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as beings of equal value. They do not give to the courage of

woman the same form or the same direction as to that of

man; but they never doubt her courage: and if they hold

that man and his partner ought not always to exercise their

intellect and understanding in the same manner, they at least

believe the understanding of the one to be as sound as that

of the other, and her intellect to be as clear. Thus, then, whilst

they have allowed the social inferiority of woman to subsist,

they have done all they could to raise her morally and intel-

lectually to the level of man; and in this respect they appear

to me to have excellently understood the true principle of

democratic improvement. As for myself, I do not hesitate to

avow that, although the women of the United States are con-

fined within the narrow circle of domestic life, and their situ-

ation is in some respects one of extreme dependence, I have

nowhere seen woman occupying a loftier position; and if I

were asked, now that I am drawing to the close of this work,

in which I have spoken of so many important things done

by the Americans, to what the singular prosperity and grow-

ing strength of that people ought mainly to be attributed, I

should reply - to the superiority of their women.

Chapter XIII: That the Principle of Equality Naturally

Divides the Americans into a Number of Small Private

Circles

It may probably be supposed that the final consequence and

necessary effect of democratic institutions is to confound

together all the members of the community in private as

well as in public life, and to compel them all to live in com-

mon; but this would be to ascribe a very coarse and oppres-

sive form to the equality which originates in democracy. No

state of society or laws can render men so much alike, but

that education, fortune, and tastes will interpose some dif-

ferences between them; and, though different men may some-

times find it their interest to combine for the same purposes,

they will never make it their pleasure. They will therefore

always tend to evade the provisions of legislation, whatever

they may be; and departing in some one respect from the

circle within which they were to be bounded, they will set

up, close by the great political community, small private

circles, united together by the similitude of their conditions,

habits, and manners.
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In the United States the citizens have no sort of pre-emi-

nence over each other; they owe each other no mutual obe-

dience or respect; they all meet for the administration of

justice, for the government of the State, and in general to

treat of the affairs which concern their common welfare; but

I never heard that attempts have been made to bring them

all to follow the same diversions, or to amuse themselves

promiscuously in the same places of recreation. The Ameri-

cans, who mingle so readily in their political assemblies and

courts of justice, are wont on the contrary carefully to sepa-

rate into small distinct circles, in order to indulge by them-

selves in the enjoyments of private life. Each of them is will-

ing to acknowledge all his fellow-citizens as his equals, but

he will only receive a very limited number of them amongst

his friends or his guests. This appears to me to be very natu-

ral. In proportion as the circle of public society is extended,

it may be anticipated that the sphere of private intercourse

will be contracted; far from supposing that the members of

modern society will ultimately live in common, I am afraid

that they may end by forming nothing but small coteries.

Amongst aristocratic nations the different classes are like

vast chambers, out of which it is impossible to get, into which

it is impossible to enter. These classes have no communica-

tion with each other, but within their pale men necessarily

live in daily contact; even though they would not naturally

suit, the general conformity of a similar condition brings

them nearer together. But when neither law nor custom pro-

fesses to establish frequent and habitual relations between

certain men, their intercourse originates in the accidental

analogy of opinions and tastes; hence private society is infi-

nitely varied. In democracies, where the members of the com-

munity never differ much from each other, and naturally

stand in such propinquity that they may all at any time be

confounded in one general mass, numerous artificial and

arbitrary distinctions spring up, by means of which every

man hopes to keep himself aloof, lest he should be carried

away in the crowd against his will. This can never fail to be

the case; for human institutions may be changed, but not

man: whatever may be the general endeavor of a community

to render its members equal and alike, the personal pride of

individuals will always seek to rise above the line, and to

form somewhere an inequality to their own advantage.
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In aristocracies men are separated from each other by lofty

stationary barriers; in democracies they are divided by a num-

ber of small and almost invisible threads, which are con-

stantly broken or moved from place to place. Thus, what-

ever may be the progress of equality, in democratic nations a

great number of small private communities will always be

formed within the general pale of political society; but none

of them will bear any resemblance in its manners to the high-

est class in aristocracies.

Chapter XIV: Some Reflections on American Manners

Nothing seems at first sight less important than the outward

form of human actions, yet there is nothing upon which

men set more store: they grow used to everything except to

living in a society which has not their own manners. The

influence of the social and political state of a country upon

manners is therefore deserving of serious examination. Man-

ners are, generally, the product of the very basis of the char-

acter of a people, but they are also sometimes the result of an

arbitrary convention between certain men; thus they are at

once natural and acquired. When certain men perceive that

they are the foremost persons in society, without contesta-

tion and without effort – when they are constantly engaged

on large objects, leaving the more minute details to others –

and when they live in the enjoyment of wealth which they

did not amass and which they do not fear to lose, it may be

supposed that they feel a kind of haughty disdain of the petty

interests and practical cares of life, and that their thoughts

assume a natural greatness, which their language and their

manners denote. In democratic countries manners are gen-

erally devoid of dignity, because private life is there extremely

petty in its character; and they are frequently low, because

the mind has few opportunities of rising above the engross-

ing cares of domestic interests. True dignity in manners con-

sists in always taking one’s proper station, neither too high

nor too low; and this is as much within the reach of a peas-

ant as of a prince. In democracies all stations appear doubt-

ful; hence it is that the manners of democracies, though of-

ten full of arrogance, are commonly wanting in dignity, and,

moreover, they are never either well disciplined or accom-

plished.
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