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I don’t know what I feel about Herland, I enjoyed Gilman playing with the contemporary gender roles, that was clever. Also, that the territory or utopia explored was the male as much as the land itself, and that although the three males stood for types, strangely, they were imbued with slightly more character (at least than More’s traveller), I suppose because they were part of the story rather than just reporting to us about Herland. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]It was strange that the more convincingly genderless the inhabitants of Herland were, the more female the place felt, so that wiping out a beautiful butterfly stood out starkly in a land of utilitarian beauty, order and care that we had been lulled into accepting as female, rather than efficient which was Herland’s real characteristic. Like any utopia controlling the environment, including the population, is key, which is why I still don’t know exactly why a child of a man and a woman should be desired more than one they produced from just the female - particularly in a carefully controlled population. I don’t mean they should think that child would be lesser, just an unnecessary variable. I can understand the appeal of the novelty of the situation, and I agree with ?Emily (sorry, I can’t remember many of the names yet), they were greatly interested in the new and in particular the society the men had come from, but they didn’t seem to need to widen their gene base. In fact, as Grace was saying, they discouraged their less suitable from reproducing, gradually eradicating, for example, the more impetuous gene. It seems rather rash for such a measured society to introduce unknown genes. 
There was the sense the inhabitants of Herland had been waiting for the rest of the world, but their much-admired acuity must have known quite definitively, that the rest of the world wouldn’t really suit them. 
Hmmm, I was going to write about individual, human etc…what happened?
