor poor € more foreign
assistance than your industry procures for vou. And this precious hiberty,
wiiich in large nations is maintained only by exorbitant taxes, costs you
almost nothing to pursue.
For.the happiness of its citizens and: the examples of the peoples, may
a republic so wisely and so happily constituted last forever! This is the
only wish left for you to make, and the only precaution left for you to
take. From here on, it is for i ap-
piness, your an i he trouble, but to render it lasting
by the wisdom of using it well. It is upon your perpetual union, your
obedience 10 the Taws, your respect for their ministers that your preserva-
tiofxtepenids. IT there remains among you the slightest germ of bifterness
or distrust, hasten to destroy it as a ruinous leaven that sooner or later
results in your misfortunes and the Tin € state. I beg you-all to look
deep inside your hearts and to heed the secret voice of your conscience,
Is there anyone among you who knows of a body that is more upright,
more enlightened, more worthy of respect than that of your magistracy?
Do not all its members give you the example of moderation, of simplicity
of miores, of respect for the laws, and of the most sincere reconciliation?
Then freely give such wise chiefs that salutary confidence that reason owes
to virtue. Bear in mind that they are of your choice, that they justfy it,
and that the h . whom vou have establj in dignity
necessarily reflect back upon yourselves. None of you is so unenlightened
as to be ignorant of the fact that where the vigor of laws and the authority
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security nor freedom for

of their defenders cease, there_can be neither sl o
outd-atways-be oblig

i in mong )

. What then is the point at 155ué amot: ol

;I;ym;e nd with just confidence what you s: " T Aoy a sinful

3 elf-interest, by duty and forthe s Ma e

doc}) y-a'ttlf)fssindiﬁerencc to the maintenance o'f the constltu;;?ll nll]ight—

;lllak:;lou neglect in time of need, the wise teachl}:gs Igfo ctllzart?on o e
ou. But may equity, >

e an_d m?fslfl ée;;(;l;zsamon_g d afé all your activities ant L?p?g
es

;11;'0 ou. to the entire universe, the example of a pl:t;)u ?2 1 ::13 thisriv o bé

syeal’ous of its glory as of its ]iberty._A.bovq all, t:wati o e somous

?ny] last counsel) of ever listening to sinister interpretatio

i Tous than the actions
tives are often more dange
e AT Touschold awakens and takes warning at

thatﬁarc th.eu :))? : cztﬁlnatelrclltlfr:ithful. watchdog who never barkfl e;cceg]t(;::
the app mgf. of bﬁrglai-s. But people hate the nuisance ca\:jse A ze hose
the_ o als that continually disturb the public repose and W. c:l e oo
Itllzﬁl?;gl ill-timed warnings are not heeded even at the _mome!

thex:éeyﬁcei?lﬁdeIFICENT AND MOST HONORED LORDS, you

: rmi offer you
upright and worthy magistrates of a free people, fpih rlé ;geatroank in)fthe
ixf particular my compliments and ng rcesl\):lcl:;s.héld ite e e without doubt

. > v h onor on 0s .
world suited to conf:r;m%alems and virtue, that of which you have made

t is given by e
ﬁz:n(')slgvzgaworthj, and to which your Iellow cmz;ristﬁ;vgn Ba;f,gu 3‘; -
: T adds still a new luster to yours. An , Who
e Shosen by m in order that they the

e e gove cagable Of%¥$ l:%o?: e;tsher magistrates as a free
ed, are as
selves may be governea,

: i u have the honor of TRading,
peoplg" am}' htenment and reason, above the populace of the oéher stlz::ets(;
v ell; e rmitted to cite an example of which better recor f] Tlgmind

on ! l:1p\:hich will always be near to my heart. 1 never ca toowmm
ithowt at? weetest emotion the memory of the y;rt_uous mt;_z;ixh Bt
Fy ; : and who often spoke to me in my childhood o ! e e 1: o
Ehc::r;?g o:f?dg ’you. 1 still see him living from the work of his hands,

i i utarch and
nourishing his soul on the most sublime truths. I see Tacitus, Pluta; _

i im.: e at his
Grotius mingled with the instruments of his craft beforedh_unih:t sgcti'on e
ide lub 1 gcl son receiving with too little proﬁt_ the tender e o
SIdeba : cf“;;thcrs But if the aberrations of foo}lsh youth ma etn;ast reet
o est_ . lessons.for a time, I have the happiness tq §en3ieﬂi a'ult P
Suk::tet::srethe inclination one may have toward vice, it 156 . los:
‘:ducation in which the heart is involved to remain forev .

AND ONORED LORDS, are the cit-
Such, MAGNIFICENT MOST H R et Yo gover. A

i Tihabita
ns and even the Simple 1l o B e
l:ri those educated_and sensible men concerming Whom,

i i other
of workers and people, such base and false ideas are entertained 1

stimguished
e v be 3 ¢ they llil(:u'c' and such as he
among Ms fellow citizens; he was only what they a ;2
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was, there was no country where his company would not have been sought
after, cultivated, and profitably too, by the most upright men. It does not
behoove me, nor, thank heaven, is it necessary to speak to you of the
regard which men of that stamp can expect from you: your equals by édu-
cation as well as by the rights of nature and of birth; your inferiors by their
will and by the preference they owe your merit, which they have granted
to it, and for which you in Turn 0We THem SOme SOt 0 TTode. It is with
intense satisfaction that I Tearn how much, in yourdealings with them,

yQu temper with gentleness and cooperativeness the gravity suitéd to the
mmmmmmﬁm
for the obedience and respect they owe you; conduct full of justice and
wisdom, suited to putting at a greater and greater distance the memory of
unhappy events which must be forgotten so as never to see them again;
conduct all the more judicious because this equitable and Zemerous people
makes a pleasure out of its duty, because it naturally loves to honor you,
and because those who are most zealous in upholding their rights are the
ones who are most inclined to respect yours.

It should not be surprising that the leaders of a civil society love its
glory and happiness; but, unfortunately for the tranquility of men, that
thése who consider themselves as the magistrates, or rather as the masters,

oly and more sublime.-homeland manifest-some love for the
earthly homeland which nourshes : it € to

able
to make such a rare exception in our favor, and to place in the rank of

our best citizens those zealous trustees of the sacred dogmas authorized
by thie laws, those venerable pastors of souls, whose lively and sweet elo-
quence the better instills the maxims of the Gospel into people’s hearts as
they themselves always begin by practicing them. Everyone knows the
success with which the great ait of preaching is cultivated in Geneva. But
since people are too accustomed to seeing things said in one way and done
in another, few of them know the extent to which the spirit of Christianity,
the saintliness of mores, severity to oneself and géntleness to others reign
in the body of our minjsters. Perhaps it behooves only the city of Geneva
to provide the edifying example of such a perfect union between a society
of theologians and of men of letters. It is in Targe part upon their wisdom
and their acknowledged moderation and upon their zeal for the prosperity
of the state that I base my hopes for its eternal tranquility. And I note,
with a pleasure mixed with amazement and respect, how much they abhor
the atrocious maxims of those sacred and barbarous men of whom history
provides more than ope example, and who, in order 10 uphold the atteged
rights of God—that {5 to say, their own interests—were all the less Sparing
an blood because they hoped their own would always be respected.

€ Tepublic w s the
virfuoud women citizens, it wi ¢
l)]-[appy it is when youg chaste

union,_a‘lakcs itself felt™s e

—
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women were in command, and thus it is that you deserve to be in com-
mand in Geneva. What barbarous man could resist the voice of honor and
reason in the mouth of an affectionate wife? And who would not despise
vdifl Tixury on seeing your stgipleand Bdest attire, which, from the luster
it derives from you, seems the most fav & to beauty? It is for you to

:/'m ways, by your@'ﬁﬂﬂé and innocent dominion and by your
insifiuating wit, the love of Jaws in the state and concord amon the citi-
zens, {0 reunite marriages, divided families; and above all, to
correct, By the persuasive sweetness of your lessons and by the modest

graces of your conversation, those_extravagances which our young people
come to acguire_in other countries, whence, instead of the many useful

things they could profit from, they bri K, Witira-chitdistrmmanmer and
ridiculous_airs adopted among . Tiotht ad-
miration for who knows what pretended grandeurs, frivolous compensa-

tions for servitude, which will Agver be worth as much as august liberty.
Therefore always be what you are, the chaste guardians of mores and the
senle bonds o et a0 o vepdmy T
of the heart and of nature for the irtue:

1 flatter mysell that events Will not prove me wrong in basing upon
such guarantees hope for the general happiness of the citizens and for the
glory of the republic. I dmit that with all these advantages it will not
chine with that brilliance-which dazzles most eyes; and the childish and
fatal taste for this is the deadlies appiness and hoerty. Let a
dissolute youth go elsewhere in search of easy pleasures and Tenigthy re-
pentances. Let the d men of taste admire someplace else e gran-
‘deur of palaces, the beauty of carriages, the sumptuous furnishings, the
pomp_of spectacles, and all the refinements. of sofiness and luxury. In
Geneva we will find only men; but such a sight has a value of its own,
and those who seek 1t are well worth the admirers of the rest.

May you all, MAGNI —MOST HONORED AND SOV-
EREIGN LORDS, déign to receive with the same goodness the respectful
testimonies of the interest I také in your common prosperity. If I were
unfwghfto be guilty of some indiscreet rapture in this lively
effustoh of my heart, I beg you to pardon it as the tfender aftectom of a
true patriot, and to the ardent and legitimate zeal of a man who envisages
no greater happiness for himsell than that of seeing all of youd happy.

With the most profound respect, I am, MAGNIFICENT, MOST HON-
ORED AND SOVEREIGN LORDS, your most humble and most obe-
dient servant and fellow citizen.

Jean-Jacques Rousseau

Chambéry
12 June 1754
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PREFACE

(Of all the branches of human knowledge, the most useful and the least
;* and I'dare say that the inscrip-

tion on the temple at Delphi alone contained a precept more important and

more difficult’than all the huge tomes of the moralists. Thus I regard the
Sllil?ljem 'tl_ns discourse as one of the most interesting questions that
philosophy is capable of proposing, and unhappily for us, one of the
tt;c;mh iest that philosophers can attempt to resolve. For how can the Source
o ity among men be known unless one begins by Knowin '
_ 1 g men
theman&‘s?_And how will man be successful in seeing himself-asTature
fo.rmed him, through all the changes that the succession of time and
fhmgs must havF produced in his origmial constiiution, and in separat-
ing what he derives from his own wherewithal from what circumstances

and hyg propress have added to or changed im his prumtive stater Like
the statue of Glaucus, which time, sea and storms had distigured to such

an e_xter_n that it.looke ess like a god than a wild beast, the human soul,
altered in the mid a thousand constantly recurring causes,

p has, as it were, changed 1is appearance to the point
of being nearly unrecognizable, And instead of a being active always by
cerfain_and invariable principles, instead of that heavenly and majestic
sn_nphmty whose mark its author had left on it, one no longer finds any-
thing but the grotesque contrast of passion which thinks it reasons and an
understanding in a state of delirium. '

What is even more cruel is that, since all the progress of the human.

species continually moves away from jts primitive state, the more we accu-
mulate new knowledge, the more we deprive ourselves of .the means of

e
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qmmwmmww'
ing him,

It i's easy to see that it is in these successive changes of the human con-
stitution that we must seek the first origin of the differences that distinguish
men, who, by common consensus, are naturally as equal among themselves
as were the animals of each species belore Various physicatcausestrad in-
troduced into certain species the varjefies we now observe among some
of them. In effect, it is inconceivable that these first changes, by whatever
means they took place, should have altered all at once and in the same
manner all the individuals of the species. But while some improved or
declined and acquired various good or bad qualities which were not in-
herent in their nature, the others remained longer in their original sfate.
And such was the first source of inequality among mén, which it1§ easier
to demonstrate thus in géneral than to assign with precision its true causes.

Let mmmmng
seen what appears to me 'so difficult to see. I have begun some lines of
reasoning; I have hazarded some guesses, less in the hope of resolving the
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question than with the intention of clarifying it and of reducing it to its
true state. Others will easily be able to go farther on this same route,
though it will not be easy for anyone to reach the end of it. For it is no

y light underfaking to separate wha gTiginal from wha fictal.in the
7"’“&9 present nature of man, and to have a proper understand 70t a state
Y g stts. which perhaps néver existed, Which probably never

will exist, an t which it is necessary to have accurate notions in

‘ order to judge gr'operly“our own ‘present state. He who would attempt to

determine precisely which precautions to take in order to make solid
observations on this subject woyld need even more philosophy than is
generally supposed; and a good solution of the following problem would
not seem to me unworthy of the Aristotles and Plinys of our century:
What experiments would be necessary to_achieve knowledge of natural
man? And what are the means of carrying oul these experiments in the
midst of society? Far from undertaking to resolve this problem, I believe
I have meditated suffidiently on the subject to dare respond in advance
that the great ] i]l_not bé 60 good to_direc i-
ménwwm ut. It is hardly
reasonable to expect such a combination, especially with the perseverance
or rather the succession of understanding and good will needed on both
sides in order to achieve success. ]

These investigations, so difficult to carry out and so little thought about
until now, are nevertheless the only means we have left of removing a
multitude of difficulties that nceal from us the knowledge of T Teal
foundations of human society At 1s this-ignorance o the nature of man
which throws so much uncerfainty and obscurity omrthe frue defimttion of

: or the idea of right, says M. Burlamaqui, and even more

AT of Tatural right, are manifestly ideas relative to the nature of man.
Therefore, he continues, the principles of Tis seierce must be deduced
from this very nature of man, from man’s constitution and state.

1t is fiot without surprise and a sense of outrage that one observes the
paucity of agreement that prevails among the various authors who have
treated it AMONg the most serious writers one can hardly find two who
are of the same opinion on this point. The Roman Jarists—not to mention
the ancient phiosophers wihio seem to have done their best to contradict
each othér on the most fundamental principles—subject man and all other
animals indifferently to the same natural law, because they take this ex-
pression to refer to the law that nature imposes on itself rather than the
law she prescribes, or rather because of the particular sense in which those
jurists understood the word “law,” which on this occasion they seem to
have taken only for the expression of the general relations established by
nature among all animate beings for their common preservation. The
moderns, in agnowledging under the word “law” merely a rule prescribed
to.a moral being, that is to say, intelligent free and considered in his rela-
tions with other beings, consequently limit the competence of the natural
law to the only amimal endowed with reason, that s, fo man. But with
each one defining this law in his own fashion, they }LLes,&bﬁsh'iroﬂ—mch
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mciples that even among us there are ve i

7 eV ry few people in

?h POSIUOIT 10 grasp these principles, far from being able to ﬁndpthe?n-by
emselves. So that all the definitions of these wise men, otherwise in

perpetual contradiction with oné another, agree on it i
. x
impossEle To understa y , ag this lone, that it is

without being 2 cgsonec And_a_profo® physici d
out being s 2 : g hich

me . : . ] 3 N =
enlightenment which develops. only with great giﬁiclzl?; 11;;1.1? Eh;v: :Zed
small nu'mber of people within the society itself. i
y Kgc‘)‘\fqng, ’n.atu.re so little a_nd a_greeing so pootrly on the meaning of the
ord “law,” it _vmu}d—be-qa-l-te—d-)ﬁﬁﬂrm‘c‘OTﬁEWe common under-
standing regarding a good definition of natural law, Thus all those defini-
tions that are found in books have, over and above a lack of uniformit
the added fault of being drawn from several branches of knowledge whig;;
men do not naturally have, and from advantages the idea of which they

by seeking the rules on which, for thecommon utilityjt would be appro-
priate for men to agree amony tiemselves;smd—tiren they give the name

nqtural lqw to the collection of these rules, with no other proof than the
good whgc]'l presumably wpuld result from their universal observance.
lllre]y this is a very convenient way to compose definitions and to explain
t ean:ture1 of things by virtually arbitrary views of what is seemly

ut as long as we are ignorant-of natural man, it is futil -

. . e for us to at-
tempt tb_.aet_qrmmg the Jaw he-has received or which is best suited fo his
ctotg%;mltmn All that we can sec very clearly regarding this law is that, for
10 A En oe aw, n%t only must the will of him who is obliged by it be capable

! wing submission to it, but also, for it to be 5 1
owing Submiss natural; it must speak
Leaving aside therefore all the scientific books which teach us only to
'see men as they ha}ve made themselves, and meditating on the first and
most ,i‘;’.lp}e operations of the human soul, I believe I perceive in it two
princip at are : ich one makes us ardently inter-

It is from the conjunction and combination

l

cannot conceive unti] alter having left the state of nature. Writers begin ’56

that Thr:];ur mind 15 in a position to make regarding these two principles, with- f
out the need for introducing that of sociability, that all theTules of natural £1p
right appear to me to flow; rules which reason is later forced to reestablish ""“‘(9)

on other foundations, when, by i i i
I , , by its successive developments, it h -
ceeded in smothering nature. d ’ e e

aIlnI:linthls' way one is not obliged to make a man a philosopher before
$ g him a man, His duties toward others are not uniquely dictated to
m by the belated Jessons of wisdom; and as Tong as he does not resist
the inner iMpUISE Of compassion, he will never harm another man or even

another sentient being, except in the legitimate instance where, if his pres-

z}rvauon were involved, he is obliged to give preference to himself. By this
TS, a1 €I Can also be made to the ancient disputes regarding the pat-

e —

“;

eryation, 2 other 1ngpires f’f%r
sentient being, especially oyr b,
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ticipation of animals in the natural law. For it is clear that, lacking intel-
ligence and liberty, they cannot recognize this law; but since they share to
some extent in our nature by virtue of the_sentieni quality witlrwhich they

are endowed, one will judge that they should also participate in natural
right, and that man is SMW ject to some sort of duties foward INehT. It seems,
in effect, that if I am obliged not to do any harm to my fellow man, it is
less because he is a rational being than because he 1s a seritienf béing: a
quality That, sifice it is common o bour animals and men, should at least
give the former the right not to be needlessly mistreated by the latter.

This same study of original man, of his true needs and the fundamental
principles of his duties, is also the only good means that can be used to
remove those multitudes of difficulties which present themse]ves regarding
the. origin of moral inequality, the true foundations of the body politic,
the reciprocal rights of its members, and a thousand other similar ques-
tions that are as important as they are poorly e¢xplained.

In considering human society from a tranquil and disinterested point of
view it seems at first to manifest merely the violence of powerful men and
the oppression of the weak. The mind revolts against the harshness of the
fofmcr; one 18 inclined to deplore the blindness of the latter. And since
nothing is less stable among men than those external relationships which
chance brings about more often than wisdom, and which are called weak-
ness or power, wealth or poverty, human establishments appear at first
glance to be based on piles of shifting sand. It:is only in examining them
closely, only after having ¢leared away the dust and sand that surround
the edifice, that one perceives the unshakeable base on which it israised
and one learns to respect its foundations. Now without a serious study of
miari, ol his natural faculties and their successive developments, gne will
never succeed in making these distinctions and in separating, in-the
presént constitution of things, what M@t
human art has pretended to do. The political and moral investigations
occasioned by the Tmportant guestion 1 am examining are theréfore
useful in every way; and the hypothetical history ol governments is an
instructive lesson for man in every respect. In considening what we would
have become left to ourselves, we ought to leam to bless him whose
beneficent hand, in correcting our institutions and giving them an
urishakeatie fotmdation, has prevented the disorders that must other-
wise result from them, and has brought abSUT OUr Bappiness from the

means that seemed likely to add_to our misery.

Learn whom God has.ordered you to
be, and in what part of human
affairs you have been placed.

5.
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Notice on the Notes

_ I hqve added some notes.io this work, following.my indolent custom of
warking in fits and starts. Occasionally. these notes wander so far from the
subject that they. are not good to read with the text. I therefore have con-
signed them to the end of the Discourse, in which I have tried my best to
follow the straightest path. Those who have the courage to begin again will
be able to amuse themselves the second time as they beat the bushes and

try torun through the notes. There will be little harm done if others do
not read them at all.

[Translator’s note: These notes are presented on p. 83. Additions to the

text, made by Rousseau in the 1782 edition, are translated here and
enclosed by bfackets.] ' "

Pl

QUESTION
Proposed by the Academy of Dijon
What is the Origin of Inequality
Among Men, and is it Authorized

"by the Natural Law?

DISCOURSE ON THE, ORIGIN AND
FOUNDATIONS OF INEQUALITY
AMONG MEN

Iat I have to speak, and the question I am examining indi-
cate§ 10 me that I am going to be speaking to men, for such questions are
not proposed by those who are afraid to honor the truth. I will there-
.forc'e confidently defend the cause of humanity before the wise men who
invite me to do so, and I will not be displeased with myself if I make my-

sell wajthy of my subject and my judges.
I conceive of two kinds of inequality in the human species: one which

I call wm, because jt is established by nature and consists
in the diiterence of age, health, bodily strength, and qualities of mind or

T ——
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soul. The other—may be called m@ral oqpoli@lity, because it
depends on a kind of ¢bnventior and is established, or at least authorized,
by the cansent of men. This latter type of inequality consists in the dxf-
ferent privileges enjoyed by some at the expense of others, such a5 being
richer; fore honored, more powerful than they, or even causing them-
selves to be obeyed by them.

There is no point in asking what the source of natural inequality is, be-
cause the answer would be found enunciated in the simple definition of the
word. There is still less of a point in asking whether There wouldTrot be
some essential connection between the two inequalities, for that would!
amount to asking whether those who command are necessarily better than
those who obey, and whether stréngth of body or mind, wisdom or virtue
are always found in the same individuals in proportion to power or wealth.
Perhaps this is a good question for slaves to discuss within earshot of Their
masters, but it is not suitable for reasonable and free men who seek the
truth.

Precisely what, then, is the subject of this discourse? To mark, in the
progress of things, the moment when, right taking the place of violence,
nature was subjected to the lay. To explaty The sequence of wonders by
which the strong could resolve to serve the weak, and the people to buy
imaginary repose at the price of real felicity.

The philosophers who have examined the foundations of society have
all felt the necessity of returning to the state of nature, but none of them
has reached it. Some have not hesitated to ascribe to man in that stafe the

notion of z@' t, without BoThering ad fo have

at notion, or even that it was useful to him. Others have spoken of the

na TighDThat everyone has to preserve what belongs to him, without
explaining what they mean by “belonging.” Others started out by giving giving
authorify fo € W nd 1mmed1ately brought abgut

government, without giving any thought to the ti had to pass before
the meaning of the words “authority” and “government” could exist

among men. Fmally, all of them, speaking confinually of né avarice,
opp , have transferred to the state of nature?i

ideas they acqmre in_society. They ‘spoke about savage man, and it was
civil man they depicted. It did not even occur to most of our philosophers
to doubt that the state of nature had existed, even though it is evident from
reading the Holy Scriptures that the first man, having received enlighten-
ment and precepts immediately from God, was not himself in that state;

and if we give the writings of Moses -the credence’ thatsevery Christian
owes them, we must deny that, even before the flood, men were ever in

the pure state of nature, unless they had fallen back into it because of some.

extraordinary event: a paradox that is quite awkward to defend and utterly
impossible ta prove.

Let us therefore begin by putting aside all the faéts, for they have no
bearing on the question. The investigations that may be undertaken con-
cerning this subject should not be taken for historical truths, but only for
hypothefical #nd conditional reasonings, better suited to shedding Tight on
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the nature of things than on pointing out their true origin, like those our
physicists make everyday with regard to the formation of the world.
Religion commands us to believe that since God himself drew men out of
the state of nature, they are unequal because he wanted them to be so;
but it does not forbid us to form conjectures, dr e pature
of man and the beings that surround him, concerning what the human
race could have become, if it had been left to itsell. THat is what I am
asked, and what T proposeTo exammm: imthifydistourse. Since my subject
concerns man in general, I will attempt to speak in terms that suit all
nations, or rather, forgetting times and places in order to think only of the
men to whom I am speaking, I will imagine I am in the Lyceum in Athens,
reciting the lessons of.my masters, having:men like Plato and Xenocrates
for my judges, and the human race for my, audience.

O man, whatever country_you may be from, whatever your opinions
may be, listen: here is youf_histopy, as I have thought to read it, not in
the books of your fellowmen, who are liars, but in nature, who never lies.
Everything that comes from nature will be true; there will be nothing false
except what I have unintentionally added. The times about which T am
going to sp—k are @@?ﬁuch you have changed from what
you were! It is, as it were, the life of your species that I am about to
describe to you according to the qualities Vou have recetved;-whiek-your
educafion and your mabits-trave-been-able to corrupt but have been Thable
to desiroy. There is, | feel, an age at which an individual man would want
to stop. You will seek thr_a.gc_at_whmlLvmz would want your species to
have stopped. Dissatisfied with your present state for reasons that portend

“gven greater grounds for dissatisfaction for your unhappy posterity, per-
haps you would like to be ablé"to go backwards in time. This feeling
should be a hymn in praise of.your first ancestors, the criticism' of your
contemporaries, and the dread of those who have the unhappiness of living
after you.

ParT ONE

However 1mportant it may be, in order to render sound }udgments re-
gardlng the natural state of man, to consider him from his origin and to
examine him, so to speak, in the first embryo of the species, I will not
follow his nature through its successive developments, I will nof stop stop to
mvesugate in the amninial Kingdom what he might have been at the begin-
ning so as eventually to become what he is. T will not examine whether,
as Afistotle thinks, man’s elorngated nails were nof at first hooked claws,
whether han was ot tUrty Tike a bear, and whether, 1f man walked on all
fours,? his gaze, directed toward the ground and limited to a horizon of a
few steps—did not provide an indication of both the character and the
limits of his ideas. On this subject I could form only vague and almost

e sl W wa
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imaginary conjectures. Comparative anatomy has as yet made too little
progress; the observations of naturalists are as yet too uncertain for one
to be able to establish the basis of solid reasoning on such foundations.
Thus, without having recourse to the supernatural knowledge we have on
this point, and without taking note of the changes that must have occurred
in the internal as well as the external conformation of man, as he applied
his limbs to new" purposes and nourished hlmself on new foods, I will
suppose t L e as I see him today walk-
ing on two feet, usin i

could ha¥e i We could have ac-
quired only through long progress; when | consider him, in a word, as he
must have left the hands of nature, I see an animal less strong than some,
less agile than others, but all in all, the most advantageously organized
og_g_'l_t_ I see him satisfying his hunger under an oak tree, quenching his
thirst at the first stream, finding his bed at the foot of the same tree that
supplied his meal; and thus all his needs are satisfied.

When-the earth is left to its natural fertilify* and covered with im-
mense forests that were nevér mutilated by the axe, it offers store-
houses and shelters at every step to animals of every species. Men,
dispersed among the animals, observe and imitate their industry, and
thereby raise themselves to the level of animal instinct, with the advan-
tage that, whereas each speciés has only ils own instincts, man, who
may perhaps have none that belongs to him, appropriates all of them to
hlmﬁmmm%mv which-
the other animals divide among themselves, and consequently finds his
sustenance more easily than any of the rest can.

Accustomed from childhood to inclement weather and the rigors of the
seasons, acclimated to fatigue, and forced, naked and without arms, to
defend their lives and their prey against other ferocious beasts, or to
escape them by taking flight, men develop a robust and nearly unalterable
temperament. Children enter the world with the excellent constitution of
their parents and strengthen it with the same exercises that produced it,
thus acquiring all the vigor thal the an capable of having,
Nature treats them precisely the way the law of Sparta treated the chil-
dren of its citizens: it renders strong and-robust those who are well con-
stituted and makes all the rest perish, thereby differing from our present-
"day societies, where the_state, by making children burdensome to their
parents, kills them mdlscnmmately before their birth.

Smce the savage man ’s body is the oniy instrument he knows, he em-

capable of serving. And our industry epnves Us O lity
that necessity obliges him to acquire. If he had had an axe, would his
wrists break such strong branches? If he had had a sling, would he throw
a stone with so much force? If he had had a ladder, would he climb a

tree so nimbly? If he had had a horse, would he run so fast? Give a civil-
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ized man time to gather all his machines around him, and undoubtedly he
will easily overcome a savage man. But if you want to see an even more
unequal fight, pit them against each other naked and disarmed, and you
will soon realize the advantage of constanily having alf of one s forces at
one’s disposal, of always being ready for any event, and of always
carrying one’s entire self, as it were, with one.®

@s maintains that man is naturally intrepid and seeks only to
attatk and to fight. On the other hand, an illustrious philosopher thinks,
and Cumberland and Pufendorf also affirm, that nothing is as timid as
man in the state of nature, and.that he is always trembling and ready to
take flight at the slightest sound he hears or at the slightest movement he
perceives. That may be the case with regard to objects with which he is
not acquainted. And mmmmﬁ—mﬁWw
sights that present themselves to him every time he can néi cern the
physical good and evil he may expect from them nor compare his forces
withthe dangers he must run: rare gircumstances in the state of nature,
where everythmg takes place in such a uniform manner and where the face
of the earth-is not subject to those sudden and continual changes caused
by the passions and inconstancy of peoples living together, But since a
savage man lives dispersed among the ‘animals and, finding himself early
on in a position to measure himself against them, he soon makes the com-
parison; and, aware that h em in skillfulness more than they

surpass him in strength, he learns not to fear them any mwore. Pit a béar
o%mmmﬁmus, as they

all are, armed with stones and a hefty cudgel, and you will see that the
danger will be at least equal on both sides, and that after several such
experiences, ferocious beasts, which"do not like to attack one another,
will be quite reluctant to attack a man, having found him to be as ferocious
as themselves. With regard to animals that actually have more strength
than man has skillfulhess, ke is in the same position as other weaker. spe-
cies, which nevertheless subsist. Man has the advantage that, since he is
no less adept than they at running and at finding almost ceitain refugé in
trees, he always has the alternative of acceptmg or leavmg the encounter
and the choice of takin
péars that no animal naturally -attacks man, except in the case of self-
defense or extreme hunger, or shows ev1dence of those violent antipathies
toward him that seem to indicate that one species is destined by nature
to serve as food for another.

[No doubt these are the reasons why negroes and savages bother them-
selves so little about the ferocious beasts they may encounter in the woods.
In this respect, the Caribs of Venezuela, among others, live in the most
profound security and without the slightest inconvenience. Although they
are practically naked, says Francisco Coreal, they boldly expose them-
selves in the forest, armed only with bow and arrow, but no one has ever
‘heard of one of them being devoured by animals.]

There are other, more formidable enemies, agairist which man does not
have the same means of self-defense: natural infirmities, childhood; old




42 DISCOURSE ON THE ORIGIN OF INEQUALITY

age, and illnesses of all kmds—sad 51gns of our weakness, of which the
ncipally
to'man living in society, On the subject of childhood, I even observe that
a'mother, by carrying her child everywhere with her, can feed it much more
easily than fememﬁﬁﬁl—arfnhMe con-
tinually coming and going, with great fatigue, to seek their food and to
suckle or feed their young. It is true that if a woman were to perish, the
child runs a considerable risk of perishing with her. Bat iy danger is
coTIHion to a hundred other species, whose young are for quite some time
incapable of going.off to seek their nourishment for themselves. And al-
though childhood is longer among us, our lifespan is also longer; thus
things aré more or less equal in this respect,’ although THEre are bther
rules, not relevant to my subject, which are concerned with the duration
of infancy and the number of young.® Among the elderly, who are less
active and perspire little, the need for food diminishes with the faculfy of
providing for it. And since savage life shields them from goutand
rheumatism, and since old age is, of all ills, the one that human assistance
can least alleviate, they eventually die without anyone being aware that
they are ceiising to exist, and almost without bemg aware of it themsé€lves.
Wi o illncsses, 1 Wi pronounce-
ments made against medicine by the majority, of people in good health.
Rather, I will ask whether there is any solid observation on the basis of
which one can conclude that the average lifespan is shorter in those coun-
tries where the art of medicine is most neglected than in those whefé'it is
cultivated most ass:duous]y And how could that be the case, if we give
; than medicine can furnish us remedies? The extreme
T eXCessive idleness among some, excessive labor

W
ongothiers; the ease with which we arouse and satisfyour appetites and
ou&ér?hﬂl_srllll_fﬂ;_tg)_the overlyhx;;fi‘us_dftao\lj__nl__(j_ ds of The wealhy, which nourish
thi ating juices and overwhelm them with indigestion; the bad
food of the poor, who most of the time do nof have even that, and who,
“Tor want of food, are inclined to stuff their stomachs greedily whenever
possible; staying up until all hours, excesses of all kinds, immoderate out;
bursts of every passion, bouits of fatigie and mental exhaustion; countless
soITows and alllictions which are felt in all levels of society and which per-
petually gnaw away at souls: these are the fatal proofs that most of our
its—are of Our own making, and {hat we : i
them by preserving the simple, regular and solitary lifestyle prescribed to
us by nature. If nature has destined us to be healthy, I almost dare to
affirty that the state of refiection 15 a siate contrary to nature and that the
mafrwho TMeditates is a depraved animal. When one thinks about thestout
constitutions of e Savages, at least of those whom we have not ruined
with our strong liquors; when one becomes aware of the fact that they
know almost no illnesses but wounds and old age, one is strongly inclined
to belicve that someone could easily write the history of human maladies
by following the Ristory of civitsocieties. This at least was the opitiion of
Plats, Who believed that, from certain remedies used or approved by

Jifestyle completes the Enervation of bo § sireng
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Podalirius and Machaon at the siege of Troy, various illnesses which these
remedies should exacerbate were as yet unknown among men. [And Celsus
reports that.diet, so necessary today, was only an invention of Hippoc-
rates. ]

‘With so few soyrces of ills, man in the state of nature hardly has any

need therefore of remedies, much less of physicians. The human race is
in 0 worse condifion than all the OIhers in this respect; and it is easy to
learn from hunters whether in their chases they find many sick animals.
They find quite a fewthat have received serious wounds that healed quite
nicely, that have had bones or ¢ven limbs broken and reset with no other
surgeon than time, no other regimen than their everyday life, and that are
no less perfectly cured for not having been tormented with incisions,
poisoned with drugs, or exhausted with fasting. Finally, however cor-
rectly administered medicine may be among us, it is still certain that al-
though a sick savage, abandoned to himself, has nothing to hope for ex-
cept_from nature, on the other hand, he has nothing to Tearexcepe his
illness. This frequently makes his situation preferable to ours.
" Therefore we ATst take Tare ot 1o conlfuse savage man with the men
we have before our eyes. Nature treats all animals Teit to their own devices
with a partiality that seems to show how jealous she is of that right.
The horse, the cat, the bull, even the ass, are usually taller, and all of them
have a more robust constitution, more_vigor, more strength, and more
courage in the forests than in our homes. They lose half of these advan-
tages in becoming domesticated; it might be said that all our eilorts at
feeding them and treating them well only end in their degeneration. It is
the same for man himself, In becoming habitoated 1o the wa :
and a slave, he becomes(yeak&earful 2

Let-us add that the differénice between 1he .savage man and the dome 1-
cated man should be still greater than that between the savage animal
and the domesticated animal; fér while animal and man have been treated
equally by nature, man gives more comforts to himself than to the animals
he tames, and all of these comforts are so many specific causes that make
him degenerate more noticeably:

It s Therefore no great misfortune for those first men, nor, above all,
such a great obstacle 10 their preservation, that they are naked, that they
have no dwelling, and that they lack all those useful things we take to be
so necessary. If they do not have furry skin, they have no need for it in
warm countries, and in cold countries they soon learn to help themselves
to the skins of animals they have vanquished. If they have but two feet to
run with, they-have two arms to provide for their defense and for their
needs. Perhaps their children learn to walk late and with difficulty, but
mothers carry them easily: an advantage that is lacking in Other species,
where the mother, on being pursued, finds herself forced to abandon her
young or to.conform her pace to theirs. [It is possible there are some ex-
ceptions to this. For example, the animal from the province of Nicaragua
which resembles a fox"and which has feet like a man’s hands, and, accord-
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min ill still s eaks when nature is

0 ' ing to Coreal, has a pouch under its belly in which the mother places her

young when she is forced to take flight. No doubt this is the same-animal
that is called daquatzin in Mexico; the female of the species Laét describes
as having a similar pouch for the same purpose.] Finally, unless we sup-
pose those singular and fortnitous combinations of circumstances of which

I will speak later, and which might very well have never taken place, at

any rate it is clear that n who made clothing or a dwelling for
himself was giving himself things that were hardly TIECEsSaTy, since he had
done_without them until then and since it 15 TOt Clear-why, a5 3 grown

man, he_could nat endure the kind of Ff'm‘hzﬂ‘endnrcd—c‘ver—smce he
was a child.

Alone, idle, and always near danger, savage man must like to sleep
and be a light sleeper like animals which do lﬁtgl?tﬁim
vawmmmm?ﬁﬂs
practically his sole concern, his best trained faculties ought to bé those

that have attack and defense as their principal object;eitherto—subjugate

his prey or to prevent his becoming the prey of another animal. On. the
other hand, the organs that are perfected only by softness and sensuality
must remain in a state of crudeness that excludes any kind of réfinement in
him. And with his senses being divided in this respect, ill have ex-
tremely crude senses of touch and taste; those of sight, hearing and smeil
will-have the greatest subtlety. Such is the state of animals i general, and,
according to the reports of travellers, such also’is that of the majority of
savage peoples. Thus we should not be surprised that the Hottentots of the
Cape of Good Hope can sight ships with the naked eye as far out at"sea
as the Dutch can with telescopes; or that the savages of America were as
capable of trailing Spaniards by smell as the best dogs could have done;

or that all these barbarous nations endure their nakedness with no discom-
fort, whet their appetites with hot peppers, and drink European liquors.
like water.

So far I have con51dered only physical man. Let us-now try to look at.
him from a mg and_moral point of view.

In any animal I see nothing. an ingenious machine-to which nature
has given senses in-order for it to rénew its strength and to protect ke,
to a certain point, from all that tends fo destroy or disturb it. I am aware
of precisely the same things in the human machine, with the difference
that nature alone does everything in the operations of an animal, whereas
man_contnbutes, as a free agent, to his own operaijons. 1he former
“chooses or rejects by instinct and the later by an act of freedom. Hence
an animal cannot deviate from the rule that is prescribed to it, even when
it would be advantageous to do so, while man deviates from it, often to
his own detriment, Thus a pigeon would die of hunger near a bowl filled
with choice meats, and so would a cat perched atop a pile of fruit or grain,
even though both could nourish themselves quite well withthe food they
disdain, if they were of a mind to try some. And thus dissolute men aban-
don themselves to excesses which cause them fever and death, because the

silent.

“Every ammal has ideas, since it has senses; up to-a certain poin! it even
combines its.ideas, and in this regard man differs from an aniial only in
degg:g}gm_mlﬂnmphnshwgge_sted that there is a preatet dif-
ference between two given men than between a given man and an animal.
Therefore it"is not so much understanding which causes the speciiic dis-
tinction of man from all other animals as it is his b
Nature commands every animal, and beasts obey.
1mp:m5,_hm_he.knom.ha4s.f;ee4mgn_alm:g;ox_m_msistf, and it is above
all in the awareness of this freedom that the spirituality of his soul is made
manifest. For physics explains in some-way the mechanism of the senses
and the formation of ideas; but in the power of willing, or rather of choos-
ing, and in the feeling of 'this power, we find only purely spiritual acts,
about which the laws of mechanics explain nothing.

But if the difficulties surrounding all these questions should leave some
room for dispute on this difference between man and animal, there is an-
other very specific quality which disti em and about whictThiere
can Bé ho argument: the facqliv of sell-perfeciior. 4 faculty which—with
the aid of circumstances, successively develops. all the others, and resides
amoAg us as much in the species as in the individual. Un the other hand,
an‘animal, at the end of a few months, 1s what it will be all its life; and its
species, at'the end of a thousand years, is what it was in the first of those
thousand years. Why is man alohe subject to becoming an imbecile? Is it
not that he thereby returns-to his primitive state, and.thaf, White the ani-
mal which has acquired nothmg and which also has nothing to lose, always
retains its instinct, man, in losing through old age or other accidents all
that his perfectibility has enabled him to acquire, thus .falls even lower
than the animal itself? It would b€ sad for us o be forced o agree that this
distinctive and almost unlimited faculty is the source of all man’s mis-
fortunes; that this i1$ what, by dint of timé, draws him out of that ongmal
ﬁﬂ'ﬁﬁn in which he would pass t tranquil and innécent days; that this is
wh_af_tﬁl;o_ugh centuries of giving rise to his enlightennient and s errors,
his vices and his virtues, eventually make ver hi and
nature.” It would be dreadful to be obliged to praise as a beneficent being
ibe one who first suggested to the inhabitant on the banks of the Orinoco
the use of boards which he binds to his children’s temples, and which
assure them of at least part of their imbecility and their original happiness.

Savage man, left by flature to instinct alone, or rather compensated for
the ins{inct he 15 perhiaps lacking By Tacullies capable of first replacing them
and then-of raising him to the level of instinct, will therefore begin with
purely animal functions.!? Perceiving and feeling will be his first state,
which e witthgve i cCommon with all animals. Willing and not willing,
desiring, and fearing will be the first and nearly the only operations of his
soul until new circumstances bring about new developments in it.

Whatever the moralists may say about it, human understanding owes

a
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much to the passions, which, by common consensus, also owe gegll(‘efl;
deal to it. It is by their activity that our.:%a‘som-perfec_tc?:-We eck to
know only because we desire to ﬁpd enjoyment; and it 1s'ur11c;;0551t -
conceive why someone who had neither desires nor fe:a{s would go o.ds
bother of reasoning. The passions in turn take.their origin from our nefen ;
and their progress from our Engw_lcahge. For‘or;e'cmr-dcstre—or—f.ear—r:li fﬁ-
nly” irtue of the 1deas one can have orrﬁem,—orfronrtﬁe.'mm
gzgé}?gf‘;latu:e; and savage man, deprived_ot' every sort of enhghtenrgs::_t,
feels only the passion 1 sort. His desires do not go beyond" ;ls
al needs,!' The only goods he knows in the universe are noufish-
; fhie only evils he fears are pain and hunger_. 1 say
lse an-animalwi ; ow-whatitis to die; and
knowldge of death and its terrorls1 is one olf the grtst acquisitions that man
made 1n withdrawing from the animal condition. o ]
hasWere ft necessary, it would be easy for me to support this vu:*i’\ii wtlltlh
facts and to demonstrate that, among all the na.tlons of the wor d’ (E
progress of the mind has been precisely proportionate to tpe ne:{:t s r:s
ceived by peoples from nature or to those needs to \yhlch ClFC}l:,II']S a;pc s
have subjected them, and consequently to, the passions w:hm_ m(i: ine
them to provide for those needs. I would show thg arts coming into being
in Egypt-and-spreadiagud oding of the Nile. T would follow their
progress among the Greeks, where they were seen fo germinate, grow and
rise to the heavens among the sands and rocks of ATIica, [uuuglla ne‘{elt'
being able to take root on the fertile banks of the E.urotas.' I WOllll p}:n:e
out that in general the peoples of the north are more m_dustr:ou§ than tho <
of the south, becaiise théy cannot get a!ong as w?ll_ without b'emg _St:i a:hl
nature thereby wanted to equalize things by pgiving to their minds the
ility it refuses their soil. ] ]
fer]t?l.llityixrithout having recourse to the uncertain testimony :fm Izl«slt(;z;nd?;:
yone fail to see that everything seems to remove savag ‘mar m tl
?:mgt:ti;n and the means of ceasmg.to be saﬁgg? .Hls Imagination deplzt;
riothing to him; his heart asks nothing of him. His modest needs are

Ty found at hand, amd he 15-so far fromr thedegreeof-knowledge neces-
easily tound at hand, an ] e g: 1:lha\‘r'e
sary.to make him desire to acquire greater knowledge, that he can |

neither foresight nor curiosity. The spectacle of nature becomes a matter

of indifference to him by dint of its.becoming familiar to him. It-is al\;ays
the same order, always the same siiccession of changes. _I-Ie does 1;co.t ave
a mind for marveling at the greatest wonders; and we muist not seek in Blnz
the philosophy that a man needs in Order to know how 10 ouserV‘e_o_hi:
what he has seen everyday. His soul, aglt.ated by nc')thmg; is given ov:rtho
the single feeling of his own present existence, without any 1d§ia of se
future, however, near it may be, anTl_Hﬁ—p_r_oj&'fmed as his wfeg1 ;
hardly extend to the end of the day. Such is, even today, the exf:'anth 0 e
Carib’s foresight. In the morning he sells his bed of cotton and in t ;1: ?vhe
ning he returns in tears to buy it back, for want of having foreseen tha
would need it that night.

<
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The more one meditates on this subject, the more the distance from pure
sensations to the simplest knowledge increasem’mﬁg
impossible to conceive fow ave crossed such a wide gap by
hisTorces alone, without the aid of communication and without the prov-
ocafion of necessity. How many centuries have perhaps gone by before
men were in a position to see any fire other than that from the heavens?
How many different risks did they have to run before they learned the
most common uses of that element? How many times did they let it go
out before they had acquired the art GF reproducing it? And how many
times perhaps did each of these secrets die with the one who had discov:
ered it? What will we say about a riculture, an art that requires so much
labor and foresight, that depends on so many other arts, that quite obvi-
ouslyis prgcficable only in a socie hich is at Ieast in its beginning
$tages, and thatserves US nof 50 Much to derive from the earth food it
would readily provide without agriculiure, i pref-
erences that are most to our taste? But let us suppose that men multiplied
to_the point where the natural producfions were no longer sufficient to
nourish them: a supposition which, it may be sa In passing, would show
a great advantage for the human species in that way of life. Let us suppose
that, without forges or workshops, Tarm implements had fallen from the
heavens-into the hands of the savages; that these men had conquered the
mortal hatred they all have for continuous work; that they had learned
to foresee their needs far enough in advance; that thmﬁd how
the soil'is to be cultivated, grains 'sown, and trees planted; that they had
discovered the arts of grinding wheat and fermenting grapes: all things

they would need to have been taught by the gods, for it is inconceivabile how
they_could liave Dicked These things Iy on their owm—Yetafter-att-this,
what man would be so foolish as to tire himself out cultivating a field that
will be plundered by the first comer, be it man or beast, who takes a fancy
to the crop? And how could each man resolve. to spend his life in hard

labor, when, the more necessary to him the fruits of his labor may be, the
surer he is of not realizing them? In a word, how could this situation lead
men to cultivate the soil as long as it is not divided among ent, tAatis to
say, as long ‘a5 the stafe of natire is not wined out?

Were We to want to suppose a Savage man as skilled in the art of think-
ing as our philosophers make him out to be; were we, following their ex-
ample. to make him a full-fledped philoso her, discovering by himself the
most sublime truths, and, by chains of terribly abstract reasoning, Torthing
for h@xims of justice and reason drawn from the love of order In
general or Trom the known will oF his Creator; in" a word, Were—we to
supposc there was in his mind as much intelligence and enlightenment as
he needs, and is in fact found to have dullness and_stupidify, what use
would the species have for all that meta hysics, which Could not be
communicaied and which would perish- with the indivi ual W suld
have Tnvented it What progress could the human race make, scatiered

in the woods among the animals? And to what extent could men mutually

.;':;.‘..
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perfect and enlighten one another, when, with neither a fixed dwelling nor

any riced for one another, they wonld-hardly encounter one another twice
in their Jives, without knowing or talking td one anothe

Let us consider how many ideas we owe to the@how much
grammar trains and facilitates the operations of the mindAnd let us think
of the inconceivable difficulties and the infinite amount of time that the
first invention of JTanguages must have cosi, Let us join their rellections to
the preceding ones, and wmﬂ_b.e_m_mnm_,suu_dgg_mmmgy_tmu-
sands of centurjes wnnld have been "“"ﬁSSﬂ.qLIQ..dﬁIﬁlQp_SUCCCSSlVely in
the human mind the opcratlons of which it was capable.

May I be permitted to consider for a moment the obstacles to the
origin of languages. I could be content here to cite or repeat the investi-
gations that the Abbé de Condillac has made on this matter, all of which

completely confirm my view, and may perhaps have given me the idea‘in

the first place. But since the way in which this philosopher resolves the
difficulties he himself raises concerning the origin of conventional signs
shows that he assumed what I question (namely, a kind of society already
established among the inventors of language), I believe that, in referring
to his reflections, I must add to them my own, in order to present the same
difficulties from a standpomt that is pertinent to my subject. The first that
presents itself is to imagine how languages could have become necessary;
for since_men had no_coffifmunication among themselves nor any need for
it, I fail to see either the necessity of this invention or its possibility, if it
were not indispensable. I might well say, as do many others, that lan-
guages were born in the domestic intercourse among fathers, mothers, and
children. But aside from the fact that this would not resolvethetiicnlties,
it would make the mistake of those who, reasoning about,the state of
nature, intrtide into it ideas taken from society. They always see the family
gathered in one and the same dwelling with{ts—memrbers—maintaining
among themselves a.union as intimate and permanent.as exists among us,
where so"Many common interests unite them. But the fact of The matter
is that in that primitive state, since nobody had houses or_huts or property
of any kind, each one bedded down in some random spot and ofien for
only one night. Males and females came together Tortuitously as a result

of cggwwwmweat
need 1o words to express what they had to say to one another. They left
one another with the same nonchalance.!? The mother at first nursed her
children for her own need; then,.with habit having endeared them to her,
she later nourished them for their owp need. Once they had the strength to
look for their food, they did not hesitate to leave the mother herself,
Andsimee tiere Wis practically no other way of finding one another than
not 0 Jose Sight of one another, they were soon at the point of nof even
recognizing-one another. It should also be noted that, since the child had

alT s TETts-terexptain and consequently more things to say to the inother
thauwwst

f:ﬁort toward inventing a language, and that the language he uses should
m large part be of his own making, which multiplies languages as many

lhi
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times as there are individuals to speak them. This tendency was abetted
by a nomadic and vagabond life, which does not give any idiom time to
gain iio_q;hM)r claiming that the mother teaches her child the words
he ought to-use in asking her for this or that is a good way of showing
how already formed languages are taught, but it does not tell us how lan-
guages are formed.

Let us suppose this first difficulty has been overcome. Let us disregard
for a moment the immense space that there.must-have-been-between the
pure state of nature and the need for languages. And, on the supposition
thatthey are necessary,' let us inquire how they might have begun to be
established. Here we come to a new difficulty, worse still than the preced-
ing one. For if men needed speech in order to learn to think, they had a
still greater need for knowing how to think in order to discover the art of
speaking Afnd even 1f it were understood how vocal sounds had been
tSIEe;; for the conventional expressions of our ideas, it would still remain
for us to determine what could" have been the conventional expressions
for ideas that, not havifig.a sensibl€. object, could not be indicated either
by g ice. 1hus we are scarcely able to form tenable cofjec-
tures regarding the birth of this art of communicating thoughts and estab-
lishing intercourse between minds, a sublime art which is already quite far
from its ofigin, but which the philosopher still sees at so prodlgmus a dis-
tance from its perfection thaf thete 15 oo man so foolhardy as fo claifi™
thaf it will ever achieve it, even 1I The SEQUEnNces Of ChANge that time neces-
sarily brings were suspended in its favor, even il prejudices wereto—be
barred from the academies or be silent before them, and even {THEy were
able to occupy_themselves with thaf thorny problem for whole cemturies

without int
Mﬁﬁﬁ% the mosthe most energetic and the

only languag"he needed before it was necessary to persuade men assem-
bled together, is thecry of nature. Since this cry was elicited only by a
Kind orimstnct i pressing circunistanices, to beg for help in great dangets,
or Tor telicf-of-Violent-ilts;-it-was 1ot used very much in the ordinary
course of life, where more moderate feelings prevail. When the ideas of
men begin to spread and.multiply, and closer communication was estab-
lished aniong them, they Sought 10T NUMErous Sipns-amd a4 more exten-
sive language. They multiplied vocal inflections and combBned ThenT With
gestures, which, by their nafufe, aré MOTe eXpIEssiVe, At WHose meaning
is less dependent on a prior determination. They therefore signified visible
and mobile objects by means of gestures, and audible ones by imitative
sounds, But since a gesture indicates hardly anything more than present
or easily described objects and visible actions; since its use.is not univer-
sal, because darkness or the interposition of a‘body renders it useless; and
since it requires rather than stimulates attention, men finally thought of
replacing them with vocal articulations, which, while not having the same
relationship to certain ideas, were better SUited T0 fepresent all jdeas as

conventional signs. Such a substitution could only be made by a common

consent an 1 u raciiCé Ior men whose cru €
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organs had as yet no exercise, and still more difficult to conceive in itself,
simce that unianimous agreement had to have had a motive,and speech ap-
pears to have been necessary in order to establish the use of speech,

We must infer that the first words men used had a much broader mean-
ing in their mind than do those Used in languages that ate alieady formed;
and tHat, being ignorant of the division of discourse into its constitutive
parts, at first they gave each word the meaning of a whole sentence. When
they began to distinguish subject from attribute and verb from noun, which
was no mean effort of genius, substantives were at first only so many
proper_nouns; the [present] infinitivé was the only verb-tense; and-the
notion of adjectives must have developed only with considerable difficulty,
since every adjective is an abstract word, and abstracuons are dificult and
not particularly natural operatlons

At first each .object was given a particular name, without regard .to
genus and species which those first founders were not in a position to diss
tinguish; and all individual things presented themsclves to tHelr s n
isolation, as they are in the spectacle of nature. If one oak tree was called
A, another was called B. [For the first idea one draws from two things is
that they are not the same; and it often requires quite some time to observe
what they have in common,] Thus the more limited the knowledge, the
mommm this
nomenclature could nof easily be alleviated, for in order to group beings
under various common and generic denominations, it was necessary 1o

know their properties and their diffe s, Observati gg\a definitions
wer¢ Tiecessary, that is to say, natyral history #nd metaphysics, and far
more than men of those times could i -

Moreover, general ideas can be introduced into the mind only with the
aid of words, ard flie understamitng grasps ithem only through sentences.
That is one reason why animals cannot form such ideas or even acquire
the perfettibility that depends on therm. When a monkey moves unhesitat-
mgty‘[rmm%ﬂamfyone think the monkey has the gen-
eral idea of that type of fruit and that he compares its archetype with these
two individuals? Undoubtedly not; but the sight of one of these nuts re-
calls to his memory the sensations he received of the other; and his eyes,
modified in a certain way, announce to his sense of taste the modification
it is about to receive. Every general idea is purely intellectual. The least
involvement of the unagmanon er Try
to diaw for yoursell the image of a tree in general; you will never succeed
in doing it. In spite of yourself, it must be seen as small or large, barren
or leafy, light or dark; and if you were in a position to see in it nothing
but what you see in every tree, this image would no longer resemble a tree.
Purely abstract beings are_perceived in the same way, or are conceived
only through discourse. The definition of a triangle alone gwes you the
true idea of 1t. As soon as you behold one in your mind, it is a-particular
triangle and not some other one, and you cannot avoid making its lines
to be perceptible or its plane to have color. It is therefore necessary to
utter sentences, and thus to speak, in order to have general ideas. For as

Fp—

ParT ONE 51

A Y

soon as the imagination stops, the mind proceeds no further without the
aid of discourse. If, then, the first inventors of Tanguape could givemames
only to ideas they already had, it follows that the first substantives could
not have been anything but proper nouns.

But when, by means I am unable to conceive, our new grammarians
began to extend their ideas and to generalize their words, the ignorance
of the inventors must have subjected this method to very strict limitations.
And just as they had at first unduly multiplied the names of individual
things, owing to their failure to know the genera and species, they later
made too few species and genera, owing to their failure to have considered
beings in all their differences. Pushing these divisions far enough would
ave required more experience W nt than theéy could have
had, and more investigations and work than they were willing to put into
it. Now if even today new species are discovered everyday that until now
had escaped all oiir observations,_just Imgme how many species must
have mmwmwu%w
ance! As for primary classes and the most general notions, it 1s super-
fluous to add that they.too must have escaped:them. How, for example,
would they have imagined or understood the words “matter,” “mind,”
“substance,” “mode,” “figure,” and “movement,” when our philosophers,
who for so long have been making use of them, have a great deal of diffi-

Ity understanding them themselves; and when, sifice the ideas attached
to es€ words are purely metaphysxcal they found no model of them jn
nature?

I stop with these: first steps, and I implore my judges to suspend their
reading here to consider, concerning the invention of physical substantives

alone, that is-to sa eeniin ¢ easiest part of the language to dis-
cover, how fa uage, o in order to express all the thoughts
of men, assume a durable form, be capable of being spokemirpublic, and

influence” society. I tmplore them on how much time and
knowledge were needed to discover pumbers,!* abstract words, aorists,
and all the tenses of verbs, particles, syntax, the confectifig of sentences,
reasoning, and the forming of alt the logic of discourse. AsTor myself, being
shocked by the unending difficulties and convinced of the almost demon-
strable impossibilftytar Tanguages could have arisen and been established
by merely human means, I leave to anyone who would undertake it the
discussion of the following difficult problem: which was the more neces-
sary: an already formed society for the invention of languages, or an al-
ready invented Tanguage for the establshment Ol SOCIELy?

Whatever these origins may be, it 1s clear, from the liitle care taken by
nature to bring men together through mutual needs and to facilitate their
use of speech, how little she prepared them for becoming habituated to
the ways of society, and Tiow [itife SHe coniributed 1o all that men Have
done to establish the bonds of society. In Tact, it 15 IMpOSSIDIE 10 THIARINE
Why, in that primitive State, one man would have a greater need for an-
other man than a monkey or a wolf has for another of its respective spe-
cies; or, assuming this need, what motive could induce the other man to
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satisfy it; or even, in this latier instance, how they could be in mutual
agreenment reparding the conditions, I know that we are repeatedly told
that nothing would ‘have been so miserable as man in that state; and-if
it is true, as I believe 1 have proved, that it is only after many centuries
that men could have had the desire and the opportunity to leave that state,
that Wwwhm
na_ty_g’llas_'xhns__c_ensmmed; But if we understand the word miserable
properly, it is a word which is without meaning or which signifies merely
a painful privation and suffering of the body or the soul, Now I would
very mnuch li meqne fo explain to me what Kind of misery can ihere
be for afree-being-whose heart is at peace and whose body is in good
health? I ask which of the two, civil or natural {ife, 15 more likely to-be-
come insufferable to those who live it We see abont us practically no
people_who_do _not_complain-about their existence; many even deprive
themselves of it to the gxtent they are able, and the combination of divine
and human laws is hardly enough to stop this disorder. I ask if anyone
has ever heard tell of a savage who was fiving in liberty ever dreaming of
complaining about his life and of killing himself. Let the judgment there-
fore be made with less pride on wiicl stdz Teal misery lies. On the other
hand, nothing would have been so miserable as savage man, dazzled by
enlightenment, tormented by passions, and reasoning about a state differ-
ent from his own. It was by a very wise providence that the latent facul-
ties he possessed should develop only a5 the DCCASION 10 €XErcise them
presénts itself, so that they would be neither superfitous nor t{roublesome
to him beforehand, nor underdeveloped and useless in time of need. In
instinct alone, man had everything he needed in order to live in the state
of nature; in a.culfivated reason, hé has only what hie needs to Iive In

society. . '

t first it would seem that men in that state, having among themselves
no type of moral relations or acknowledged duties, could be neither good
nor evil, and had neither vices nor virtues, unless, if we take thesg words
in a physical sense, we call those qualities that can harm an individual’s
preservation “vices” in him, and those that can contribute-to it “virtues.”
In that case it would be necessary -to call the one who least resists the
simple impulses of nature the most virtuous, But witiout departing Ttom
the standard meaning of these-words; 1t°is appropriate to suspend the
judgment we could make regarding such a situation and to be on our
guard against our prejudices, until we have examined with scale in hand
whether there are more virtues than.vices among civilized men; or whether
their, virtues-are more-advantageous than their vices are Iethal; or whether
the progress of their knowledge is sufficient compensation for ills they in-
flict onrome #nother 3§ they learmof thegood they ought todo;orwhether,
all thfnpgsconsidered, they would, niot be in & happier set of circumstances

if they had neither evil to fear nor good to hope for from anyone, rather

than subjecting themselves to a universal dependence and obliging—them-
selve ecel i those who do not oblige themselves to
give them anything. '

1!---’“’I_

ParT ONE 53

Above all, let us not conclude with Hobbes that because man has no
idea of goodness he is naturally evil; that hie is vicious Because he_does
not Know virtue; that he always refuses to perform services for his fellow
men he does nat believe he owes thém; or that, by virtue of the right,
which he reasonably attributes to Kimsélf, 10 those things he negdshe
foolishly imagines himself to be the sole proprietor of the enfire mﬁvérse.
Hobbes has very clearly seen the defect of all modern delinitions 6f natural
right, but the consequences he draws from his own definition show that
he takes it in a sense that is no less false. Were he to have reasoned on the
basis of the principles he establishes, this author should have said that
since the state of nature is the state in which the concern-for our self-
Premﬂmﬁmwnw'
quently the most appropriate for peace and the best suited for the hiuman
race. He says ‘precisely the opposite, because he had wrongly injected nto
the savage man’s concern for self-preservation the need to safisfy a multi-
tude of passions which are the product of society and which have made
laws necessary. The evil man, he says, is a robust child. It remains to be
seen whether savage man is a robust child. Were we to grant him this,
what would we conclude from it? That if this man were as dependent on
others when he is robust as he is when he 1§ weik; there is no-type of
eXcess o winich he would not tefid: he would beat his motrerif-she-were
too slow in offering him her breast; he would strangle one of-his-younger
brothers, shou anngying; h€ would bite—someome’s leg,
should he be assaulted or aggravated by.him. But being robust and being

"?fependent are two icto sitions in the state of nature. Man
is weak when he is dependent, and he is emancipate depen-

Fience before he is robust. Hobbes did not see that the same cause prevent-
ing_savages from using their reason, as our jurists claifm, 15 what preveénts
th'eg_n__at the same time from abusing their faculties, as he himself main-
tains. Hence we could say that savages are not evil precisely because they
d'm't—Enow what it is to be good; for it is neither the development of en-
lightenmen tramt-imposed by the law, but the calm of the pas-
sions and the igfiorance of vice which preveinls them irom doing evil.
So'much more profitable to these is the ignorance of vice than the knowl-
edge of virtue is To those, Noreover, there is another principle that
Hobbes failed to notice, and which, having been given to man in order to
mitigate, in certain circumstinces, the ferocity of his egocentrism or the
desire for self-preservation before this egocentrism of is came iato being,™
tempers the ardor he has for his own well-being by an innate repugnance
to Seeing his fellow men suffer. I do not believe 1 have any contradiction
to fear m pranting the only natural virtue that the most excessive detractor

of human virtues was forced to recognize, 1 am referring t&_pity, Ja dis- f'uﬁ/

position that is fitting for be
we are; a virtue all the
that 1t precedes in him any k
animals sometimes show noticeable signs of it. Without speaktng-of-the
tendeTnEss of-THOTHETS 101 their young and of the perils they have to brave

are as weak and as subjecTTo-ils-as

ings tha

[T S
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in order to protect them, oné daily observes the 3 nance that horses
have for trampling a living body with their hooves. An animal does not
go ufidisturbed past a dead animal of its own species. There are even some
animals that give them a kind of. sepulchre; and the mournful lowing of
cattle entering a slaughterhouse voices the impression they receive of the
horrible spectacle that strikes them. One notes with pleasure the author
of The Fable of the Bees, having been forced to acknowledge man as a
compassionate and sensitive being, departing from his cold and subtle
style in the example he gives, to offer us the pathetic image of an impris-
oned man who sees outside his cell a ferocious animal tearing a child from
its mother’s breast, mashing its frail limbs with its murderous teeth, and
ripping with its claws the child’s quivering entrails. What horrible agita-
tion must be felt by this witness of an event in which he has no personal
interest! What anguish must he suffer at this sight, being unable to be of
any helg e fainting mether or {o the dving child? -

Such is_the-pee-mevement of nature prior to all reflection. Such is the
force u@ﬁ!ﬁ" ich the most depraved mores still have difficulty
destrgying, since everyday one secs |n our theaters someone affecied and
weeping af the ills of some unfortunate person, and who, were he in the:
tyrant’s place, would intensify the torments of his enemy still more; [like
the bloodthirsty Stlia, so semsftive o tis he had-not-eaused, or-like Alex-
ander of Pherae, who did not dare attend the performance of any tragedy,
for fear of being seen weeping with Andromache and Priam, and yet who
listened impassively to the cries of so many citizens who were killed every
day on his orders. Nature. in giving men tears, bears witness that she gave
the human race the softest hearts.] Mandeville has a clear awareness that,
with Il their mores, men would never have been anything but monsters,
if nature had not given them pity to aid their reason; but he has not seen
that from th 1i ow all the social virtues that he wants to
deny in men. In fact, what are generosity, mercy, and humanity, if not pity
applied—te—theweak fa_the guilty "or 14 the human species ia geneéral.
Bengvolence and even friendship are, properly understood, the products
of a constant pity fixed on a particular object; for is desiring that someone
not suffér anything but desiring that he be happy? Were it true that com-
miseration were merely a sentiment that puts us in the position of the one

whio 3uffers; 2 sentififent that is obscure and-powerfulin-savage man, de-
veloped but weak in man dwelling in civil Society, what tmportance would

this idea have to the truth of what I say, except-to give it more force? In
fact, commiseration will be all the more energetic as the witnessing animal
identifies Ttself more ntimately with the suffering animal. Now it 1§ evident
that—thisidentification must have been inhnitely cloder in the state of

Hnature than in the sfate of reasoning. Reason 1s what € cen-
t

risf_and relection strengthens it. Reason i§ what turns man in upon
himself. Reason s what separa im from all that troubles -him and
afflicts him. Philosophy 1S what isolates him and W i say

in secTet, at the Sight of a sulfering man, " Perish i you will; I am sate and
sourid.” No longer can anything but danger to the entire society trouble

—
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the tra‘ug_wnbﬁgf the philosopher and yank him from his bed. Hi
fellow man-can be Kkilled wilh impunity underneath his window, He; h;:

merely to place his hands over his ears and argue with himself a fittle in
OrMWrM,MJmmmMMng him
with the man being assassinated. Savage man does not have this admirable
talent, and for lack of wisdom and reason he is always seen Thoughtlessly
giving in to the first sentiment of humanity. When there 1s 4 TOU0F @ street
‘brawl, the populace gathers together; the prudent man withdraws from the
scene. It is the rabble, the women of the marketplace, who_separate the
combatants and prevent decent people from killing one another.

It is therefore quite certain that. pity is"a natural sentiment, which, by
moderating in each individual the activity of the love of oneself, contrib-
utes-to The UUAl preservation of the entire species. Fity 15 what carries
us without reflection to the aid of those we se¢ suffering, Pity is what; in

the if?i ?3:%25; gikef the Elace of laws: mores, and virtue, with the
adyantage th i i i 3 y 15 what
will prevent every robust savage from robbing a weak child or an infirm
oldm%m‘me to
find his own someplace else. Instead of the sublime maxim of reasoned

justice, Do unio others as you would have them do unto you, pity inspires
all men with another maxim of natural goodness, much less perfect but
perhaps more useful than the preceding one: Do what is good for you
with as littlé harm as possible to others. Th a word, it 15 10 this natural sen-
timent, rather than in subtle arguments, that-one must search for the cause

of_the repugnance at doing evil THAt every Manm Woull eXperience, even
independently of the maxims of educaficn. oug ro-
priate for Socrates and minds of his stature to acquire virtue through rea-

son, the huma exist, if its preserva-

ha CASAnIngs memb .
With passions so minimally active and-such a salutary restraint,.being
more wild than evil, and more attentive to protecting themselves from the
harm they could receive than tempted to do harm to others, men were not
subject to ve[% darigerou$ conflicts. Since théy had no sort of intejcourse
amonip themselves; since, as a consequence, they knew neither vanity, nor
deference, nor esteem, nor contempt; since they had not the Slightest
notion of mine and thine, nor any true idea of justice; since they regarded
the"acts of violence that could befall thém s s easHy Tedressedevitand
16T S an offense that must be punished; and STCE THEY ATd MOT Ve dfeam
of Vengeance ex -jerk response rj re,
like the dog that bites the stone that is thrown at him, their disputes would
rarely have had bloody consequences, if their subject had been no more
sensitive than food. But T see a more dangerous matier that remains for
me to discuss.

ng the passions that agitate the heart of man, there is an ardent;
impetuous one that renders one sex necessary to the other; a ible pas-

sion which braves all dangers, overcomes all ohstacles, and which, in its

fury, seems fitted to destroy the human race it is destined to preserve.
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What would become of men, victimized by this unrestrained and brutal
rage, without modesty and self-control, ighling everyday over the object
of their passion at the price of their blood?

There must first-be agreement that the more violent the passions ‘are,
the more necessary the laws are to contain them. But over and above the.
fact that the disorders and the crimes these passmns cause daily in our
midst show quite well the insufficiency of the laws in this regard, it would
still be good to examine whether these disorders dtdTotcome into belng
with the“taws themselves; for then, even if they Wére capable of fepressing
them,’th_TIIMe should expect of them would be That They call a halt

vil th

to an'e _rgr._wn.uld_nm_mst.mibnm_(mm
Let us begin-by distinguishing between the moral and the physical as-

pects of the sentiment of love. The plhySical #spect is that general desire
which inclines one sex to unite with #@nother. - is what.
determines this desire and fixes it exclusively on one single object, or
which at least gives it a greater degree of energy for this preferred object,

Now it 15 €asy to see that the moral aspect of love is an artj ntimen
M‘ rid Extolle 7 ite

hit
to obey. Since this feehng is founded on cerfain NOHOMS w
tlﬁf 4 savage is not in a position to have, afd on compa
capable of making, it must be almost non-existent for him. For Sifice his

mind contd ot formrabstract-ideas ot Tegularity and proportion, his heart
iSWHMWW”
out its being observed come into being from the application of These ideas.
He pays exclusive attention tg the temperament he has received from
nature, and not the taste [aversion] he has been unable 10 acquite; any

woman suits his purpose.
Limited merely to the,physical . aspect of love, and fortunate enough to

be ignorant of, those pref: i the feeling and increase
the difficulties in satisfying it, men must feel the ardors of their tempera-

ment less frequentl yividly, and_conseguently have Tewer and
less cruel conflicts among themselves, Irpdgination, which wreaks so mich
havoc among us, does not speak to sav ; each man peacefully

awaits the impetus o t—w;thuut.choxce, and
with mote p pTé'aW‘S‘f'E“ﬂTm‘frmmmmh&ﬂemuausﬁed all desire is

ence it is mcontestable that love itself, like all other passions, had
acquired only in society that impetudUs ardor which s0 olten makes it
lethﬁmmﬁﬂmmmrswa‘gm as
ccﬁfﬁmﬂ'ﬁlaughtenng each other in order to satlsfy their brutality, since
this opinion is directly contrary to experience; and since the Caribs, of all
existing peoples, are the peom has wandered least from
the state of nature, they are the people Teast subject 0 jeatousy; even
though they Tive i SEEms 10 occasion greater
activity in these passions. =

o |
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As to’any inferences that could be drawn, in the case of several species
of animals, from the clashes between males that bloody our poultry yards
throughout the year, and which make our forests resound in the spring
with their cries as they quarrel.over a female, it is necessary to begin by
excluding all species in which nature has manifestly established, in_the
relafive power of the sexes, relations Gther than fhose that exist among
us. He: §. Hence cockfights do not form the basis Tor an inferemce Teparding the:
human species. In species where the proportion is more closely observed,
these fights can have for their-cause only the scarcity of. females in relation
to the number of males, or the exclusive intervals during which the female
continually rejects the advances of the male, which adds up to the cause
just cited. For if each female receives the male for only two months a year,
in this respect it is as if the number of females were reduced by five-sixths.
Now.neither of these two cases is applicable to the human species where
the number of females generally surpasses the number of males, atd-where
human females, unlike those of other species, have never been observed
to_have periods of Tieat amd extiusion; even among Savages. Moreover,
among several of these animal species, where the entire species goes into
heat simultaneously, there.comes a terrible moment of common ardor,
tumult, di disorder. and jmbat-.—amg\nt that “does not‘hj:fpen in the
human species wher€ love is never periodiceI herefore one cainot con-
clude from the combats of certain animals for the possession of females
that the same thing would-happen to man in the statw"j\emﬁen
if one cou AW ese conflicts do not destroy
the other species, one should conclude that.they would not be any more
lethal for ours. And it is quite apparent- that they would wreak less havoc
in the state of nature than in society, especially in_countries wheére moies
still count for something and w ¢ jealousy of lovers and en-
geance of hysbands every day give rise to duels, murders and still worse
things; where the duty of eternal fidelity setves merely to create adulterers;
and where even the laws of continence and honor necessarily spread de-
bauchery and multiply the number of abortions.

Let us conclude that, wandering in the forests, withont industry, withput
speech, without dwelling, without war, without relationships, with no need
for his fellow men, and correspondmgly with no desire to do them harm,
perhaps never even rccogmzmg any of thcm 1nd1v1duallﬁ savage man,

notice of only what he believed he had an interest 10 SeeInp] 2 his
mtelhgence made no more progress than his vanity. If by chance he made
some discovery, he was all The 1es5 abIe o commumcate 1t”f€'ﬁtﬁe‘rs be-
cause he did not ev ; - in-
ventor. Thefe was GEIE CUICAMDN 50T PIORLes; Feneravons were Tl
plied to'no purpose. Since each one always-began irom i€ S oint,
centuries Went by with all the crudeness of the first ages; the species was
already old, and man remained ever a child.

—
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If T have gone on at such length about the supposition-of that primitive
condition, it is because, having ancient errors and inveterate prejudices to
destroy, I felt I should dig down to the root and show, in the depiction of;
the true state of nature, how Iar even narural inequality is from having as
much reality and influence-in that state as our writers claim.

In fact, it is easy to see that, among the differences that distin%:lish
men, several of them pass for natural ones which are exclusively the work
of habit and-of the various sorts of life that men adopt in society.* Thus
a robust or delicate temperament, and the strength or weakness that de-
pend ©on_it, frequently derive more Trom the harsh or efféminate way in

whnM&Mwnmmve constitation of bodies.
The sam%@and not only does. education make a
difference between ¢ ; inds and those that are-not;-it-also aug-
ments _the difference among the forfier_in proportionto-tieir-culture; for

were a giant and a dwarf walking.on the same road, each step they both
take would. give a fresh advantage to the giant. Now if one compares the

prodigicus diversity of educations and 11festy1es in the different orders of
the civil state with the simplici ife,

wheré all nourish themselves from the same foods live in The Same man-
ner, and do exactly.the same things, it Will be understood how much less
the difference between one man and another must be in the state of nature
than-in—that-ef-socety; amd- row muct maturat-mequatity-must frerease in
the human species through 1i 1nequahty occasmned by social THSTTUTIONS.

B
preferences as is claimed, what advantage would -the most favored men
derive from.them, to the detriment of others, in a state of Things that al-
lowed practically no sort of relationships among {hem? Where thére is no
love, what use is beauty? What use is wit for people who dg not sQeaE and
ruse to those who have no dealing with others? 1 always hear it repeated
thaf the stronger will oppress the weaker. But let me have an-explanation
of the meaning of the word “oppression.” Some will dominate with vio-
lence; others will groan, enslaved to all their caprices. That 1s précisely
what-Tobsefvé among us; but I do not see how this could be said of sav-
age men, to whom it would be difficult even to explain what servitude and
doniination are. A man could well lay hold of the fruit another has gath-
ered, the game he has killed, the cave that served as his shelter. But how
will he ever succeed in. making himself be obeyed? And what can b2 the
chains of dependence among men WHo possess Nothing? Tf SOMEonE clases
me from one tree, I am free to go to another, if sonecne torments me in
one place, who will prevent me from going elsewhere? Is there a man with
strength sufficiently superior to mine and who is, moreover, sufficiently
depraved, sufficiently lazy and sufficiently Terocious to force me to provide
for his subsistence while he remains idle? He must resolve ot to take his
eyes Off_me for a single instant, to keep me carefully fied dowmwhite he
sleeps, for fear that T may escape or that I would kill him. T other words,
he is obliged to expose himself voluntarily to a much greater hardshipthan

f—"—_

ParT ONE 59

the one he wants to avoid and gives me. After 41l that, were his vigilantce
to relax for an instant, were an unforeseen noise to make him turn his
head, T take twenty steps into the forest; my chains are broken, and he
never sees me again for the rest of his life.

Without needlessly prolonging these details, anyone should see that,
since the bonds of servitude are formed merely from the mutual depen-

dence of men and the reciprocal Teets that-umite-themyit-is-impessible
to erSIave a mmam without traving-first-pat-him-in-the-position-of-being-in-
cammﬂmmmmt

in the's S iL leaves each person frec Of the yoke, and renders
pointless the law of the strongest.

After-traving proved that inequality is hardly observable in the state of
nature, and that its influence there i§ almost nonexi§tent, it remains for me
to show its ofigin and progress in the successive develoments of the
human mind. After havmg shown that p

the othe = "'_‘a state of potentiality
co is development they

required ‘the chance coming together of-several unconnécted causes
might never have come into heing and without which he would have re-
mained eternally .in his primitive constitution. it remains for me to con-
sider and to bring together the various chance happenings that were ablé
to perfect human reason while deteriorating the species, make a béing

evﬂ—ﬁdnwc'k:ﬂlhgltnh_a‘l:_xt‘uated to the ways of society, and, from so dis-
tant a beginning, HAg ring man and the world t i ere we
seg_them now,

I admit that; since the events I have to describe could have taken place
in several ways, I'cannot make a determination among them except on the
basis of conjecture. But over and above the fact that these conjectures
become reasori$ when they aré the most probable ones that a pérsdh can
draw from the nature of things and the sole means that a person can have
of discovering the frufh, thie conseéquences I wish to deduce from mine will
not THETEbY be Tonjertuial; since, on the basis of the principles 1 have just
estatilished _no othersystem is conceivable that would not lurnish me with
the same results, and from which I could not.draw the same concliisions.

This will excuse me from expanding my reflections on the way in which
the Iapse of time compensates for the slight probability of events; con-
cerning the surprising power that quite negligible causes may have when
they act without 1nterrupt10n concerning the impossibility, on the one
hand, of a person 5 destroymg certain hypotheses, even though, on the
other hand, one is iiot in a position to accord them the level of factial
certitude; °°mem\s£?——nw be
connected by a series of intermediate facts that are unknown or regarded
as such, it belongs to history, when it exists, to provide the Iacts that con-
nect_them; it belongs to philosophy, when history 1s unavailable, to deter-
mine simijlar facts that can connect them; finally, -concerning how, with
respec?%mmmmhﬁmdm—,gumber

k
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of different classes than one might imagine. It is enough for me to: offer
these-objects o THe consideration of my judges; itisenougirfor me to have
seen to it tharordimary Teaders-would-have-no.need to consider them.

e —— ] a o

ParT Two

The first person who, having enclosed a plot of land, took it into his
head to say this is mine and found people simple enough to believe him,
was the true founder of civil society. What crimes, wars, murders, what
miseries and horrors would the human race have been spared, had some-
one pulled up the stakes or filled in the ditch and cried out to his fellow
men: “Do.not listen to this impostor. You are lost if you forget that the
fruits of the earth belong to all and the earth to no one!” But it is quite
likely that by then things had already reached the point where they could
no longer continue as they were:. For this idea of property, depending
on many prior ideas which could only have arisen successively, was not
formed all at once in the human mind. It was necessary to make great
progress, to acquire much industry and enlightenment, and'to transmit
and augment them from one age to another, before arriving at this final
stage in the state of nature. Let us therefore take things farther back and
try to piece together under a single viewpoint that slow succession of
events and advances in knowledge in their most natural order.

Man’s first sentiment was that of his own existence; his first concern
was that of his preservation, The products of the earth provided him
with all the help he needed; instinct led him to make.use of them. With
hunger and other appetites making him experience by turns various ways
of existing, there was one .appetite that invited him to perpetuate his
species;-and this blind inclination, devoid of any sentiment of the heart,
produced a purely animal act. Once this need had been satisfied, the two
sexes no longer took cognizance of one another, and even the child no
longer meant anything to the mother once it could do without her.

Such was the condition of man in his nascent stage; such was the life
of an animal limited at first to pure sensations, and scarcely profiting from
the gifts nature offered him, far from dreaming of extracting anything
from her. But difficulties soon presented themselves to him; it was neces-
sary to learn to overcome them. The height of trees, which kept him from
reaching their fruits, the competition of animals that sought to feed
themselves on these same fruits, the ferocity of those animals that wanted
to take his own life: everything obliged him to apply himself to bodily
exercises, It was necessary to become agile, fleet-footed and vigorous in
combat. Natural arms, which are tree branches and stones, were soon
found ready at hand. He learned to surmount nature’s obstacles, combat
other animals when necessary, fight for his subsistence even with men,
or compensate for what he had to yield to those stronger than himself.

PART Two 6l

In proportion as the human race spréad, difficulties multiplied with the
men. Differences in soils, climates and seasons could force them to in-
cqlcate these differences in their lifestyles. Barren years, long and hard
winters, hot summers that consume everything required new resource-
fulness from them. Along the seashore and the riverbanks they invented
the fishing line and hook, and became fishermen and fish-eaters. In the
forests they made bows and arrows, and became hunters and warriors.
In cold countries they covered themselves with the skins of animals they
had killed. Lightning, a volcano, or some fortuitous chance happening
acquainted them with fire: a new resource against the rigors of winter.
They learned to preserve this element, then to reproduce it, and finally to
use it to prepare meats that previously they devoured raw.,

:Fhls repeated appropriation of various beings to himself, and of some
bemgs to others, must naturally have engendered in man’s mind the per-
ceptions of certain relations. These relationships which we express by the
words “large,” “small,” “strong,” “weak,” “fast,” “slow,” “timorous,”
“bold,” and other similar ideas, compared when needed and almost with-
out thinking about it, finally produced in him a kind of reflection, or
rather a mechanical prudence which pointed out to him the precautions
that were most necessary for his safety.

The new enlightenment which resulted from this development in-
creased his superiority over the other animals by making him aware of it.
He trained himself to set traps for them; he tricked them in a thousand
dlff'erent. ways. And although several surpassed him: in fighting strength
or in swiftness in running, of those that could serve him or hurt him, he
became -in time the master of the former and the scourge of the latter.
Thus the first glance he directed upon himself produced within him the
first stirring of pride; thus, as yet hardly knowing how to distinguish the
rz_mks, and contemplating .himself in the first rank by virtue of his spe-
cies, he prepared himself from afar to lay elaim to it in virtue of his
individuality. .

Although his fellowmen Wwere not for him what they are for us, and
although he had hardly anything more to do with them than with other
animals, they were not forgotten in his observations. The conformities
that time could make him perceive among them, his femalé, and himself,
made him judge those he did not perceive. And seeing that they all
acted as he would have done under similar circumstances, he concluded
that their way of thinking and feeling was in complete. conformity with
his own. And this important truth, well established in his mind, made
him follow, by a‘presentiment as sure as dialectic and inore prompt, the
best rules of conduct that it was appropriate to observe toward them for
his advantage and safety.

Taught by experience that love of well-being is the sole motive of
human actions, he found himself in -a position to distinguish the rare
occasions when common interest should make hifn count on’the assistance
of his fellowmen, and those even rarer occasions when competition ought
to make him distrust them. Tn the first case; he united with them in a
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mark the size of a halfpenny. And what is more amazing, instead of
fixing their eyes on the target as we do, they make continuous move-
ments and contortions. It appears that their stone is carried by an invis-
ible hand.”

Father du Tertre says about the savages of the Antilles nearly the
same things that have just been read about the Hottentots of the Cape
of Good Hope. He praises, above all, their accuracy in shooting with
their arrows birds in flight and Swimming fish, which they then catch by
diving for them. The savagés 6f North America are. no less famous for
their strength and-adroitness, and here is an cxample that will lead us
to form a judgment about those qualities in the Indians of South
America.

In the year 1746, an Indian from Buenos Aires, having been con-
demned to the galleys of Cadiz, proposed to the governor that he buy
back his liberty by risking his life at a public festival. He promised that
by himself he would attack the fiercest bull with no other weapon in his
hand but a rope; that he would bring him to the ground, seize¢ him with
his rope by whatever part they would indicate, saddle him, bridle him,
mount him, and so mounted he would fight two other of the fiercest
bulls to be released from the Torillo, and that he would put all of them
to death, one after the othcr, the moment they would command him to
do so, and without anyone’s help This was granted ‘him. The Indian
kept his word and succeeded in everything he had promised. On the
way in which he did it and on the details. of the fight, one can consult
M. Gautier, Observations sur I'Histoire Naturelle, Vol. 1 (in-12°),
p. 262, whence this fact is taken.

7. (Page 42) “The lifespan of horses,” says M. de Buffon, “is, as
in all-other species of animals, proportionate to the length of their
growth period. Man, who.takes fourteen years to grow, can live six or
seven times as long, that is to say, ninety or a hundred years. The
horse, whose growth period is four years, can-live six or seven times as
long, that is. to say, twenty-five or thirty years. The examples that
could be contrary to this rule are so rare, that they should not even be
regarded as an exception from which conclusions can be drawn. And
just as large horses achieve their growth in less time than slender

horses, they also have a shorter lifespan and are cold from the age of
fifteen.”

8. (Page 42) 1 believe | see another difference between carnivorous
and frugivorous animals still more general than:the one T have re-
marked upon in Note 5, since this one extends to birds. This difference
consists in the number of young, which never exceeds two in each litter
for the species that lives exclusively on plant life, and which ordinarily
exceeds this number for voracious animals. It is easy to know nature’s
plan in this regard by the number of teats, whlch is only two in each
female of the first species, like the mare, the cow, the goat, the doe, the

Rousseau’s Notes to Par'| 89
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ewe, etc., and which is always six or eight in the other females, such as
the dog, the cat; the wolf, the tigress, etc. The hen, the goose, the
duck, which are all voracious birds (as are the eagle the sparrow

hawk, the screech owl), also lay and hatch a large number of eggs,

whlch never happens to.the pigeon, the turtle-dove, or to birdg that eat

nothing but grain, which lay and hatch scarcely more than two eggs at a

time. The reason that can be given for this difference is that the ammals

that live exclusively on grass and plants, remaining nearly the entire

day grazing and being forced to spend considerable time feeding them-

selves, could not be up to the task of nursing several young; whereas”
the voracious animals, taking their meal almost in an instant, can more

easily and more often return to their young and to.their hunting, and

can compensate for the loss of so large a quantity of milk. There would

be many particular observations and reflections to make on all this, but

this is not the place to make them, and it is enough for me to have

shown in this part the most general system of nature, a system which

furnishes a new reason to réimove man from the class of carnivorous

animals and to-place him among the frugivorous species.

9. (Page 45) A famous author, on calculating the goods and evils of
human life and comparing the two sums, has found that the latter
greatly exceeded the former, and that, all things considered, life-was a
pretty -poor present for man. I am not surprised by his conclusion; he
has drawn all of his arguments from the constitution of civil man. Had
he gone back as far as natural man, the judgment can be made that he
would have found very different results, that -he would have realized
that man has scarcely any evils other than those he has given himself,
and that nature would have been justified. It is nof withouttroubte that
we have managed fo_maKe ourselves so-unhappy. Wheri, on the one
hand, one considers the immense labors of men, s many sciences
searched into, so many arts invented, and so_many forces emploved,
abysses filled up, mountains razed, rocks broken, rivers made néviga—
ble, lands cleared, Jakes dug, .marshes drained, enormous buildings
raisedTipon the earth, the sea covered with ships and gailors; and.
when, on the other hand, one searches with a little meditation for the
true advantages that have resulled from ait U for the happiness of the
human species, one cannot help being struck by the astonishing dispro-
porfion Thal obfains between these things, and fo deplore man s bhind-
ness;which, 1o feed his foolish pride and who knows what vain sense
of Seif-Importance, makes mim run ardently after all e THSeHEs W
whicthrtie 15 susceptible, and which beneficent nature has taken pains to
keep fromhim. |

“Men_are wicked? a_sad_a al experience dispenses us from
having to prove it. Neverthele ; I believe 1
have demonstrated it. What therefgre can have depraved him to this
degree, if not the changes that have befallen his constitution, the prog-
ress he has made, and the sorts of knowledge he has acquired? Let

"~
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human society- be admired as much as one warits; it will be no less true
for it it 1 one another to the extent
that their interests are at Cross-purposes with one anothet, to render
mutuallyyto one another apparent services and in fact do every evil
tmagmable to one another, What is one to think of an interaction wheré
the_reason of each private individual dictates t0 him maxims _directly
contm to those that public reason. preaches to the body of society,
ang_ﬂhma_Qﬁnds his profit in the misfortine of another? Perhaps
there is not a wealthy man whose death Is not secretly hoped for by
j"greedy heirs and often by his own children; not a ship at sea whose
wreck would not be good news to some merchant; not a firm that a
debtor of bad faith would not wish to see burn with all the papers’it
contains; not a.people that does not rejoice at the disasters of its
neighbors. Thus Mihﬂﬂzﬁnd_mmmmmlhwmgk. s of our
fellow-men, and that one person’s loss almost always bri ings about an-
other’s prosperity. But what _is evén 'more dangerous is that public
calamities are anticipated and hoped for by a multitude of private indi-
viduals—Sorme Want discases, oibers demgtirers-warothers-famine. |
have seen ghastly men weep with the sadness at the Tikely prospects of
a fertile year. And the great and deadly fire of-London, which cost the
life or the goods of so many unfortunate people, made the fortunes of
perhaps more than ten thousand people. I know that Montaigne blames
the Athenian Demades for having had a worker punished, who; by sell-
ing coffins at a high price, made a great deal from the death of the
citizens. But since the reason Montaigne proposes is that everyone
would have to be.punished, it is evident that it confirms my own.Let

us therefore penetrate, through our frivolous demonstration of good

will, to what happens at the bottom of our hearts; and let us reflect on

what the state of things must be whereall men are- forced to caress and

destfoyope another, and where they are born enemies By duty and
crooks by interest, If someone answers me by clalmmg that Society is
constituted m such asmanner that each man gains by servmg others, I
w1 re ha F.- T . vided—he_did not
. here is no proﬁt however legitimate,
that 1s not surpassed by one. that can be mmmd wrong
done to a neighbor 15 always more lucrative than services. It is there-
fore no longer a question of anythmg but finding the means of being
assured” of impunity. And this is what the powerful spend all their
forces on, and the weak all their ruses.

Savage i when he has eaten, is at peace with all nature, and the
fﬁeﬁﬁmtmg
over his meal? He never comes to blows without having first compared
the difﬁculty of winning with that.of finding his sustenance elsewhere.
And since pride is not involved jn the fight, it is ended by a few swings
of the fist. The victor eats; thé vanquished is on his way to seek his
fortune, and everything is pacified. But for man in society, these are
quite Hiffe_rent affairs. It is first of-attaquestion of providing for the
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necessary and then for the superfluous; next come delights, and then
immense riches, and then subjects, and then slaves. He has not a mo-
ment’s resg'lte What is most singular is that the. lesmmss-
ing the needs, the more The passions increase and, what is worse, the
power .to satisfy them; so that after long periods of prosperity, after
having swallowed up many treasures and ruined many men, my hero
will end by butchenng everything until he is the. sole master of the
universe. Such in brief is the moral portrait, if not of human life, then
at least of the Seciet pretensions of the heart of every civilized man.

Compare,without prejudices, the state of civil man with that of sav-
age man and seek, if you can, how many new doors to suffermg and
death (ofher than W5 Wickedness, his needs and ‘his miseries) the
former has opened. If you consnder the emotional turmoil that con-
SUTAES us, the violent passions that exhaust and desolate us, the exces-
sive labors with which the poot ate overburdened, the stll more
dammmmmmmes and which
cause the-forMEFtodic ol-therrnecds-and-the-tatter Of their excesses; if
yoircalitomind The monstrous combimatioms-of-feeds—their pernicious
seasonings, the corrupied foodstuffs, tainted drugs, the knavery of
those who sell them, the errors of Jthose who administet them, -the
poison of the vessels in which they are prepared; if you pay attention to
the -epidemic. diseases engendered by the bad air among the multitudes
of men gathered together, to the illnesses occasioned by the effeminacy
of our lifestyle, by the comihg and going fromtie-inside of oUT houses
to the open air, the use of garments put on Or Yaken OIf with (00 little
Precaution, and all the cares that our eXcessive semsuatity - has—turned
into -necessary habits, the neglect or privation of which then costs us
our life or our health; if you:take into account fires and earthquakes,
which, in- consuming or. turning-upsidé down whole cities, cause their
inhabitants to die by the thousands; in a word, if you ﬁﬁh*the dangers
that all these causes continually gather gver our heads, you will reahze
how dearly nature makes u
lessons

wish that informed men would, for once, want or dare to give the pub-
lic the detail of the horrors that are committed in armies by provisions
and hospital suppliers. One would see that their not too secret maneu-
vers, on account of which the most brilliant armies dissolve into less
than nothing, cause more soldiers to perish than are cut down by
enemy swords. Moreover, no less surprising is the calculation of the
number of men swallowed up by the sea every year, either by hunger,
Or SCurvy, or pirates, or fire, or shipwrecks. It is clear that we must
also put to the account of established property, and consequently to
Lhat of society, the assassinations, the poisomngs, the highway rob-

em—mmmmmmmmms-
sary 1o prevent greater 1lls, but which, costing the Tives of two or more
for thié murder of one man, do not fail really to double.the Joss to the

ey .
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human species. How many are the shameful ways to prevent the birth
of men Or to fool fature: either by 1hose brimatand depraved tastés
Wh; SUT TS most charming worlg, tastes that neither savages nor
aniz and tha ITser mreivilized Countries only as
the result of a corrupt_imagination; or by those secrel abortions,
WMW%WW or
the murder of a_multitude of nfanfs_ Victims of the misery of their
parents or of the barbarous shame of their mothers; or, finally by the
mutilation of .those unfortunates, part of whose existence. and all of
who§g posterity are sacrificed to vam songs, or what s worse still, to
the brutal jealousy of a Tew men: a mutilation which,Smthistastcase,
doubly outrages nature, both by the treatment received by those who
suffer it and by the use to which they are destined.

[But are there not a thousand more frequent and even more.danger-
ous cases Wﬁrwj%n_algghts overtly offend humanity? How many
talents are buried and inclinations are forced by the imprudent con-
straint of fathers! How many men would have distinguished themselves
in a suitable station who die unhappy and dishonored in another station
for which they haveTo fasfe! How many happy butumequal marriages
have been broken or disturbed, and how many chaste wives dishonored
by this order of conditions always in contradiction with that of nature!
How many other bizarre unions formed by interests and disavowed by
love and by reason! How many even honést and virtuous couples cause
themselves torment because they were ill-matched] How many yolng
and unhappy victims of their parent’s greed plunge into vice or pass
their sorrowful days in téats, and moan in indissoluble chains which the
heart rejects and which gold alone has formed! Happy sometimes are
those whose courage and even virtue tear them from life before a bar-
barous violence forces them into crime or despair. Forgive me, father
and mother forever deplorable. T regretiably worsen your sorrows; but
may fhey serve as an eiernal and terrible example. to whoever dares, in
the name of nature, o viol €d_of its rights!

If I have spoken only of those ill-formed relationships that are the
result of our civil order, is oné to think that those where Jove and sym-
pathy have presided are themselves exempf from drawbacks?)

What would happen if I were to undertake to show the human spe-
cies attacked in its very source, and even in the most holy of all bonds;
wwwwwwn-
sulted fortune, and where, with civil disorder confounding virtues and
vices, continence becomes a criminal precaution, and the refusal to
give lifeToone's fellow-man an act of humanity? But without Tearing
away the veil that covers so many horrors, let us content ourselves
with pointing out the evil, for which others must supply the remedy.

Let us add.to all:this that quantity of unwholesome ‘trades which
shorten_lives or destroy one’s health, such as work in mines, various
jobs involving the processing of metals, minerals, and espectatty lead,
copper, mercury, cobalf; arsenic, realgar; those other perilous trades
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which everyday cost the lives of a number of workers, some of them
roommrsmﬂmin quarries;
let us bring all of these objects together, 1 say, and we will be able to
see in the:establishment and the perfection of societies the. reasons for
the diminution of the species, observed by more than one philosopher.

Luxury, impossible to prevent among men who are greedy for their
own conveniences and for the ¢steem of others, soon completes the
evil that-societies have begun; and on the pretext of KeepigIHE poor
alivetwiiichiit was not necessary to do), luxury impoverishes everyone
else_ and sooner or-later depopulates the state.

Luxnry js a remedy far worse than the evil it means to cure; or rather
it is ftself the ‘worst of all evils in any state, however large or small it
may be, and which, i order to feed the hordes of lackeys and wretcl}es
it has produced, crushes and ruins the laborer.and the cmzen—h_ke
those scorching south winds that, by covering grass angl greenery with
devouring insects, take sustenance away from usefUl animals, and bring
scarcify and death to all the places Where they make themselves felt,

From_society and the luxury it engenders, arise -the liberal and me-
-

chanical arts, commerce, Jetters, and all those useless things that mak.e
industry flourish, enfiching and -ruining states. The reason for this

decay is guite simple. It is easy to see that agriculture, by_its nature,
muﬁ%ﬁmamﬁvrﬁmﬂWt
bmmmmwam
portionate to the abilities of the poorest. From the same prn_mple can
be drawn this rule: that, in general, the arts are lucrative in inverse
proportion to their usefulness, and that the most necessary must finally
become the most neglected. From this it is clear what must-be thought
of the true advantages of industry and of the real effect that results
from its progress. o '

Such are the discernible causes of all the miseries into which opu-
'er&wm;?ﬁiuwmﬂmﬁd&ﬁMo the degree that
industry and the arts expand and fiourish, the scorned farmer, bur-
dened with taxes necessary to maintain luxury andTomdemned to
spend his-life-betweel Toit and Aunger, abandons his fields to go to the
cities 'in_search of {he -bread he ought to be carrying-there. The mmore
the -capital cities strike the stupid eyes of the people as wonfierful, the
moré it will be necessary to groan at the sight of countrysides aban-
doned, fields fallow, apd 1 Jjammed with unha _Cilizgns
who have become beggars or thievés, destined to end their misery one
day on the.rack.or on a dung-heap. Thus w._ﬂmchmg
itself on the one hand, weakens and depopulates itself on the other; and
that the most powerful monarchies, afier much labor 1o become opu-
lenTamd<&seried, end .by becoming the prey of poor .natu_ans_ wn}ch
SUTTUMD 10 The_ deadty - tenrptatiof 16 invade nrich
and enleeble themselves in their -turn, until they are themselves in-

vaded and destroyed by others. ) _
Let someone deign to explain to us for once what could have pro-

-
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duced those hordes of barbarians which for so many centuries have
overrun Buropé, Asia and Africa. Was it to the industry of their arts,
the \zis;iilr_lﬁf’tlﬂ_lgﬂs,_r.he_:xsslience of their civil order that they
owed that prodigious population? Would our learned ones be so kind as
to tell us why, far from multiplying to that degree, those ferocious and
tion,-did not all kill one another at every one
another over their food or.game? Let them explain: to-us fiow these
Wreiches even had the gall to look right in the eye such capable people
as we were, with such fine military discipline, such fine codes, ;and
such wise laws, and why, finally, after society was perfected in the
countries of the north, and so many pains were taken there to teach
men their mutual duties and the art of living together agreeably and
peaceably, nothing more is seen to come from them like those mul-
titudes of men it produced formerly, [ am very much afraid that some-
one might finally get it into his head to reply to me that all these great.
things, :namely the arts, sciences, and laws, have been very wisely in-
vented by men as a salutary plague to prevent the excessive multipli-
cation of the species, out of fear that this world, which is destined for
us, might finally become too small for its inhabitants.

What then! Must we destroy societies, annihilate thme and mine, and
return to-live in the forests with bears?—u conclusionin-the—style of
my adversaries, icip them
the shame of drawing if. OR you; to whom th_e heavenly voice has not
made 1tself heard, and who recognize for your species no other
destination except.to end this brief life"in peace; you who can leave in
the midst of-the cities your deadly acquisitions, your troubled minds;
your corrupt hearts and. your unbridled desires. Since it depends on
you, retake your ancient and first innocence; go into the woods to lose
sight and memory of the crimes of your contcmporaries, and have no
fear of cheaperiing your $peci€s in renouncmg its enlxghtenment in
order to renounce its vices. As for men like me, whose passions have
forever destroyed their origmal Simplicity, W on
grass and acorn[s], nor get by without laws and ThisfsTThoSE Who were
honored in their first mms those who will
see, in the intention of giving human actions from the beginning a mo-
rality they would not have acquired for a long time, the reason for a
precgpUindifferent in itself and inexplicable in any other system; those,
in a word, who are convinced that the divine voice called the entire
human race to the enlightenment and the happiness of the celestial in-
telligences; all those latter ones will attempt, through the exercise of
viiTIES ey oblige themselves to practice while leafiing to know them,
to merit The eternal reward that they oughf 1o expect for them. Lhey
will'Tespect the sacred bonds _of the societies of which they are mem-
bers; they will love their fellow-men and will serve them with attTheir
power;tiey Wit Scrupulously obey the laws and the men who are their

authiors and THElr ministers,; they will ionor above all the good and wise
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princes who will know how to prevent, cure or or_palliate that pack of
abuses ammady to overpower us; they will animate the
zeal oF these worthy chiels by showing them without Tear or flattery the
greatness of their ta’sk and the rigor of their duty But they will despise
so many respectable peop Te olten.than they are
obtained, and from which, desplte all their care, always arise more real
calamities than apparent advantages.

10. (Page 45) Among the men we know, whether- by ourselves, or
from historians, or from travelers, some are black, others white, others
red. Some wear their hair long; others have merely curly wool. Some
are almost entirely covered with hair; others do not even have a beard.
There have been and perhaps there still are nations of men of gigantic
size; and apart from the fable of the Pygmies (which may well be
merely an exaggeration); we know that the Laplanders and above all
the Greenlanders are considerably below the average size of man. It is
even maintained that there are entire peoples who have tails like quad-
rupeds. And without putting blind faith in the accounts of Herodotus
and Ctesias, we can at least draw from them the very likely opinion
that had one been able to make good observations in those ancient
times when various peoples followed lifestyles differing more greatly
among themselves than do those of today, one would have also noted
in the shape and posture of the body, much more striking varieties. All
these facts, for which it is easy to furnish incontestable proofs, are
capable of surprising only those who are accustomed to look solely at
the objects that surround them.and who are ignorant of the powerful
effects of the diversity of climates, air, foods, lifestyle, habits in gen-
eral, and especially the astonishing force of the same causes when they
act continually for long successions of generations. Today, when com-

mer: voyages and conquests reunite various peoples further, and
their lifestvles are. consiantly approximati fre-
quent communication, it is evident that certain national di erences

have diminished; and, for € e fact
th‘&(—-—t—cda'y"s*{:renchmen are no longer those large, colorless and
blond-haired bodies described. by Latin historians, although time, to-

gether with.the mixture of the Franks and the Normans, themselves

colorless and blond-haired, should have reestablished what commerce
with the Romans could have removed from the influence of the climate
in the natural constitution and complexion of the inhabitants. All of
these observations on the varigties that a thousand causes can produce
and ‘have in fact produced in the human species cause me to wonder
whefher the_varigus T to e, takenr—withoatTmuch
scmWher because of.some differences
they noticed in their outward structure or simply because. these animals

did not speak, would not:in fact be veritable savage men, whose race,
dispersed.in the woods.during olden times, had not had an occasion to
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quires ‘more time-than if they ate flesh. Moreover, we know that most
animals, man not excluded, are naturally lazy, and that they refuse all
sorts of cares which are not absolutely necessary. Finally, it seems
very strange ‘that pongos, whose adroitness and strength are praised,
the pongos who know how to bury their dead and-to make themselves
roofs out of branches, should not know how to push fagots into the fire.
I recall having seen a-monkey perform the:same maneuver that people
deny the pongos can do. It is true that since my ideas were not oriented
in this direction, I myself committed the mistake for which I reproach
our travelers; I neglected to examine whether the intention of the mon-
key was actually to sustain the fire or simply, as I believe is the case; 10
imitate the actions of a-man. Whatéver the case may be, it is well dem-
onstrated that the monkey is not a varjety of man: not only bgcause he
is deprived of the faculty of speech, but above all because it is gertain
that_his_species-does.not have the faculty of perfecting itself, which is
the specific characteristic:of the human species: experiments that do
not seem to have been.made on the pongos and the orangutan- with
sufficient care to enable one to draw the same conclusion in their case.
However, there would be a means by which, if the orangutan or others
were of the human. species, even the least sophisticated observers
could assure themselves of it by means of demonstration.. But beyond
the fact that a single generation would:not be sufficient for this experi:
ment, it should pass as unworkable, since it would be necessary -that
what is merely a supposition be demonstrated to be true, before the
test that should establish the fact could be innocently tried.

Precipitous judgments, which are not the fruit-of an‘enlightened rea:
son, are prone to be excessive. Without any fanfare, our travelers
made into beasts, under the names pongos, mandrills, orangutans, the
same beings that the ancients, under the names satyrs, fauns, sylvans,
made into divinities. Perhaps, after more precise investigations it will
be found that they are [neither beasts nor gods but] men. Meanwhile, it
would seem to me that there is as much reason to defer on this point to
Merolla; an educated monk, an eyewitness, and one who, with all' his
naiveté, did not fail’to be-a man of wit, as to the merchant Battel,
Dapper, Purchass, and the other compilers..

What judgment do.we think such observers would have made regard-
ing the child found in 1694, of whom I have spoken:before, who gave
no indication of reason, walked on his feet and hands, had no language,
and made sounds ‘that bore no resemblance whatever to those of a
man? It took a long time, continues the same philosopher who provided
me with this fact, before he could utter a few words, and then he did it
in a barbarous manner. Once he could speak, he was questioned about
his first state, but he did not recall it any more than we recall what
happened to us in"thecradle: If, unhappily* for him, this child had

-

*In the copy of the Discourse sent to Richard Davenport, Rousseau inserts here: or
perhaps happily, v

[
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fallen into the hands of our travelers, there can be no doubt that after
having observed his silence and stupidity, they would have resolveq to
send him back to the woods or lock him up in a menagerie; after which
they would have spoken-eruditely about him in their fine accounts as a
very curious beast who looked rather like a man. )

For the three or four hundred years since the inhabitants of Europe

inundated the other parts of the world and continually published new
collections of travels and stories, 1 am convinced that we know no
other men but the Europeans aloneWom
the ridiculous prejudices that have not been extinglished €ven among
memmﬂmw us
name of “the study of man’’ except study the men of.hls country. In-
dividuals may well come and go; it seems that philosophy travels
nowhere; moreover, the philosophy of one people is little suited to an-
other. The reason for this 15 maniest, al Teast tor disiant countries.
Fiere are hardly more than four sorts of men who make long voyages:
sailors, merchants, soldiers, and missionaries. Now we can hardly ex-
pect the first three classes to provide good observers; and as for thos_e
in the fourth, occupied by the sublime vocation that calls them, even if
they were not subject to the prejudices of social posi‘tion as are all the
rest_we must believe that they would not voluntarily commit them-
selves to investigations that would_appear_to be sheer Curiosity, and
which would sidetrack them from the more important works to which
they are destined, Besides, to preach the Gospel in a useful manner,
zeal alone is needed, and God gives the rest. But to study men, talents
are needed which God is not required to give anyone, and which are
hérmmﬁﬂmmmmmoyages
where one does not find descriptions of characters and mores. But one
is utterly astonished to see that these people who have described:so
many things have said merely what everyone already knew, that, at the
end of the world, they knew how to understand only what it was for
them to notice without leaving their street; and that those true qualities
which characterize nations and -strike eyes made to see hav_e almost
always-escaped theirs. Whence this fine moral slogan, so bandied about
by the philosophizing rabble: that men are everywhere the same; tt_la.t,
smcmﬁm@ﬂm it is
rather poiniless 10 seek to characterize different peoples—which is
abouTas well reasoned as it would be Tor someone.to say that Peter and
James cannot be distinguished from one another, because they both
have a nose, a mouth and eyes. )

Will we never see those happy days reborn when the people did not
dabble in philosophizing, -but when a Plato, a Thales, a Pythagoras,
taken with an ardent desire to know, undertook the greatest voyages
merely to.inform themselves, and went far away to sh’akq off the yok'e
of national prejudices, in order to learn to know men by. their
similarities and their differences, and to acquire those sorts of universal
knowledge that are ¢xclusively those of a single century or country, but
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which, since they are of all times and all places, are, as it were, the
common science of the wise?

We admire the splendor of some curious men who, at great expense,
made vr-eaused 10 be MIIE VOyages o e Ot with learned men and
pain_r_t'lé_’_,Fs_]n_order to sketch hovels and to decipher or copy inscriptions.
Buf T have trouble conceiving how, in a éentury where people take
pride in fine sorts of knowledge, there are not to be found two closely
united men—rich, one in money, the other in genius, both loving glory
and aspiring for immortality —one of whom sacrifices twenty thousand
crowns of his goods and the other ten years of his life for a famous
voyage around the world, in order to study, not always rocks..and
plants, but, for once, men and mores, and who, after so many centuries
used to measure and examine the house, would finally be of a mind to
want to know its inhabitants.

The academicians who have traveled through ‘the northern _parts of
Europe and the southern parts of America had for their object to visit
them more as geometers than as philosophers. Nevertheless, since they
were both simultaneously, we cannot regard as ufterly unknown the
regions that have been seen and described by La Condamine and
Maupertuis. The jeweler Chardin, who has traveled like Plato, has left
nothing to be said about Persia. China appeared to have been well ob-
served by the Jesuits. Kempfer gives a passable-idea of what little he
has seen in Japan. Except for these reports, we know nothing about the
peoples of the East Indies, who have been visited exclusively by Euro-
peans intérested more in filling their purses than their heads. All of
Africa and its numerous inhabitants, ‘as unique in character as in color,
are yet to be examined. The entire earth'is covered with nations of
which we know only the names, and we dabble in judging the human
race! Let us suppose a Montesquieu, a Buffon, a Diderot, a Duclos, a
d’Alembert, a Condillac, or men of that ilk traveling in order to inform
their compatriots, -observing and descnbmg as they know how to do,
Turkey, Egypt, Barbary, the empire of Morocco, Guinea, the land of
the Bantus, the intérior of Africa and its eastern coastlines, the
Malabars, Mogul, the banks of the Ganges, the kingdoms of Siam,
Pegii, and Ava, China, Tartary, and especially Japan; then in the other
hemisphere, Mexico, Peru, Chile, the straits of Magellan, not to forget
the Patagonias true or false, Tucuman, Paraguay (if possible), Brazil;
finally the Caribbean Islands, Florida, and all the savage countries—
the most important voyage of all and the one that should be embarked
upon with the greatest care. Let us suppose that these -new Hercules,
back from these memorable treks, then wrote at leisuré the natuftal,
what they would have seem—we~ our-
selves would see a new world sally forth Trom their pen, and we would
thus Iearn to know our own. I say thal when such observers will-affirm
of an animal that it is a man and of another that it is a beast, we will
have to believe them. But it would be terribly simpleminded to defer in
this to unsophisticated travelers, concerning whom we will sometimes
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be tempted to put the same quesnon that they dabble at resolving con-
cerning~Other animals.

. (Page 46) That appears utterly evident to me and I am unable to
concewe whernce our _philosophers can ~derive all the pgssmmhey as-
cribe to natural man. With the single exception of the phys:cally neces-
sary which nature itself demands, all our other needs afe such merely
out of habit (previous to which they were not needs), or by our own
desires: and we do not desire what we are not in a position to know.

Wlw_ﬁm_mmuum_mamwﬂh_fﬁfgs he
knows and knows only those things whose possession is in hi$ Power
or easily acquired, nothing should be so franquil as his soul and nothing
so limited as his mind.

12. (Page 48) 1 find g h/kpﬁeff)c’ S:vi! Goverpment. an objection
which seems to me too or e permitted to hide it.
*‘Since the purpose of the society between male and female,” says this
philosopher, ‘‘is not merely to_procreate, but to continue the species,
this society should last, even after procreation, at least as long as it is
necessary for the nurture and support of the procreated, that is to say,
until they are capable of seeing.to their.needs on their own. This rule,
which the infinite wisdom of the creator has established upon the works
of his hands, we.see creatures inferior to man observing constantly and
strictly. In those m On grass, the sociely between male
and Temale lasts no longer than each act of copulation, because, the
teats of the mother being sufficient to feed the young until they are able
to Teéd on grass. the male is content to beget and N0 longer mingles
with the female or the young, to whose sustenance he has nothing to
confribule. But as far as beasts of prey are concerned, the:society lasts
longer, because, with the mother being unable to see to her own suste-
nance and at the same time feed her young by means of her prey alone
(which is a more laborious and more dangerous way of taking in
nourishment than by feeding on grass), the: assistance of the male is
utterly necessary for the maintenance of their common family (if one
may use that term), which is able to subsist-to the point where:it can go
hunt for prey only through the efforts of the male-and the female. We
note the same thing in all the birds (with the exception of some domes-
tic birds- which are found in places where the continual abundance of
nourishment exempts the male from the effort of feeding the young). It
is clear that when the young in their nest need food, the male and
female bring it to them until the young there are capable of flying.and
seeing to their own sustenance.

““And, in_my opinion, herein lies the principal, if not the only reason
why the male and the femalé in mankind are bound to a TongeT period
of 'S'Uci‘ew_t‘l’ra't‘r‘mmmm'u CTearures: mamely, that the
female is capable of conceiving and is ordmanly pregnant again and has
a newhild long before the previous child is in a position ta do-without
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the help of its parents and can take care-of itself. Thus, since the father
is bound to take care of those he has produced, and to take that care

for a long time, he is wm%méonjugal
society _\_R’_ltll__tll_ﬂ_samemmMWhom he has had the remain
in thwmw@wgg being
capable_of subsisting by themselves before the fime comes for 3 fiew
procreation, the bond of the male and female breaks of its own accord,
and they are “both af com iffie a5 Thal season,
whic licits_the animails to join with one another, obliges
them to choose new mates. And:-here we cannot help admiring_the wis-
dom ™G the creator, who, having given to man the qualities needed to
provide for the future as well as for the present, has willed and has
brought it about that the society of man should last longer than that of
the male and female among other creatures, so that thereby thé ifidus-
try of man and woman might be stimulated more, and that their inter-
ests might be better united; with a view to making'provisions for their
children and to leaving them their goods—nothing being more to the
detriment of the children than.an uncertain and vague conjunction, or
an easy and frequent dissolution of the conjugal society,’*

The same love of truth which has made me to set forth sincerely this
objection, moves me to accompany it with some remarks, if not to
resolve it, at least to clarify it.

1. I will observe first that moral proofs do not have great force in
matters of physics, and that théy serve more to explain existing facts
than to establish the real existence of those facts. Now such is the type
of proof that M. Locke employs in the passage T have just quoted; for
although it may be advantageous t human species for the union

between man and woman to be perm t, it does not follow that it has
beén thus established by nature: otherwise it would be necessary to say
tha%wmmwmml that is
asseried to be useful to men. o

2. 1 do not know where M. Locke has found that among animals of
prey, the society of the male and female lasts longer than does the
society of those that live on grass, and that the former assists the lattér
to feed the young; for it'is not manifest that the dog, the cat, the bear,
or the wolf recognize their female better than the horse, the ram, the
butl, the stag, or all the other quadruped animals do theirs. On the
contrary, it‘seems that if the assistance of the male were necessary to
the female to preserve her young, it would be parlicularly in ihe spcc1es
that Tive only on grass _hecaunse a long period of time is needed by the
mother to graze, and during that entire interval she is forced to neglect
her brood, whereas the prey of a female bear or wolf is devoured in an
instant, and, without suffering hunger, she has more time to nurse her
yvoung. This line of reasoning is copfirmed by an observation upon the
relative nuniber of teats and young which distinguishes carnivorous

*Translator's note: This is a translation of the French rendering of Locke’s text.
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from frugivorous species, and of which I have spoken in Note 8. If this
observation is accurate and general, since a woman has only two teats
and rarely has more than one child at aTime,; this s one morestrong
reason for doubting that the human species 1s _naturally carnivorous.

Thus it seems that, in.order to draw Locke’s conclusion, it would be
necessary to reverse completely his reasoning. There is no more so-
lidity it the same distinction when it is applied.to birds. For who could
be persuaded that the union of the male and the female is more durable
among vultures andicrows than among turtle-doves? We have two spe-
cies of domestic birds, the duck and the pigeon, which furnish.us with
examples directly contrary to the system of this author. The pigeon,
which lives solely'on grain, remains united to its female, and they feed
their young in common. The duck, whose voraciousness is known,
recognizes neither his female nor his young, and prov:des no help in
their sustenance. And among hens, a species hardly less carnivorous,

we do not observe that the rooster bothers.himself in the least with the
brood. And if in the other species the male shares with the female the
careof feeding the young, it is because birds, which at first are unable
to fly and which the mother cannot nurse, are much less in a position to
get along without the help of the father than are quadrupeds, for which
the mother’s teat is sufficient, at least for a time.

3. There is much uncertainty about the principal fact that serves 3% a
basis for all of M. Locke’s reasoning; for in order to know whether, as
he asserts, in the pure state of nature the female ordinarily is pregnant
agam and has a new child long before the preceding one could see to its
needs foritsell, it would be necessary to perform-experiments that M.
Locke surely did not perform and that no one 1s in a position o' per-
form. The continual cohabitation of husband and wife 1s so near an
occasion for being exposed to a new pregnancy that it is very difficult
to believe that the chance encOUNEr or The there impulsion of temper-
amemt produced such frequent effects in the pure state of nature as in
thai of comugal society: a slowness that would contribute perhaps
towardmldrcn more robust, and that, moreover, might be
compensated by thé péwer to conceive, prolonged to a greater age . in
the. women who would have abused it less in their youth. As to chil-
dren, there are several reasons for believing that their forces and their
organs_develop much later among us than ey didIM ThE primitive state
of which I am speaking. The original weakness which they derive from
the constitution of -the parents, the-cares taken to envelop and con- :
strain all of their members, the softness in which- they are raised, !
perhaps the use of milk other than that of their mother, everything
contradicts and slows down in them the initial progress of natiure, The
heed they are forced to pay to a thousarnid things ofi which their atten-
tion is continually fixed, While no exercise is given to their bodily
forces, can also bring-about considerable deflection from their growth.
Thus, if, instead oI first overworking and exhausting their minds in a
thousand ways, their bodies were allowed to be exercised by the con-
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tim_lal movements that nature seems to demand. of them, it is to be
believed that they would be in a' much better position to walk and to

provide for their needs by themsglves.
4. Finally, M. Locke roxes_thal_i.hcre could well be in a
man a motive f ini child

but in no way does he prove that the man must have been attached to

her before the childbirth and during the nine months of pr ancy. If a
giverr woman 1s indifferent to memﬁmm&, if she
becomes unknown to him, why will he help her after childbirth?
Why will he help her to raise a child Lhm_he.dacs_mw\a#_brel_o_t_lgs to
hm‘Lalonc. -and whose birth he has neither decided upon nor foréseen?
vidently M. Locke presumes what is in question, for it is not a matter of
knowing why the man will remain attached to the woman after child-
birth, but why he will be attached to her after conception. Once his
appetite is satisfied, the man has no further need for a given woman, nior
the-woman for a given man. The man does not have the Teast care or.
_per}?a_ps the least idea of the consequences of his action. The one goes off
in"one direction, the ofher 1n another, and there 15 no likelihood that at
the end of nine months they have the memory of having known one
another. For this type of memory, by which one individual gives prefer-
‘énce to another for the act of generation, requires, as | prove in the text,
rore progress or _gc_)rruption in human understanding than may be
atity-—we—ar ing- with here.

Ancther woman can therefore satisfy the new desires of the man as
congenially as the one B} 1 ; : in the
same manner satisfy the woman, supposing she is impelled by thesame
appetite during he Time of pregnancy, about whichonme camrreasonably
be in doubt. And if in the state of nature the worman notongerfeels the
‘passion ol love after the conception of the child, the obstacle to her
society with the man thus becomes much greéltcr still, since she Thef has
U no—firtherneed either Tor the man who tas adetrerpregmant or for

€ ¢lse. There i1s not, therefore, in the man any reason-to seek the
same woman, or In The WOMan any reason to seek the sarne man. Thus
Locke’s reasoning Talls im ruifi, and all the dialectic of this philosopher
has not shielded him from the mistake committed by Hobbes and others.
They-ha.d.m__explafm'_a fact of the state of nature, that is to say, of a state
whe lived in isolatiop ; did not have any
motive for living in proximity to another given man, nor perhaps did a
g}\m-cmmm another
given group of men, which is much worse. And they gave no thought to
trﬁﬁ@mi‘rrg‘_themdverbewmdﬁnturies of society, that is to say, of
those times when men always have a reason for living in proximity to one
anotht_:r, and when a given man often has a reason for living in proximity
to a given man or woman.

_m__—.:;l
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13. (Page 49) 1 will hold back from embarking on the philosophical
reflections that there would be to engage in concerning the advantages
and disadvantages of this institution of languages. It is not'for me to be
permitted to attack vulgar errors; and educated people respect their
prejudices too much to abide patiently my alleged paradoxes..Let us
therefore allow men to speak, to whom it has not been made a crime to
risk sometimes taking the part of reason against the opinion of the mul-
titude. Nor would anything disappear from the happiness of the human.
race, if, when the disaster and confusion of so many languages has
been cast out, mortals should cultivate one art, and if it should be
allowed to explain anything by means of signs, movemenis and ges-
tures. But now it has-been so established that the condition of animals
commonly believed to be brutes is considerably better than ours in this
respect, inasmuch as they articulate their feelings and their thoughts
without an interpreter more readily and perhaps more felicitously than
any mortals can, especially if they use a foreign language.* Is.
Vossius de Poémat. Cant. et Viribus Rythmi, p. 66.

14. (Page 51) In showing how ideas of discrete quantity and its re-
lationships are necessary in the humblest of the arts, Plato mocks with
good reason the authors of his time who alleged that Palamedes had
invented numbers at the siege of Troy, as if, says_this philosopher,
Agamemnon could have been ignorant until then of how many legs he
had. In fact, one senses the impossibility that society and- the arts
should have arrived at the point where they already were at the time of
the siege of Troy, unless men had the use of numbers and arithmetic.
But the necessity for knowing numbers, before acquiring other types of
knowledge, does not make their invention easier to imagine. Once the
names of the numbers are known, it is easy to explain their meaning
and to elicit the ideas which these names represent; but in order to
invent them, it was necessary, prior to conceiving of these same ideas,
to be, as it were, on familiar terms with philosophical meditations, to
be trained to consider beings by their essence alone and independently
of all other perception—a very difficult, very metaphysical, hardly
natural abstraction, and yet one without which these ideas could never
have been transported from one species or genus 1o another, nor could
numbers have become universal. A savage could consider separately
his right leg and his left leg, or look at them together under the indivis-
ible idea of a pair without ever thinking that he had two of them; for the
representative idea that portrays for us an object is one thing, and the
numerical idea which determines it is another. Even less was he able to
count to five. And although, by placing his hands one on top of the
other, he could have noticed that the fingers corresponded exactly, he
was far from thinking of their numerical equality. He did not know the

*Translator's note: Rousseau here quotes the Latin text.
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