Workshop 1: Close Reading for Evidence


Throughout the story, the author offers constant examples and descriptions of the grandmother’s lady like mannerisms. In concern with their trip to Florida, the grandmother expresses concern and inhibition. Her reasons were clear enough, because she did not want to have a run in with The Misfit, and she wanted to take the children “somewhere else for a change so they would see different parts of the world and be broad” (pg. 2434). The grandmother is the first in the car, and the author goes into great detail to describe her clothing. She wears white gloves and a hat with violets on it, very clear representations of older polite society. The author foreshadows, “In case of an accident, anyone seeing her dead on the highway would know at once she was a lady” (pg.2435). This statement very clearly defines the author’s intentions with the grandmother. When John Wesley makes a crude remark about his home state of Georgia, the grandmother responds with “I wouldn’t talk of my native state that way” (pg. 2435). The author uses several other examples to further exemplify the grandmother’s purely representative role in the story. The grandmother tells a story of Edgar Atkins Teagarden, illustrating a practice of courtship that has become dated and almost obsolete in the time when the story takes place. In keeping with her traditionalist style, the grandmother would not let the children throw their trash out of the car window. It is through these many small descriptions of the grandmother that builds her up to be the standard symbol of a lady.

The short story is not about the night or the stolen purse; it is not about a physical theft. By putting the disruption of the story in the introduction of the plot, Porter sets the scene for what Theft is: a critical analysis that the Critic and the reader both complete and then arrive at the conclusion which the Critic surmises her problem with: “I was right not to be afraid of any thief but myself, who will end by leaving me nothing” (91). The story gives examples of how the Critic cheats herself economically and emotionally by being involved with men who use her, but without the introductory paragraph to introduce the problem that leads to the epiphany of the criticism, there would be no review. 


In William Faulkner’s, A Rose for Emily, the use of the Aldermen, represents the change in the ideals and lifestyle of southern culture. Faulkner shows this change by comparing the Aldermen of the past, to the Aldermen of the present. Such difference in the ideals of the Aldermen of both times, represents the difference in the “Old South” and the “New South.”


The dictionary defines an alderman as “a member of the municipal legislative body in a town or city in many jurisdictions.” The Aldermen in Faulkner’s story, represent the town of Jefferson. Furthermore, the town of Jefferson represents the South as a whole. So, when one can see change in the Aldermen, there is also change in the South. 


When Faulkner first introduces the Alderman in the story, it is clear that he wants the reader to know that there is a change in the way they govern the town: “When the next generation, with its more modern ideas, became mayors and aldermen, this arrangement created little dissatisfaction.” The arrangement that is referred to is a deal between Miss Emily’s father and Colonel Sartoris. Miss Emily’s father had loaned the town money, and in return, Colonel Sartoris decided that the Grierson’s did not have to pay taxes. However when the new Aldermen took office, they denied this deal. One can see that the new generation of Aldermen did not have the same level of honor and virtue as the previous generation. 


By looking at the way Faulkner describes the old Aldermen and the new Aldermen, one can see that there is significant change in the ways they act and think: “That night the Board of Aldermen met – three graybeards and one younger man, a member of the rising generation.” When Faulkner uses the term “graybeards,” one thinks of an old southern gentleman. The “graybeard” is linked to the person who is the epitome of a southern gentleman, General Robert E. Lee. Faulkner then goes on to show the difference in thought between the “greybeards” and the man of “the rising generation.” In this example, the Aldermen are trying to find a solution to solve the horrible smells that are coming from Miss. Emily’s house:

“It’s simple enough,” the young alderman said. “Send her word to have her place cleaned up. Give her a certain time to do it in, and if she don’t…”

“Dammit, sir,” Judge Stevens said, “Will you accuse a lady to her face of smelling bad?”

One can tell that the older generation of Aldermen would never tell a lady that she smelled bad. However, the younger man did not have any problem telling her. Hence, it is clear that there is a major difference in thought. 

A little later in the story when the men are talking about Mrs. Wright worrying over her preserves Glaspell says, “ ‘Oh well,’ said Mrs. Hale’s husband, with good-natured superiority, ‘women are used to worrying about trifles.’ The two women moved a little closer together. Neither of them spoke.” This quote gives key insight into why Glaspell chose to include the many examples of husbands unknowingly belittling their wives. First, the statement “good-natured superiority” tells the reader that the husbands know that they are in charge of their wives and even when they are not trying to be condescending they still are. When Mr. Hale says, “women are used to worrying about trifles”, he acts as though the women aren’t near by. They are standing behind him, but in his mind they are not really there, and so he can make a sexist comment in their presence. Another important part of this little scene is after Mr. Hale’s remark the two women “moved a little closer together. Neither of them spoke.” Their moving closer together is their attempt to look bigger, sort of to announce that they are standing right here. The women didn’t stand up for themselves or say anything at all, this shows that this type of talk was commonplace in society. The two women didn’t agree with it, but they had no place to talk back about how wrong it was. 

Glaspell’s purpose for including so many condescending statements towards women was to cause the reader to feel pity towards Mrs. Wright and understand why she killed her husband. Glaspell includes the examples in an attempt to show the reader that women in this society were treated almost like infants. It was thought that they didn’t even know how to warm themselves, as shown when they were invited in to stand by the fire and without the guiding hand of their husband they would freeze to death. The men in A Jury of Her Peers, didn’t believe that the women were smart enough to see a clue to the motive of the murder. Glaspell writes, “ ‘But would the women know a clue if they did come upon it?’ he said; and, having delivered himself of this, he followed the other through the stair door.” Right after this comment, Mrs. Hale runs over to the sink and starts arranging the pots under the sink, almost instinctively. Mrs. Hale understood what Mr. Hale was implying, knew her place, and went right to doing what is expected of all women.

