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Virginia Held advocates the need for ethics in law, market and family. She does not define the structure of government that would be best suited for its citizens, but rather, defines morality, This, she says can, be found in the model of mother and child relationships. Held’s morality is the consideration of other’s over oneself. Mothering persons have a non-contractual relationship to their children; they want to empower others. This is proof enough for Held that governments should also be non-contractual. She is utterly opposed to contract theorists such as Rawls, Nozick, and especially Hobbes. The short, brutish life, from her perspective, only exists if men are as pessimistic and narcissistic as Hobbes clearly is. The “economic man” is interested only in pursuing his own desires; he needs social contracts and thus legal limits to prevent these desires from hurting others. Conversely, the mothering person needs reciprocal consideration from others. Both theories are flawed.
Plato describes the importance of virtue as a necessity for our health. Contracts are needed only because men that give in to their appetites will increasingly feed their “demons” within. As a result, Hobbes philosophy begins to look accurate. Although it may be true that thinking in terms of the self requires restraints, it is hard to prove that the nature of humans is evil. If we were to grow up raised by nurturing mothers, educated to be more virtuous, then we may learn how to act more selflessly and get by without contracts. The endorsement of social contracts directs people to believe that everyone else is selfish and thus they ought to be selfish, too.
Leading theorists on justice and equality such as Rawls and Nozick suggest that contracts are rational. But Held points out those actual societies are results of war, exploitation, racism, and the like. In a way, these historical faults prove human capacities for evil. Furthermore, there have always been mothers to shape their children’s personhood with language, culture, and morality yet they do not always produce good men. Contracts can be justified by looking at historical example of human vices. The problem with this perspective is that it disregards political and intellectual evolution, change in human habit, and human potential. I don’t mean to be ironic, but there are plenty of historical examples of capacities for good as well. 
But contracts are not entirely rational. They are created for the self-interested, and thus go against Plato’s rational part of the soul. Plato connects wisdom with justice, saying that a wise man does not try to destroy the work of other wise men because of competition, but instead, respects it. It is also irrational to act unfairly to others because of the real and hypothetical consequences. For example, a person cutting to the front of a line suggests that it is appropriate to cut lines. If everyone cuts the line, there is no line, which is impossible. This is a blatant example of unfairness that a rational person would easily see. Rationality and morality are connected, hence why Plato would choose virtuous rulers to govern. Thinking in terms of virtue and vice is also a process incomprehensible to animals, which merely think in terms of self-preservation. So, the way that Held has to defend mothering humans as being superior to mothering animals, contract theorists must, somehow, defend self-preservation as being rational.
Held’s model also fails to be completely rational. Although family is important in society since societies are made up of them and provide good examples of human capacities for selflessness, they are less complicated than communities. Mothering persons are usually successful in producing children respectful and considerate of their families. An important difference in communities is that the citizen’s are not all socially connected. The detachment makes it hard, even for mothers, to extend their sympathies past their own offspring. 
Family seems to come first for mothers. Held says that mothers are vulnerable because they have non-contractual obligations to their children. There need be no contracts because mothers put their families at the top of the hierarchy of consideration. Thus community and true equal considerations are obstructed from having an ambiance of ‘love for all’. Mothers are selfless in ways, but their altruism is not widespread and so they, too, convey self-interest. Contracts do not work, but a society based on love could fail as the counterculture movement did. 
Human mothering ought to be respected. It does not merely transmit survival skills, but ethics, hence why education is so important. We should not be limited to public education because first, independent mothers can mold children into individuals, and second, mothers care more than institutions. Mothering is a dull repetitive task, as important as banking, farming, and lab work (if not more), and should definitely be considered more in governments and contracts. 
Human greed will continue to prove our capacities for vice, but it should be tackled, regardless. A practical solution is to teach the equality of men, women and all occupations (including mothering). Held does not address what structure of government could do this, although she admires Marxism. Teaching equality of occupations would be difficult without eliminating the competitive tendencies in humans; drastic administrative changes would be necessary. It would be a grave challenge in convincing many people to abandon competition and thus abandon liberalism and capitalism. 
Furthermore, we need to teach and study the ways in which ethics are rational because people follow rationality in whatever their relative terms (science, religion, etc). Morality ought to be studied as a science because modernity is gradually rejecting religion, which is based on faith and not true rationality. Not all people will follow morality despite our efforts to make them less self-interested, but the more people who are educated through family and community to be virtuous, the more reciprocity of virtue to be had. If people realize that reciprocal consideration is desirable, then morality can prove itself worthy as a role model for structuring communities. 
What communities need is people more conscious of morality; citizen’s that legitimately use their human capacities to be rationalists. To achieve this, we need moral leaders to pave the way. Those who support and even live under social contracts make dissolution of society inevitable due to the distrust that man will continue to have in others. On the one hand, contractual thinking is too accepting of human capacities for vice.  On the other hand, Held’s model of equal considerations may be too hopeful. The conflicting approaches of non-contractual idealists like Held and contractual realists like Hobbes cannot meet at a middle-ground.  They must be revised, or abandoned all together. 
