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INTROPUCTORY
Is there a Woman Problem?

URING the autumn of 1933 I rode one evening on
D the top of a "bus from Rottingdean to Brighton. There
were no other passengers except a pretty girl of eighteen or
nincteen nesthng up against an exuberant middle-aged
gentleman in tweeds on the seat before me. His manner
was so conspicuous and his voice so loud that it was impos-
sible for me not to overhear his conversation—not, 1 felt,
that he would object to an audience of any size. He was
giving his companion a lecture upon foreign policy.

“We ought to show those Germans what won the war,’
he concluded. “Force. That's the only argument they
appreciate. That’s what these women pacifists don’t under-
stand. U've been in a good many tight corners in my life”—
he stiffened his fine shoulders—*and if I hadn't leamed to
usc my own strong arm—well, I shouldn’t have been here
now.

*But you are here,” crooned the girl in dulcet tones.
“Very much here, aren’t you?”

Whatever her intentions, he took this as a compliment.
His confidence increased. As the ’bus rawded towards the
long, gabled buildings of Roedean School, he regarded
them with frank hosality.

“Awful,” he observed. “Imagine a place like that. All
those women, cooped up together, scratching each other’s
cyes out. Women werent intended for that sort of
dlin "l

“No,” cooed the girl. “They were meant to be com-
panions of men, weren't they:”
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WOMEN

Her dove-like tones never revealed the docility or satire
of her motive.

“I'll tell you what there ought to be,” he continued,
working himself wp into a fine state of indignaron.
“There oughr to be a ddal wave to carrv off two millions
of them. That would just about level things up. There are
too many women. Poking their noses into everything.
Too many of them.”

I am not going to suggest that the homicidal aspirations
of the gentleman on the "bus were typical of his generartion ;
burt it is a matter of common observation that, in the second
quarter of the rwentieth cencury, the very existence of
women appears to challenge controversy.

No popular magazine cousiders its appeal o public
taste sccure vnless it advertiscs symposia on “Are Women
Blacklegs?'”; “Are Spinsters Superfluous:”; “Is there a
Right to Motherhood?” The graver periodicals publish
articles on ““The Psycho-Erotc Differences berween the
Sexes,” or “The Effects of Industrial Employment upon
the Incidence of Maternal Mortality.”” Novels are written
to drive home the conclusion that a woman can or cannot
successfully combine marriage and motherhood with pro-
fessional emplovment; they are written to prove that
“Every woman is at heart a rake”; they are written to
‘prove that wives are more sensitive to emotional reaction
than husbands, or thar husbands are more sensicive than
wives. The Ibsen thesis that women ate captives, the
Strindberg chesis that women are devils, the Barde thesis
thar wornen are wistful litcle mothers, the Ethel M. Dell
thesis that they are neurotic masochists yearning for the
strong hand of 2 master—all these in different forms trans-
fusc contemporary fiction,

From this conflict of opinion, however, one or two
general principles emerge. Ic s obvious, for instance,
that human creatures inhabit a changing world. Four times
the ice has crept autumn by autumn towards the equator
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INTRODUCTORY

and four dmes receded, within the comparatively short
period of 550,000 years. Sabre-toothed tigers and mam-
moths with curling tusks have given wayv to yoked oxen
and the domesdc pig. Geography has revoludonised
itself, rivers cutting their courses through lakes, fragments
of mainland breaking off into the sea and forming istands.
Climate and plants and che substance of the carth itself
have changed, and man has altered with them. Say what
we will of human nature, habits are not what they were.
The eyrie perched high in the urban skyscraper may bear
some faint resemblance to the cliff-dwelling of Neanderthal
man; but the daily occupations of its inhabitants are totally
dissimilar. Money and its complexitics; government and
its preoccupations; sport, organised religion; newspapers;
artificial light; quick rransport; Black Shires; Red flags;
Tammany Hall; the Vatican and the Icelandic Althing ; the
Great Wheel at Blackpool and Broadcasting House, pro-
vide experiences completely different from any known to
our primitive ancestors. And the history of man and his
position in the universe has largely been the story of his
zelationship to this changing world, w0 the varying
phenomena appearing on its sutface, and to the com-
munity of his fellows who are themselves subject to that
law of change.

All popular world hiscories start wich that, “The earth
on which we live is 2 spinning globe,” begins Mr. H. G,
Wells' Outline of History. ““The land of Egypt is 600 miles
long,” opens Mr. Winwood Reade’s Marcyrdom of Man.
Van Loon’s Story of Mankind is philosophic rather than
geographical in its primary observation: “We live under
the shadow of a gigantic question marck. Who arc we?
Where do we come from2 Whither are we bound:”
The more ceremonious Buckle, writing at a ime when
serious subjects were taken seriously, preludes his History of
Civilisation by the optimistic remark that: “Of all che great
branches of knowledge, history is chat upon which most
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has been written, and which has always been most popular.”
And so they go on. Man, it appears, is concerned with the
world he inhabits, its geological structure, with his own
existence and with his study of these affairs. His problem
is his relationship to the universe.

Bur when the inquirer opens the volumes dealing with
women, he enters at once a different world. Supposing he
picks up A Short History of Women by John Langdon Davies
and secks enlightenment from the synopsis of the first
chapter. It begins: *“To understand the history of women
we must begin by asking ourselves the meaning of sex in
the universs. What is sex: And why is sex:” The
Evolution of Woman by G. W. Johnson strikes another note.
“Many have sought to discover the etemal feminine by
wandeting over the fields of biology, and from fowers,
bees, birds and other beasts, including human beings, have
drawn imaginary pictures of ideal womanhood.” The
ttes become more challenging, more controversial:
W";den’s Dilemma; The Woman Problem; The Woman's
Side.

The historians of woman take it for granted that she is
Erimarily concerned, not with geography, but with

iology, not with philosophy, but with personal moralicy
and idecal character. Man's problem is his relationship to
the universe, woman's they suggest, her relationship to
man. . . . “He for God only; she for God in him. ., .

So widespread and dominating is that notion, that only
by a strong effort of will can we remember that women
also may seck some answer to the uldmate questions of the
good, the true or the beautiful ; that they 350 are affected
by climate, wealth and government; that pleasure may
attract or pain afffict them; tha, in short, the only adequate
history of women would be a history of humanity and its
adventure upon a changing plobe.

Why that effort of will is necessary, why the whole sub-
ject should appear so enormously controversial, why the
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INTRCDUCTORY

phrases “sex war’’ and “sex antagonism” should occur so
frequently in its discussion; why we are constantly vexed
by appeals for Women’s Rights, Women’s Wrongs, and
Fights for Women's Equality, as though life for 2 woman
were one prolonged campaign, why the gendeman on the
Brighton "bus should have been so indignant, together con-
stitute a social problem which it is impossible to ignore.

At this time we are living through one of its recurrent
crises. During the past hundred years, the position of
women radically altered. A new attitude recognised their
common humanity as of greater importance than their
sexual differenice. Doots that were shut, opened. Occupa-
tions once forbidden were permitted. Interests formerly
exclusive were shared. Most important of all was the new
self-respect and assurance of equality achieved by women
themselves.

In a few countries of Western Europe, in America and
in Russia, a generation of women grew up with little
knowledge of the old impassable division between “man’s
place” and “woman’s place.”” The notion of *'sex antagon-
ism” seemed ridiculous to boys and girls who, in Sweden,
Holland, Germany or England, attended the same, or
parallel, schools, took the same examinations, entered upon
the same technical training, walked together, played
together, read, argued, studied, lazed and laughed together,
even dressed in fashions not dissimilar for the sports that"
were their common amusement. The attitude of the nine-
teenth and pre-war-twentieth-century “feminist” seemed
incomprehensible to them—something unnecessary, ex-
aggerated and more than a little ugly.

But that again is changing—~indeed, has already
changed. Last year I received a letter from a woman,
personally unknown to me, describing a situation which I
think is not unusyal:

“Within my family of one son and two daughters,”
she wrote, “there has never been any suggestion that the
B
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girls were debarred from any form of activity for which

their quality and courage firted them.

“K the question of ‘sex qualification’ arose, we dis-
missed it rather casually as being unimportant. With the
result that my daughters, now 26 and 24, have not shown
any strong pro- or anti-feminist bias. They had no need
for strong opinions, as they did whatever they wanted
to or could do, the complete acceptance of women as
human beings being taken as a matter of course. Sud-
denly now the younger and unmarred one (who is
now throwing herself into organising work of a semi-
public nature) begins to react to something ‘in the air’
which points to a felt need to defend her status.

“I consider her fairly representative of the more serious
and capable young modern girl, although for her period
she has had greater freedom than some. In her case this
new tendency can be traced to a threat of reaction on the
part of men—not of her own, but the younger war
generation. She finds men whose outlook she respects
beginning to ralk of what women should and should not
do, and inclined to stress their value as women in a more
restricted sphere than men. [That this secems vnusual
to her, interests me and reminds me of how much has
been gained.] The effect on her is expressed by a reluc-
tant admission that though she has never thought of
herself as a militant feminist, and would ‘hate to be,’ she
feels a militant and protesting spirit rising within her:
and this seems to me a deplorable setback. As this
feeling has sprung up in an environmenc decidedly more
Lefc chan Right . . . Ican only account for it by is
being due to something that is ‘in the air.” "

That letter, expressing the doubts and misgivings of a
woman of the generation which saw the struggle for the
enfranchisement of women and its victory, 2 woman who
brought up her children on the assumption that the vicrory
was secure, and who now sees the position again challenged,
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seems to me typical. The same uneasiness is being con-
sanly if Jess ct:gﬁercntly expressed in hundreds of normal
and not specially “Politically minded” houscholds to-day.
We hear it in gitls' schools, in shops and offices. A sense
of bitterness infects many public utrerances, speeches and
articles, made on the subject of women’s position in the
state. The economic slomp has reopened the question of
women's right to carn. The political docrrine of the cor-
porative state in Italy and Germany has inspired new pro-
nouncements upon the function of the woman citizen.
Psychological fashions arouse old controversies about the
capacity of the female individual. The problems which
ferninists of the nineteenth century thought to solve along
the lines of radonalism, individualism and democracy,
present new difficulties in an age of mysticism, community
and authority. So that in 1934 the recurrent riddles are
repeated ; is it an error to demand for men and women
equality of opportunity in every field of human action:
Was the feminist movement a mistake? Are women
human beings, and if so, is the bond of common humanity
stronger than the division of sexual difference: Have we
to readjust our ideas all over again: And whither, in 1934,
are women going :



CHAPTER 1

HARDLY HUMAN

ERE, at least, are the recurrent doubts, the questions,
chc controversics. Have they always existed: If so,
what statted them? Are they part of that natural exclusive-
ness which from time to dme leads groups of individuals—
a class, a nation, a race—to deny full humanicy to all those
who do not comply with an arbitrary set of qualifications—
which makes the white settler in Kenya incredulous of the
humanity of Kikuyu, or the Aryan German disinclined to
accept the humanity of a Jew: Or does sex~conflict derive
from something more fundamental: What is its history:

To answer such questions adequately, we should be
forced to re-tell the whole tale of human life upon this
planet; but while avoiding chat, it is possible to trace back
to their historical origin certain traditions and convicdons
which have dominated the position of women ; to discover
why, during the past hundred years, these theories lost their
power, and why at the present time they have been at least
partially revived.

In doing that at once we find ourselves confronted by
the enigma of the Primitive Community.

Weakness and Mystery

Primitive Communities have provided one of the
happiest hunting-grounds for the human imagination.
Knowing so little for certain, we can make the few accepted
facts fit almost any theory. Our earliest forefathers kept
no records; we can only guess their story by the rather
hazardous procedure of observing the behaviour of the
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most primitive peoples sdll surviving or of reconstructing
some human background from the archzological remains,
bones, arrows, or axes, presumably remaining from those
periods.

Reconstructing the conduct of a society from skeletons
and broken pottery is rather like guessing the probable
setting and plot of a village play from properties dropped
and noises made behind the scenes before the curtain rises
—an attractive pastime, whose results are not, however,
to be taken too seriously. It is not surprising, therefore,
that we have almost as many different interpretations of
the story as there are books written about it.

But when one, all or none of the theories have been
adopted, there remain two or three facts about women’s
positiont in that early world which seem probable enough
and are widely enough accepted, to be of some use to us.

We do not know whether, as a general rule, male and
female hunted together, played together, together guarded
the cave, picked berries and drove away intruders. Prob-
ably, as to-day, local custom differed. But it is obvious that
while women were pregnant or nursing their children
they would become physically handicapped in a society
where agility, muscular strength and endurance were at
a premium. Yet just at the time when they were least able
to hunt or fight, they would be making that special con-
tribution to the group without which it could not continue
—the gift of new life. It would therefore be necessary to
protect the creatures—necessary, yet tiresorme. It seems as
probable as any of these conjectures can be, that with the
necessity for protection first arose the element of contempt
in men for women—of that patronage which is bred from
solicitude. _

But with patronage for the protected and contempt for
the weak went awe of the inexplicable. It seems clear that
from very early imes women were regarded as a peculiarly
potent source of magic. Mysterious things happened to
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them—physical—pericdicity, so much more evident in
females than in males, pregnancy, child-birth and lactation.
How did they happen: Why? Nobody knew—certainly
not women themselves. All mysteries alarm minds
groping between the physical and the supernatural; and
if throughout history masculine superstition has regarded
a woman as 2 mixture of goddess, witch and devil, this is
doubtless a legacy from the age when her predecessors
accepted this estimate of themselves.

The element of magic has had another effect on women.
One of the oldest beliefs of which we know is that the
man who touches the person or possessions of another, or
even in some cases, crosses his shadow, may be infected
by that other’s quality. The doctrine of sacramental eating
of the dead, which figures crudely in certain forms of can-
nibalism and with infinitely greater refinement in the
Christian Mass, 1s a further development of the same idea;
but we can see how the theory could act when applied to
touching a menstruating, a pregnant or a nursing woman.
The man who touched her or her possessions would believe
himself to be infected by her weakness. Her curious con-
didon might invade him. The woman must keep away;
she was dangerous, unclean. So, it seems probable, arose
one of the superstitions which has, throughout its entire
history, done most harm to women. It survived in the cult
of uncleanliness, which runs through pagan custom and
Hebraic law, and which affected the atritude of the early
Christian Fathers and still influences many men in their
thoughts abour women. It surrounded with an atmosphere
of mystery and morbidity the common physiologicat
operations of the female body. It handicapped research,
impeded the growth of medical knowledge, and for cen-
turies hedged about the whole subject of childbirth, its
antecedents and results, with a high barrier of folly,
ignorance, and blinding prejudice. The suffering of child-
wives behind the Indian purdah, the maternal mortality
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rate to~dav in Europe, the grotesque mixture of sentimeént,
outrage and disapproval still impeding the application of
justice to women's economic activities, are all indirect

consequences of that pagan fantasy.

Enter the Ladies

When first we learn human history from direct record,
we are confronted by the River States of Babylon, Assyria
and Egypt, and by forms of dvilisation in which women
appear to have played a specialised but often quite dignified
and influential part. The Babylonian Legal Code preserved
to us in the Laws of Hammurabi, 2,350 B.C., suggests that
the relation between men and women, especially in the
laws of marriage, was not so different from what it is
to-day in Furope. Marrage was monogamous—except
when a childless wife might offer to her husband a female
servant who could bear him children. Husbands were
bound to support sick wives. It is evident that able-bodied
women were capable of economic independence. Widows
could take their husbands’ place and property; women
could be scribes, elders, judges and witnesses; but, as
to-day, husbands were responsible for their wives’ debts,
and—unlike to-day—adulterous wives were drowned
unless their husbands agreed to forgive them and the king
pardoned their delinquent lovers. The temple system too,
found room for priestesses, with considerable influence and
property. If, ac the bottom of the ladder, were captive
slaves, at the top were independent and active women.

We know too that the religion of these riverside settle-
ments and cities included a worship of fertility. There were
Mother Goddesses: Ishtar in Babylon, Astarte in Pheenidia,
Isis in Egypt. Reverence for these must have induced
respect for motherhood, and a more adequate recognition
of women’s biological contribution than the vague terrors
of revulsion from uncleanliness felt in more primitive
societes.
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In Egypt, where life was even more secure and culture
more elaborate, among the farms by the Nile and in the
cities, women achieved even greater legal advantages and
social freedom. We know that they governed; on several
. occasions the empire was ruled by queens such as Nitocris,
who lived about 2,475 B.C., and Sebek Neferu Ra. The
fine intellectual beauty of the idealised portrait of Princess
Nefert who lived six thousand years ago, reveals a subtly
civilised quality of pride and self-assurance. Hatasu, royal
heiress and sister-wife of Thatmose III, shared the
sovercignty with him for fifteen years or more, and proved
so much the senior partner that when she died her husband-
brother-consort, teacting violently against her domination,
defaced all monuments to his departed wife. On the other
hand, the heretic king Akhnaton is believed to have been
devoted to his wife, and was frequently sculptured with
her scated beside him in his charior, and once, with
charming informality, on his knee.

But beyond the royal ranks, women could hold property.
Marriage contracts survive, giving wives complete control
of the joint estate. Concubines and wives of rich men,
merchants, farmets, cldets and scribes seem to have shared
each other’s interests and responsibilities—male and female,
hushands and wives alike. As in Babylon, priestesses
secured peculiar privileges, evolving a discipline adapted to
their own vocation rather than to standards imposed on
them by masculine values. Again as in Babylon, slaves,
male and female, were at the mercy of their proprietors,
although certain rules have been discovered purporting to
regulate their position.

But during the later years of the Egyptian civilisation a
new social phenomenon appeared. As life became more
secure, the women of the wealthier families were required
neither to labour nor to fight. Childbirth and suckling
were not for them perpetual occupations. Their husbands
or lovers appear to have regarded them, not as sources of

12
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labour, but as opportunities for display. The first evidence
of using leisnred ladies as a means of conspicuons consum

tion appears among that subtle slave-owning culture of the
Nile, and a rough logic of historical development, to be
repcated in varied forms at different periods, asserrs itself.

When a pioneer community is still insecure, constantly
forced into conflict by war-like neighbours, it is neces-
sarily dominated by military values. Woman’s function
then is to give birth to fighting sons and provide comfort
and recreation for the tired warrior. She may be brave,
agile and tireless—admirable qualities in guerrilla warfare;
bue she is handicapped by muscular inferiority, and by her
far more disabling Liability to become, at however incon-
venient a crisis, pregnant. Her helplessness at childbirth,
her preoccupation with the child she suckles, are crippling
handicaps during a campaign, and her biological charac-
teristics tend to make her more interested in the preserva-
tion than in the destruction of life—(though women have
been merciless enough, goading on wartiors from the
housetops, mutilating the wounded, robbing the dead).
Still, in military societies it is inevitable that they should
occupy a subordinate position, taking their orders from the
planners of aggression and defence, though within their
limited domestic sphere they may exerdse fairly strong and
Liberal powers.

When the community becomes more stable, it may relax
is discipline but does not necessarily replace its values.
The cities of Babylon, Agade and Thebes had sccurity
encugh in which to develop a luxurious and sophisticated
utban life ; cerrain women who lived there achieved con-
siderable power and almost complete freedom of action;
they acquired the graces, prestige and indirect influence
that ladies have exercised in all civilised communities;
bur this freedom accompanied loss of essential occupation.
To play the part of an additional omament to success is not
adequate life-work for an adult human being. The legends

13
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of Egyptian decadence foretell with exotic exaggeration
the tragi-comedy of Shaw’s Heartbreak House.

The Greeks had a Word for Them

When we come to the Mediterranean civilisations, the
cycle repeats itself.

Knossos is a riddle—the puzzling chard of a completed
thing, of which we know neither the beginning nor the
end. From its fragments we may deduce that while our own
ancestors, drcssef in skins, painted with woad, scrambled
grubbing for roots in their barbarian forests, the small
sunlit isle of Crete was piled with blocks of city flats, with
bathrooms, hot-water pipes and other modern con-
veniences ; that merchants brought to them wares from all
the Mediterranean coastline; that women wore corsets,
designed elaborate flounced dresses, drank from cops of
delicate workmanship, and corresponded in an intricate
system of hand-writing; but what they told each other,
what freedom of action and dignity of status they enjoyed,
what part they played in the life of the community, remain

own.

The story of Greek experience is more discernible.
Again it follows in its main lines the broad curve of the
River civilisacons; but the details are not simple, and the
higher development of male intelligence made the results
of cleavage more unfortunate.

There was a time, if we can judge from Homer, when
women’s lives were free and dignified. Society centred
round the large households of prominent men, as in
medieval Icelandic or ancient Hindu custom, and some-
times these houscholds were controlled by women.
Penclope in the Odyssey took charge of affairs during her
husband’s absence, Nausicaa had to ask her father's leave
for the wagon in which she rode to wash her clothes and
bathe ; but it is easy to see that their relationship was one
of mutual affection and respect; the girl's frank and

14
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courteous attitude to Odysseus is significant; and it was
her mother Arete to whom she directed the stranger’s
supplication, if he desired hospitality in Phaeacia. Like the
Hindu women of the Rig-Veda, these girls and mothers
of Homeric times, living in an armed pioneer communiry,
frequently exercised authority for fathers and husbands
absent at the wars, The same was true of the Lesbians of
the sevench century B.C. When their men sailed away,
adventuring, trading and fighting, the women at home
exercised an authority which they never afterwards
entirely abandoned. The great ladies in medieval castles
enjoyed similar responsibility while their husbands were
engaged upon crusades or territorial feuds.

It was in the comparative security of the city, Athens,
that the shadow of ladyhood again fell across the position
of women. As in Egypt—to a smaller extent, and in
Lydia to a far greater one—passion and possession dictated
emotional motive; tradition, developed during a military
ﬁeriod, dictated social values; the liberality of the Homeric

ousehold degenerated into something more closely
rescmbling the purdah or harem ideal. “A free woman
should be bounded by the street door,” declared Menander.
“My duty,” said the wife in Xenophon's Economics, “is
simply to be modest.” One is reminded of the sensibility
of the eighteenth~century miss. The awakening of intel-
lectual life which glorified Greek civilisation passed over
the heads of ladies sitting at home among their servants,
their embroideries, their pat-ball and girl-children. Boys
were taken from them as soon as possible; they were
neither adequate guardians for their sons nor desirable
companions for their husbands. Their functons to serve,
to amuse, to adomn became so specialised that they could
no lonicr adequately serve, nor entertain, nor decorate,
Their husbands sought more congenial companionship
among the educated Hetair®, women of culture and
independence who belonged at least to a demi-monde,
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whereas the unfortunate wives belonged to no world at all,
bue only to their husbands™ hearth and bed.—(Not even
to their board, for, leading such sequestered lives, they
became too dult even to take part in the discussions
following banquets which, however much idealised by
Xenophon and Plato, still must have conttibuted largely
to the intellectual activity of the age.)

Their final state is summed up in the bitter cry of
Euripides’ Medea. “‘Of all things that have life and sense
we women are most wretched, for we are compelled to
buy with gold a husband who is also, worst of all! the
master of our person. And on his character, good or bad,
our whole fate depends. For a man when he is vexed at
home can go out and find relief among his friends or
acquainrances; but we women have none to look to but
to him. They tell us we live a sheltered life at home while
they go to the wars; but that is nonsense. For I would
rather go to battle twice than bear 2 child once.”

That may be special pleading. Medea was not Every-
woman and Jason certainly no candidate for the Dunmow
Flicch; but the protest was no less sincere and urgent. Take
from a woman the necessity and even the possibility of a
full day’s work; take from her all opportunity for intel-
lectual developmen, for exercising her responsibility as a
citizen, for meeting her contemporaries, for serving a
cause, pursuing an art, or even sharing the activities of%-ncr
husband, and what can she do: She held no property;
she practised few domestic crafts; she could not even
exercise her ingenuity as a hostess. Pericles, in his pechaps
over-celebrated Funeral Oration, observed that women
“should not belie their womanly nature, the great glory
of which is that they should be as little as possible spoken
of amongst men, whether for good or ill.” Women only
existed, as it were, on suffrance, their chief duty, to be seen
as little as possible and not heard at all—hardly even, in
fact, noticed by the men who were their masters.
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In Sparta conditions were different and more tolerable.
At che time of the city state’s most vital growth, when it
imposed upon itself a discipline comparable to the sternest
dreams of German Nazi, Italian Fascist or Russian Com-
munist to-day, woman’s place was estimated according co
military values. But even though regarded mainly as good
breeding-stock for warriors, women were encouraged to
train their bodies in athletics; naked girls drilled with boys
in the gymnasia; outside marriage free love was widely
tolerated, and women as well as youths were considered to
be proper objects of romantic passion. Men were expected
to marry and produce large families, the children of which
were taken before a committee of hygiene. Spartan
mothers, whatever restrictions might be laid upon their
activities, had at least a vieal function in the state. They
were not shut away, like the Athenian ladies, with mirrors,
cosmetics and chit-chat, to devise a technique for passing
time without spending it.

Thete were protestants in Greece against this lethargy of
life for ladies. It is true thac the political theory of the
day found nothing wrong with a system which deprived
the state of the active co-operation of half its citizens, a
deprivation observed by the French political theorists of the
ei{ghtecnth century with considerable effect upon the future
of women. Athenians, accepting as natural a state of
economic slavery for one class, found nothing unnatural
in the lack of sodal and psychological freedom for one sex.
It was not the statesmen so much as the artists and philo-
sophers who revolted. Plato in his Republic gave equal
civil rights to men and women. Socrates was able to
impress even the bluff and anti-feminist soldier Xenophon
so much that in his version of The Banguet he records the
philosopher’s remark that the agility of the little dancin
girl almost persuades him that women might be the cqua]%
of men save in muscular strength and stability of judgment
—({a remark which to-day sounds tepid enough, but
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which to Xenophon must have been revolutionary). It
was Euripides who made the outcry of women articulate
in the Medea, and who in Alcestis made a husband’s accep-
tance of his wife’s sacrifice seem rather comic and ignoble.
Aristophanes mocked male superiority. Praxiteles, design-
ing his superb and queenly Venus, and the creator of the

roud, serene asexual Athena Parthenos who stands, with
ﬁcimct and shield, her entire aspect conveying neither
masculinity nor feminality, but a human incarnation of
divine intelligence—such men must have dreamed of 2
world in which women fulfilled a prouder purpose than
respectable and compulsory parasiism. We cannot tell
how far the women, sﬁaring their aspiration but less skilled
in those arts which make the protest survive the protestant,
cried out against their lot and tried to devise a more honour-
able social pattern for their ives. We only know that if
such an attempt were made, it failed. For throughout all
ages the rebels are in a minority. In ancient Greece, too
many circumstances were against them.

It is significant that the history of Macedonia provides us
with only one full-length portrait of 2 woman—Olympias,
the mother of Alexander the Great, a princess of Epirus.
And she is one of the remendous evil figures of legend—
ambitious, spiteful, jealous, superstitious, probably respon-
sible for her husband’s murder, certainly responsible for a
large part of those extravagances which turned her son’s
genius to disaster. She was at once a portent and a ven-
geance, a sign of the lengths to which prohibition from
legitimate action can drive an energetic woman, a retribu-
tion to society for the degradadon of her sex.

Mothers in Israel

Meanwhile during Egyptian exile and pioneering periods
in Asia Minor the elaborate mechanism of Hebrew society
was taking shape. Before their exile, a father from the
Ten Tribes could sell his daughter as a slave or concubine;
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he had the power of life or death over his children. In that
nomadic life then, as to-day, women were physically ac a
disadvantage. Pregnancy, nursing, and muscular inferiority
placed them under the power of men, and, in spite of
notable exceptions, of women who became judges, women
for whom their suitors were willing to serve seven years,
women who, by adroit practice of the arts of assassina-
tion, gained signal patriotic honours—in spite of these, the
mothers in Isracl were heavily disciplined. Their heads
might not be uncovered before strange men; with minors
and slaves they could not form the quorum of ten required
for congregational worship ; above oxen but below houses,
they might not be coveted as possessions, according to the
commandments of Mosaic law. The pagan doctrines of
uncleanliness and purification passed into the social con-
cepts of Hebraic custom. All through Leviticus we find
them undetlying the whole regulation of sex, marriage
and maternity.

The liberating tendency of Christ’s teaching broke
through these, as it broke through other codes of law.
His contemporaries were obviously puzzled by a man who
made friends with women as though they were His intel-
lectual equals, discussing with them His philosophy,
accepting their intimacy, refusing to condemn breaches of
sexual morality as though they were the most serious of all
sins. Whatever attitude the Christian Church was later
to adopt towards women, there is no question that its
Founder recognised them as human beings, and treated
their spiritual individualicy as of greater importance than
their sex.

The tesults of His influence would almost certainly have
been more immediate and more radical had it not been
exercised upon a people as profoundly convinced of
woman’s subhumanity as the Hebrews, and had the
organisation based upon His teaching not matured within
the borders of the Roman Empire.
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Roman Matrons

We know little enough of the early Tralian civilisation of
EBtruria. Etruscan remains, vases, tombs and urns have
preserved for us fragmentary pictures of a vanished culture
so gay, so fresh, so jocunc{) with vivid happiness that
twentieth-century artists like the late D. H. Lawrence have
woven round them a charming fairy tale. Etruria to them
glows like an ecarthly paradise, where golden-haired
courtesans disported endlessly with merry gentlemen at
delightful meals; where girls and boys danced for simple
erotic pleasure among the cypress trees and olives, where
life was rich with direct intuitive experience. It is all pos-
sible, but until our knowledge increases we cannot tell
whether the urn~painters gave a more complete representa-
tion of Etruscan reality than might be found by a stranger
who knew no more of modem English life than he found
on posters advertising travel on the underground railways.
There too are smiling blondes inviting young gentlemen
to idealised meals, processions, pageants, parks and care-
fully selected archirectural beauries. Etruscan women may
have been no happier than the girls of Coney Island or
Hampstead Heath.

The Romans themselves, with their genius for order and
codification, teduced the patriarchal tendencies of Mediter-
ranean and Semidc civilisations to the rigid law of Patria
Potestas. Fathers, as in the early Hebrew days, had rights of
life and death over their children, women were in per-
petual legal tutelage, their husbands after marriage assuming
the power held previously by their fathers. They had no
rights of citizenship, could exetcise no civil office, make no
contract, bear no legal witness, nor choose their own
domicile. Their husbands were their proprietors—hence
the enormous emphasis laid upon physical chastity under-
lying the story of Vergilia, slain by her father to prevent a
fate reckoned worse than death, or the legend of Lucrece,
who stabbed herself as the only adequate response to rape.
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This dominance by husbands and by fathers, this legal

submission, this immense emphasis laid upon sexual integ-
rity, were not imposcd upon cowed and unwilling women.
There is ample evidence char they, for the most part,
accepted freely the standards of their time. Some were rich,
and it 'was not only against adornment by uxorious hus-
bands with a rtaste for conspicuous consumption that in
215 B.C. the Lex Oppia forbade to women the wearing of
more than half an ounce of gold, or ostentatious furnishing
of carriages.

It was, indeed, this sumptuary law which aroused the
Roman matrons to their most energetic political action.
They had no constitutional rights of protest, but Livy
describes their canvassing of votes, and their system of
picketing the houses of leading supporters of the Bill,
Cato the Consul, a Puritan mysogynist, anticipated the
remarks of his nineteenth—century successors when he
observed : “If women had only a proper sense of shame they
would know it was not becoming in them to take any
interest in the passing or annulling of laws. But now we
allow them to take part in politics. If they succeed, who
knows where it will end » As soon as they begin to be equal
with us, they will have the advantage over us.” The words
appear oddly familiar.

It is not quite irrelevant to remember that this same
Marcus Porcius Cato secured the expulsion of Manlius
from the Senate for the crime of kissing his wife in daytime
in the presence of her daughter. The Consul appears to
have shared with Strindberg and other celebrated myso-
gynists an exaggerated suspicion of the domestic affections.

But in spite of the laws, in spite of Cato the Consul, the
Roman cvilisaton produced remarkable women—Cor-
neliz, the mother of the Graccii, Volumnia mother of
Coriolanus, Calpurnia, the younger Pliny’s leamed and
loving wife. A society founded upon military strength
and political power, for which they had no training, pre-
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vented the full development of their personalities; but they
were not, Lke their Athenian predecessors, devoid of
initiative; within strict Limirations they exercised social,
domestic, and even colrural infivence. And when, with
the decline of the empire, came a sense of increasing
insecurity and lack of belief in life, their refusal to have
children was possibly one of the several reasons contributing
to the weakening of Rome before the barbatian invasions.

It was this sophisticated yet patriarchal socety which
the new doctrine of Christianity invaded. It came preach-
ing that God was no respector of persons—neither male
nor female, bond or frec ; that individual souls were equally
important in his eyes; that God was a spirit, and that the
flesh, and all its impedimenta of sex distinction and mus-
cular superiority or inferiority, were of secondary impor-
tance. lt told of a Founder, who had formed intimate
friendships with women ; it was supported by an organisa~
tion in which women themselves—ILydia, Damaris and
Priscilla—had played a prominent part.

All this was to the good, and it seems clear that during
the first Roman Christian period, before the offictal con-
version of Constantine, women were among the most
enthusiastic converts. Here was a way of escape for them
from the limitations imposed by their own physical struc-
ture and the advantages which men had taken of it. Here
was 2 rational foundation for that self-respect which many
had felt instinctively, and for which hitherto only the
Stoic doctrine had supplied any adequate intellectual justifi-
cadon. Here was a philosophy encouraging those instincts
for the preservation of life, for love, for constructive
security, which found little expression in the social code of a
military empite. So women partook of the common
meals, served as deaconesses, “spoke with tongues” in
congregational worship, and later on, faced martyrdom
with equanimity. To them, as to slaves and outcasts,
Christiznity was a faith worth dying for.
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But that simplicity of spiritual enfranchisement could not
endure. Tt became entangled in the elaborations of ecclesias-
tical philosophy. Three converging influences destroyed
its ariginal liberality. To the Roman cede of Patria Poestas
was added the Mosaic doctrine of women’s uncleanliness
and subordination. These intellectual conceptions and
social cradirions were lent emotional intensity by the pas-
sionate preoccupation with the body, its raptute and its
vileness, which came from the desert countries and
reacted with irrational violence upon the posidon of
women. It found its most striking Christian expression in
Tertullian’s bitter cry: “The sentence of God is on this
sex of yours in this generation. Younare the devil's gateway.
You destroy God’s image in man.”

The Wind from the East

There is a harsh grandeur about the desert and its
implacable indifference to human invasion which seems to
have mfluenced the social customs of the men who dwell
there. In the slight traces chat remain to us of pre-Islamic
Arabian paganism, we find the same alternation between
passionate sensualism and drastic asceticism, the same con-
tempt for women as the essential agents of man’s pleasure,
necessary to him, yet often his undoing, that we find
among their medieval successors.

Concubinage, enforced marriage for dynastic purposes,
and enslavement by capture, Mahomet found in the society
of his youth; and there is evidence that he found also
asceticism vowed to tota) abstinence and celibacy. It is
recorded of him that he forbade infanticide—a common
expedient among desert peoples confronted habitually by
the threat of famine, and confined usually, though not
always, to female children. He permitted for the first time
women to inherit property, at the rate of fifty per cent. of
a man’s inheritance. It is not known how far he condoned
with the practice of seclusion in the harem. He himself
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was forced by personal affecdon to show indulgence
towards the adultery of his favourite wife Ayesha, whom
scandal could not alicnate from his affection, and his
private conduct may have alleviated for a few individuals
the severity of contemporary judgment.

These were faint relaxations ofg 2 grim social code ; but
the wind from the east blew linle good to women. From
farther Asia, the Aryan Hindus had passed through a
period of comparative freedom and equality not unlike
that of the Homeric Greeks; but when with increased
homogeneity and political assurance, social customs grew
more stable, the purdah and the veil, originaily designed as
a protection, became a prison. Widow-burning, not men-
tioned, unless the text is unjnstifiably twisted, in the Vedas,
and probably adopted from the primitve Dravidians
whom the Aryans supplanted, became the common prac-
tice in medieval India. It was not peculiar to that country;
there are traces of it in Icelandic, Slavonic and German
legends; Evadne, wife of one of the “Seven Against
Thebes” burned with her husband; four wives were
slaughtered and embalmed with Amen-hetep II of Egypt,
and the custom can be traced among Fijians, Maoris,
Tongans and Africans; but in India it became identified
with the Hindu religion and survived untl within living
memory. Even to-day the doctrines which, carried to their
logical conelusion, led widows to the funeral pyre, sall
lay the responsibility for the husband’s salvation upon his
wife, sdll condemn widows to expiate in prayer, fasting
and self-sacrifice their husband’s death, still enforce the
Alcestic ideal upon Hindu girls.

However much the West might consider itself detached
from the East, the harem, the purdah, the veil and the
sati, with all their psychological implications, have
exercised a constantly recurring influence upon the position
of women throughout the world.
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The Church and the Barbarians

Polemists attacking Christianity have tried to prove that
its influence after the first cenrury A.D. was wholly baleful
to women, quoting the Pauline doctrine of female sub-
servience, quoting the explosions of anger by the Early
Fathers against women as temptresses of men’s frail flesh,
quoting the exclusion of women from the Cartholic priest-
hood, the exaggerated importance of celibacy, the social
conditions which survived the decline of the Roman
Empire and the Dark Ages in Europe.

It is perfectly true that as canon law developed, it
stiffened by legal sanction a relationship in which women
were in every way placed at the mercy of husbands, fathers
and other male relatives; but this subordination was more
Roman than Christian. The Catholic Church inherited
more than an earthly habitadon from the dty of St. Peter.
The canon law conclusions concerning women were based
upon the foundation of the Patria Potestas. Saul of Tarsus
inherited two traditions—the Fastern suspicion of women
as the delight and seduction of masculine frailty, and the
Roman legal axiom of paternal authority. It was unfor-
tunate that the liberality of the Christian vision was not
powetful enough to destroy these deeply-rooted in-
fluences,

Yet canon law did modify the severicy of Roman prac~
tice as it modified the feroaity of Orental prejudice. By
teaching that women had immortalSouls, it ser a limit upon
the morality of coercion. 'Wives must submit themselves
to their husbands—even if this meant death by excessive
and dangerous child-bearing, if it meant the sacrifice of
friends, relatives, children, property; fathers were the sole
guardians of cheir legitimate children and might control
completely all their actions; but at least there was a limit
to what husbands and fathers might righteously command.
The Church tried to check paternal despodsm not by
decreasing its legal powers but by preaching mercy to
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fathers. It tried to protect the rights of wives by raising
the marriageable age of girls to twelve and by discouraging
physical cruelry. By idealising che Virgin Mary it softened
the brutality of 2 code ready enough to regard women
wholly as instruments for pleasure or breeding.

At the same time it is true thar the Puritan doctrines of
extreme asceticism did harm to women by emphasising their
sexual function beyond ail other human qualities and by
associating it, and therefore them, with sin. The resulting
fear and prejudice set a great gulf berween men and women
which could not easily %c bndged and which still too often
poisons their relationship.

Yer the fruits of asceticism were not wholly harmful. If
Puritanism endangered natural love and mutual respect, the
tonastic system which also gained emotional validi
from the ideal of self-sacrifice for the glory of God, brought
certain definite advantages in its train.

The idea of celibate men and women living in dedicated
communities is older and wider than Christianity. Egypt
and Babylon had their temple priestesses, Rome her vestal
virgins ; Buddhism was to be served by bands of vagranc
almswomen ; Islam by its Sufi mystics. In periods when
women were apt to be regarded as instroments of pleasure,
labour—chartels, and breeding-stock, without dignity,
humanity, or integrity of personality, it was of immensc
significance that contemporary thought could recognise
and respect their individual religious vocaton. If it was
not without importance that Mary of Nazareth should be
worshipped as the Mother of God, neither was it unimpor~
tant that women such as Catherine of Siena or Theresa
of Spain o, indeed, the Islamic mystic, Rabia of Basra,
should be recognised as spiritual leaders and divinely
inspired saints. In monotheistic religions, unlike poly-
theistic paganism, God was described as masculine and His
chosen prophets or incarnatons were men; but women
could rise 10 a high comprehension of diviniry and by their
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spiritual prestige regain some of the dignity of which
tradition had deprived their sex.

Nor was this the sole advantage of the monastic law.
It has been most commonly praised for the shelter it pro-
vided to women during the violence and insecurity of the
Dark Ages. But masculine historians have frequentdly
tended to over-cstimate the desirabiliry of protection for
women. Far more importani, convents and nunneries
provided scope for the exercise of certain faculties which
might otherwise have atrophied. Leaming and the arts
could be practised in the more liberal orders. The high
craft of administration was requisite everywhere. Abbess
Hilda of Whitby ruled a community of men as well as of
women, and made her northern Abbey a centre of religious
and cultural Yife. Hrotsvita of Gaudersheim in Saxony not
only collected a famous library bur was herself 2 dramatist
of authendc if limited power. It was to a convent that
Churistina de Pisan, author of the Feats and Arms of Chivalry
printed by Caxton, perhaps the first successful woman
Journalist, retired towards the end of her stormy life.

Education, the practice of organised social welfare, the
care of the poor, the treatment of the sick, the control of
estates and farms, responsibility for funds, the handling of
large, varied and often widely scattered communities—
all these activities demand virtues of intellect and character
impossible to associate with the acquiescent domestic
chattel approved by Roman Law. The convent provided
opportunities for their exercise—a decisive and important
step towards women’s emancipation—but a side-step.
Underlying the modemn controversy about the night of
married women to earn, and the entire problem of women's
education and employment, remains the feeling inherited
from conventual tradidon that women employed in
non-domestic occupations should be celibate. The convent
gave women their chance at a price which they are stll
paying—the separation of the idea of intellectual and
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administrative activity from the idea of normal biological
fulfilment.

Both classes of women suffered and still suffer from this
separation. From the Dark Ages onwards, the average
married woman has lived largely deprived of opportunities
for satisfying her natural instincts of intellectual curiosity
and impersonal enthusiasm, while the few women enjoying
these latter satisfactions have commonly been confronted
by a demand to abandon the prospect of motherhood—
alternatives which have proved wholesome neither to
domestic nor to non-domestic achievement.

But that is not the whole story. It may have been in
various ways unfortunate that the Church was the main
guardian of culture in the period following the collapse of
the Roman Empire ; but the fact remains that it did prove
a guardian. It kept alive in scattered centres throughout
the Dark Ages the lights of learning, impersonal enthusiasm
for truth and beauty, and values not wholly dominated by
materia] standards, which might otherwise have vanished
utterly from a distracted world. And because the complete
humanity of women can adequately be fulfilled only under
civilised conditions, this preservation was important.

The customs of the barbarian invaders themselves were
not unfavourable to women. The Scandinavian rovers
and the Germanic tribes both shared the dignity and free-
dom of the Homeric age. The parasitism of the Roman
lady was as foreign to them as L&: seclusion of the Indian
putdah. But the turmoil of the invasions and the social
insecurity resulting from thern, affected the very women
who might otherwise have been reassured by the spiritual
liberalism of Christianity or invigorated by the rude
libertics of barbarism.

An age of upheaval becomes dominated by military
values. The feudal system, evolved to meet the needs of 2
troubled tme, was founded upon war service and land
holding. Medieval war service, though not impossible o
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women, found them at a disadvantage because of their
lighter build and stnaller muscular power ; landholding was
made largely dependent npon war service. Daughters
might have dowries, and marriage became part of the
complex dynastic game for land acquisition ; but gitls were
in subjection to their fathers, if they wete free, and to
their lords if they were villeins. Landlords practised the
Jjus prime noctis upon the virgin daughters of their tenants
as part of their legal privilege; fathers, if policy dictated,
betrothed babies, and married them off while still helpless
children to men old enough to be their grandfathers.
Husbands got their wives with children as early and as
often as they chose and could, and between legal insecurity
and the natural handicap of frequent pregnancy, women
had little opportunity even for the rebellious thought which
inspires protest. It was right at the end of the Middle Ages
that Erasmus put into the mouth of a bride words as
applicable to the eighteenth—century squire’s wife as to

e pawns of medieval ambition : ““What a hell is marriage!
What a slave’s business! And for whom, ye gods. For a
gambler, a brute, a rake! *Twould be far better to sleep
with a pig.”

Cn tﬁc other hand, the sodal and economic life of fendal
Europe at least provided adequate occupation for all but
court retainers. The vacuous misery of idyhood did not
afflicc women to whom was committed the domestic
care of inconvenient castles, each more a combination of
barracks, hospital, hotel and boarding-school, than a family
residence. All forms of home industty were practised,
and if the nobleman’s wife did not herself spin, weave,
brew, bake, distill herb medicines, cure skins, dye clothes
and repair armout, she frequently had the task of super-
vising these necessities. The poorer women in the towns
shared their husbands’ craft or followed their own as
spinsters, lace-makers, helmet-makers and the like; they
belonged to guilds; they had their pride of workmanship;
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administrative activity from the idea of normal biological
fulfilment.

Both classes of women suffered and still suffer from this
separation. From the Dark Ages onwards, the average
married woman has lived largely deprived of opportunities
for satisfying her natural instincts of intellectual curiosity
and impersonal enthusiasm, while the few women enjoying
these latter sadsfactions have commonly been confionted
by a demand to abandon the prospect of motherhood—
alternatives which have proved wholesome neither to
domestic nor to non-domestic achievement.

But that is not the whole story. It may have been in
various ways unfortunate that the Church was the main
guardian of culture in the period following the collapse of
the Roman Empire; but L]Ee fact remains that it did prove
a guardian. It kept alive in scattered centres throughout
the Dark Ages the ights of learning, impersonal enthusiasm
for truth and beauty, and values not wholly dominated by
material standards, which might otherwise have vanished
utterly from a distracted world. And because the complete
humanity of women can adequately be fulfilled only under
civilised conditions, this preservation was important.

The customs of the barbarian invaders themselves were
not unfavourable to women. The Scandinavian rovers
and the Germanic tribes both shared the dignity and free-
dom of the Homeric age. The parasitism of the Roman
lady was as foreign to them as the seclusion of the Indian
purdah. But the turmoil of the invasions and the sodial
insecurity resulting from them, affected the very women
who might otherwise have been reassured by the spiritual
liberalism of Christianity or invigorated by the rude
liberties of barbarism.

An age of upheaval becomes dominated by military
values. The feudal system, evolved to meet the needs of a
troubled time, was founded upon war service and land
holding. Medieval war service, though not impossible to
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women, found them at a disadvantage because of their
lighter build and smaller muscular power ; landholding was
made larpely dependent upon war service. Daughters
might have dowries, and marriage became part of the
complex dynastic game for land acquisition ; but girls were
in subjection to their fathers, if they were free, and to
their lords if they were villeins. Landlords practsed the
jus prime noctis upon the virgin daughters of their tenants
as part of their legal privilege; fathers, if policy dictated,
betrothed babies, and married them off while stll helpless
children to men old encugh to be their grandfatgcrs.
Husbands got their wives with children as early and as
often as they chose and could, and between legal insccurity
and the natural handicap of frequent pregnancy, women
had little opportunity even for the rebellious thought which
inspires protest. It was right at the end of the Middle Ages
that Brasmus put into the mouth of a bride words as
applicable to the eighteenth~century squire’s wife as to

¢ pawns of medieval ambition : “Whar a hell is marriage!
What a slave’s business! And for whom, ve gods. For a
gambler, a brute, a rake! "Twould be far better to sleep
with a pig.”

On the other hand, the social and economic life of feudal
Europe at least provided adequate occupation for all but
court retainers. The vacuous misery of ladyhood did not
afflicc women to whom was commirted the domestic
cate of inconvenient castdes, each more a2 combination of
barracks, hospital, hotel and boarding-school, than a family
residence. All forms of home industry were practised,
and if the nobleman’s wife did not herself spin, weave,
brew, bake, distill herb medicines, cure skins, dye clothes
and repair armour, she frequently had the task of super-
vising these necessities. The poorer women in the towns
shared their husbands’ craft or followed their own as
spinsters, lace-makers, helmet-makers and the like; they
belonged to guilds; they had their pride of workmanship;
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in the country dairies, stock breeding, and almost all
forms of agricultural labour except—as a rule—ploughing
and threshing, were women's work as much as men’s. So
the bitterest wrong of wasted energy and stifled vigour
was not done to women. If life was hard, personal
reladonships crude and the law unfavourable, at least che
day’s work had to be done, and it was worth doing.

The Age of Chivalry

Into this singularly unsentimental wotld of necessity and
interest the first romantic movement introduced 2 new
conception of woman’s place. As Western Europe scttled
down after the incursions and destructions of the Dark
Ages, the rigidity of military vigilance relaxed. Society
grew gentler; security bred leisure; leisure gave oppor-
tunity for a recurrence of interest not only in the arts of
learning, but in modes and manners and personality.
The fashions for courtesy and chivalry, the idealisation of
romantic love, the renewed emphasis upon personal
affections, affected women’s position in ways both good
and bad.

It was good chat troubadours and pages and men-about-
court should idealise certain women; that beautics such as
Eleanor of Aquitaine should be saluted at tournaments,
and that manners should lose a little of their brutality. It
was bad that respect for women should be associated, not
with ability or achievement, but with pride of birth or
youth or physical beauty. When courtesy was identified
with chivalry, and chivalry with protection, the result
wis ot o open opportunities for women, but to close
them. Ultimately few European fashions have done more
harm to women than the romanticism which celebrated
their narures as divine and a glance from their eyes as
adequate reward for masculine endeavour.

There were women who tealised the fraud. That shrewd
widow, Christine de Pisan, in a story from her Le Livre des
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Trois Vertus, counsels one heroine of such adoration to set
aside idle thoughts and do 2 little useful work instead.
Joanna of Naples, one of the most spectacular “queens of
love,” had moments when she preferred the enduring
pleasures of learning to the rather ambiguous position of a
court beauty. There were women who tolerated chivalry
as a useful convenience, and exercised real power, adminis-
tering estates for husbands absent years together, fighring
or controlling scattered manors. There were women who
broke straight through conventions and insisted upon the
full exercise of their powers—such as the half-legendary
Belissia Gotzadina of Bologna, who became a doctor of
civil and common law when she was twenty-seven, and
one of the most popular lecturers in the universiry.

But these were the exceptions. For the most part women
accepted the place in society indicated by their disabilides
for war-service—the foundation upon which the entire
organisation rested. Further east, in Russia, in the Balkans,
and wherever the influence of the Mahometan invasions
had passed, things were far worse for them. The Orthodox
Greek church was less liberal in its attitude than the-
Catholic; Islam was deliberately hostile. “I have not left
any calamicy more hureful to man than women,” Mahomet
once declared, sharing Tertullian’s opindon. Doughty’s
observations in Arabia Deserta might equally have been true
of the contemporaries of St. Joan. “The woman’s lot is
here unequal concubinage and in this necessitous life a
weary servitude. The possession in her of parents has been
yielded at some price to a husband, by whom she may be
dismissed in what day he shall have no more pleasure in
her.” Christian marriage at least gave the wife security,
even if it were the secunity of the chattel.

“A hen is nor a bird nor a woman a human being,” runs
the old Russian proverb. The medieval Russian terem was
a kind of harem. The Domstroy, a domestic ordinance
drawn up in the sixteenth century, advised a husband ro
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beat his wife if she disobeyed him, “but not in the presence
of others, rather alone . . . and do not strike her in the
face or on the ear. . . . For he who allows himself to be
carried away to such actions in anger may have much
unpleasantness, if for instance she loses her hearing or goes
blind or breaks a bone in her hand or foot or elsewhere.”
The jus prima noctis, which disappeared in England with
the end of the feudal system, endured in France and Ger-
many on certain estates until the eighteenth century, in
Russia, until the 1917 revolution.

The Renaissance and the Puritan

The stage in European civilisadon which we call the
Renaissance had, like the fashion of chivalry, a double
effect upon women’s position. Individual women gained
new opportunities for intellectual and artistic development.
There were the danghters of Sir Thomas More in Chelsea,
Vittoria Colonna and Beatrice d’Este in Iraly, Marguerite
of Navatre at Paris, Lady Jane Grey and Elizabeth Tudor—
these women had not only trained intellects and well-
developed @sthetic taste—they had spint and pride and
authority. When Shakespeare drew his portraits of
Rosalind, Porda, Beatrice, and Desdemona, he dearly
lived in a world where, however harshly the law might
discriminate against women and custom curb their action,
they vet lived as free creatures with unrepressed vitality
self-confidence and wit. The natural resilience of the human
creature, aided by a more cvilised standard of life, had
overcome, as it had recurrendy throughout the past, the
disabilities of traditton.

Social life was changing. The manor-house had replaced
the castle; comfort supplanted grandeur. Villeinage in
England (noc «ll mucfl lacer across the Channel), was
abolished, though peasants grew poorer and became a
landless proletariat as the commons were enclosed. A
middle class was arising and substituting for gentility of
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birth a genility of wealth. Domesticity increased, habits

became mote humane, and manners more gentle, as houses
became more comfortable. Life for well-to-do women
grew easier; for the poor, it changed little throughout the
centuries undl the Industrial Revolution.

In Protestant countries the individualism of the reformed
religion provided a foundation upon which the later pro-
tests of feminist rebels were to be based ; if what mattered
most was neither community nor tradition but the
individual soul before ies Maker, then women as well as
men had souls to save and integtity of conviction to
preserve. So far so good.

But with Protestantism came puritanism, and its revival
of the ascetic tradition and che distrust of the body.
Because men could derive pleasure from women’s bodies,
and pleasure was sin, therefore women themselves were
instruments of evil. The old pagan instinct of revulsion
from uncleanliness stirred again in the Institutes of Calvin
and the sermons and pamphlets of John Knox. While
socia] prejudice and organisation confined women to those
activities most closely associated with their biological
functions—to the breeding and rearing of children, and
the charming and cherishing of husbands—Puritan philo-
sophy taught them to assocate those biological functons
with something sinister and undesirable.

So self-contradictory and unnatural a philosophy of life
could not for long dictate a social system; but it has for
centuries coloured the attitude towards sex and maternity,
not in Protestant countries alone. It actively affects the
position of women in the world to-day. We call it
Puritanism, but we forget that before it was Protestant it
was Catholic, before it was Christian it was Hebrew ; before
it was Hebrew it was pagan. It runs back into the ecarly
roots of human history, when women were creatures
enduring inexplicable physical experiences, whose bodies
exuded magic that might rob the mightiest hunter of virility.
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Protestantism did another disservice to women. By the
abolition of the monasteries it deprived them of the one
type of institution where they had learned the craft of
administration and plaved the political game. Secular
schools replaced the education of the convent; and during
the seventeenth century girls’ boarding-schools sprang
up all over Fngland. Bathsua Malkin's famous establish-
ment at Tottenham High Cross boasted a formidable
curriculum, to which was added this significant rider:
“Those that think one language enough for a woman may
forbear the languages and learn only experimental philo-
sophy.” But however experimental the philosophy, the
fact remained that unmarried women were now deprived
of the only institution which valued their personalities as
highly as tﬁat of the wives and mothers; “old maids” were
now bidden to lead their apes in hell. The conventual
system may have been a blind alley; but at least it offered
an allev—a place of withdrawal and privilege which had
its unquestionable uses.

Three Revolutions

The common sense and rationalism of eighteenth-
century Western Europe weakened the influence of
Puritanism, or rather, drove it downward through society
to re-emerge among the pietists of the Evangelical move-
ment, and to be bequeathed by them, strengthened and
elaborated, to the epoch that we call Victorian.

But during the cighteenth century three movements of
immense importance undoubtedly did radically affect
the position of women, not only in this country but in
Western Europe and later throughout the world. The
first was the evolution of the lcisured lady; the second the
Industrial Revolution; the third, the French Revolution.
Of the three, the evolution of the leisured lady has had
probably the most persistent, as well as the most pernicious,
consequences.
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There had of course been ladies before the eighteenth
century ; but when society was less flexible, before the rise
of capitalism provided a great solvent of social customs,
when manners were rough and domestic architecture
uncomfortable, the peculiar quality of ladyhood could
seldom exist and stll more seldom exercise any influence
outside its own sphere. Mrs. Pepys might sometimes dress
to look like Lady Castlemaine, but she rose at three o’clock
in the morning to do the household washing, and though,
being childless, she sometimes found time hang heavy on
her hands and even occasionally stayed in bed 1l eight in
the morning “for mirth,” she had small opportunity to
feel that wretchedness of fudlity against which Mary
Wollstonecraft, Florence Nightingale and a hundred others
were later to protest.

The eighteenth-century lady was the product of 2 com-
bination of circumstances. In both France and England,
at the end of the seventeenth century, society was stabilised,
and stability led to a refinement of manners, growth of
domestc comfort, extension of secular education and the
establishment of a more sociable urban life. In this country
the growth of the wool trade, imperial expansion, land
enclosures, and the victory, in the political contests of the
past hundred years, of the middle classes, had created a
new type of prosperous citizen who liked to display his
wife and daughters as symbols of his success, for another
tenet of Puntanism affecting English moralicy was the
association of prosperity with righteousness.

The new domestic architecture facilitated social gather-
ings impossible in the days of flaring torches and huge
ill-lighted halls. In France, the refinements of the Ram-
bouillet Salon, in England the urbanities of Berkeley
Square, won for society at large 2 new standard of civilised
intercourse, at the cost of displaying a most unfortunate
model for women to copy. It was not the learning of Lady
Mary Wortley Montagu nor the wit of Madame du
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Deffand which could be widely imitated, but the fact that
ladies did no work but “fancy” work, that they undertock
no responsibility beyond the organisation of a houschold
and the care of a family, and that these, if they were rich
enough, they delegated to paid employees; that they passed
their time in conversation, card-playing, dancing and the
pursuit of elepance ; that even their children were removed
as guickly as possible to the care of wet-nurses, governesses,
and mistresses of boarding-schools. The greater the leisure,
the more complete the lady. She was the first waste
product of the new economic system, the most elaborate
extravagance of conspicuons consumption.

During the reign of Queen Anne a little satire called
The Town Ladies” Catechism mocked this social ideal:

“How do you employ your time now:” asks the
questioner.

The lady replies: “f lie in bed till noon, dress all after-
noon, dine in the evening and play cards tll midnight.”

“How do you spend the Sabbath:”

“In chit-chat.”

“What do you talk of "

“New fashions and new plays.”

“Pray, Madame, what books do you read?”

“I read lewd plays and winning romances.”

“Who is it you ch 2

My self.”

“What, nobody else?”

“My page, my monkey and my lap-dog.”

Satire is not to be taken as sertous evidence. It is true
that there were pious ladies, philanthropic ladies, learned
ladies, maternal ladies, ladies with political interests, as
well as card-players and scandal-mongers; but individual
virtues do not redeem a pemicious system. During the
eighteenth century the idleness of female members of a
family became the sign of its gendlity. Few worse evils
have ever happened to women,
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The Industrial Revolution being itself a complex move-
ment had a complex effect upon women’s position. The
mechanisation of industry, the factory system, and the
growth of cities, by enriching the middle class facilitated
the diffusion of the leisured lady ideal. The increase of
population which followed, and the cult of the large family,
profoundly affected domestic life ; and the industrialisation
of the poorer classes brought into mines, factories and
workshops, women and girls of every size and age who
were not rich enough to escape them.

Women did not originally choose to enter industry;
they were driven in as an alternative to starvation for them-
selves and for their families. That is perhaps one of the
reasons why so many authorities to-day think that women
should not be allowed to leave industry and the professions
of their own accord; they should be driven out. The en-
closure system had first forced peasants out of agriculrure
into home industries—chain-making, weaving, spinning,
or carpentry; the use of machinery forced them out of
home industry. They could not compete with the
machines; they must serve them, and to serve them they
must move into the squalid new settlements spreading
round the factories, mines and mills. They must leave their
homes and work for twelve hours a day or Jonger under a
master’s roof ; they must leave small children to the care of
a neighbour, or bring them to work as soon as they could;
they must neglect the houses that had been their respon-
sibility, forget the domestic crafts which had been their
pride, and subordinate all personal affection to the economic
pressure of the times.

Consequenty, the idea of women's work outside the
home in mdustry became associated with squalor, fatigue,
bad cooking and neglected children, just as the idea of
women's work in the professions became associated with
celibacy, aggressiveness or impropriety, and with every-
thing contradictory to the id ofP ladyhood. In additon,
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the increasing mass-production of articles formerly made
in the home reduced one by one the former duties of the
housewife. While fashion dictated idleness to the well-
to-do the new industrial system made it possible. The
cleavage between the overworked factory woman and the
underworked lady widened; both suffered.

But they had one bond in common. Both, under the
law, were in a state of servitude. The property alike of
heiress-bride or half-stripped nail-maker belonged not to
her but to her husband. Her earnings were his as well as
her inherited estate. Women themselves belonged as a
sometimes embarrassing property to fathers or to husbands.
They were not the legal guardians of their own legitimare
children nor the proprietors of their own persons. “By
marriage,” said Blackstone in his preat Commentaries on the
laws of England, *‘the very being ot legal existence of woman
is suspended, or at least it is incorporated and consolidated
into that of the husband, under whose wing protection
and cover she performs everything, and she is therefore
called in our law a femme~couvert.” “Couvert” she might
be. The right of husbands to imprison wives in their own
houses did not end till 1891.

All property belonged to the husband, not to the wife.
The home was his. He could do what he liked with it.
The children were his. He could send them into boarding-
schools, take them to foreign countries, place them under
guardians, choose their tutors, religious teaching and com-
panions. Husbands had full rights over their wives™ per-
sons. Protest was immoral, and ar a time when scientific
means of birth control were pracdcally unknown among
tespectable families, this meant that husbands could, if
they chose, keep their wives bound upon a perpetually
turning wheel of pregnancy and childbirth, till their age
or death released them. And there was no escape. Before
1857 no woman could obtain a divorce except after an
immensely complicated business through Act of Parlia-
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ment. In the whole history of England, only two women
achieved this. It was not wonderful that in such circom-
stances husband-murder was, until 1784, legally termed
“petry treason” and punishable by burning.

But not many wives attempted this or any less drastic
method of escape. In every age and among both sexes
rebels are rarer than conformists. The Hitler election of
November, 1933, in Germany showed what unanimity of
acquiescence can be secured in a civilised and highly
educated country once the recognised leaders of an
opposition have been removed. In pre-revolutionary
England, there were few leaders among women to remove,
and these had their good reasons for conformity. There
had been the educationalists, Hannah Woolley, Mary
Astell, Elizabeth Elston; there had been the blue stockings,
Fanny Burney, Mrs. Thrale, and Hannah More; but these
were not all rebels. It is true that the Sunday School move-
ment initiated by the virtuous Miss More and Mrs. Linmer
had far-reaching social conscquences; but its founders
would have been the first to deplore these. Hannah More
detested Mary Wollstonecraft, and declared she could see
nothing in her educational works except seduction, nor
in_her claim for the Rights of Women more than a jus-
tification of adultery. Like many good women she had
leamed to believe in her own virtues, and in the crcum-
stances amid which they were cultivated. “Girls should
be led to distrust their own judgment,” she declared.
“They should learn not to murmur at expostulation;
they should be accustomed to expect and to endure
opposition. It is a lesson with which the world will not
fail to furnish them; and they will not practise it the worse
for having learned it the sooner. Itis of the last importance
to their happiness, even in this life, that they should acquire
a submissive temper and a forbearing spirit. They must
even endure to be thought wrong sometimes, when they
cannot but feel they are right.”
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Submission, sensibility, solicitude—these were the
qualities marking the virtuous woman, in ecighteenth-
century London as in third-century Athens, B.C.

It was into this society that at the close of the century,
wete hutled the doctrines of liberty, equality and fraternity.
Not, of course that society as a whole chose at once to
listen. The ladies of Bach and Belgravia no more welcomed
the tenets of Jacobinism after the fall of the Bastille than
they welcomed the tenets of Bolshevism after the capture
of the Kremlin. But the French Revoluton shook estab-
lished ideas far more profoundly than it unsectled estab-
lished orders. In 1792 Mary Wollstonecraft published her
Vindication of the Rights of Women.
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CHAPTER 1II
THE VINDICATION OF HUMANITY
The Importance of Mary Wollstonecraft

HE importance of Mary Wollstonecraft lies in her
Tgcnius or indiscretion during an age when 2 woman’s
first duty was to be discreet. So far as her Vindication of the
Rl:ghts qf Women is concerned, it is a bad book, straggling,
grandiloquent, uneven ; it violated contemporary sentiment,
was condemnned by contemporary judgment, and sank into
temporaty oblivion after the prcmature death of its
writer. Yet it is a great book; great in its vision, its pas-
sion, its independence. After a brief period of neglect, its
message suddenly appeared relevant to the nineteenth
century. It has been reprinted eighteen times, its latest
edition dated 1929, and it has become the bible of the
women's movement in Great Britain.

Mary Wollstonecraft’'s predecessors, Mary Astell,
Catherine Macaulay and Condorcer, whose cssay Sur
Padmission des femmes au droit de cit¢ she much admired,
attacked educational or political disabilities of women.
Mary Wollstonecraft went to the heart of the matter: ““The
first object of laudable ambition is to obtain a character
as a human being, regardless of the distinction of sex, and

. secondary views should be brought to this simple
touchstone.” So she launched her courage, her intel-
ligence, and her anger, against the restricrion of women’s
education, the curtatlment of their civil and political rights,
and the subjugation of their persons, and she dedicared
her protest to Talleyrand, the bland agile sophisticated
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diplomat who had once written: “that to see one half of
the human race excluded by the other from all participation
of government was a political phenomenon that, according
to abstract principles, it was impossible to explain.”” Reck-
less in her affections as in her opinions, she outraged what
was perhaps the strongest passion among womnen of her
age—the passion for propnety; but it was precisely thae
outrage which impressed her personality and her revole
upon her age. A woman who had, as a child, defied her
father, as a girl defied her brother-in-law, as a woman
originated a new educatonal technique, travelled to
revolutionary France in admiration of its political experi-
ment, taken a lover and borne a child to him, travelled alone
on business in Norway, attempted suicide, lived with her
legal husband before matrying him, and published books
as bold in their argument as they were impassioned in their
style, was unlikely to live unobserved in eighteenth-
century England.

Her rebellion had something of the liberating effect of
the milicant suffrage movement which, over a hundred
years later, was again to violate that sentiment of pro-
pricty which has always been one of the chief obstacles to
women’s independence. Educated to please, to attract,
to console, a woman inevitably found opposition to current
standards of value difficult, It demanded of her an almost
monstrous tepudiation of what she had always been told
should be her nature. Nothing short of a psychological
revolution was needed to achieve that change for which
Mary Wollstonecraft laboured—"“to obtain a character as
a human being.”

A century and a half has passed since she returned to
England after her tragic visit to Portugal to see her friend
and colleague, Fanny Blood, dic in childbirth. During that
tme the position of women in the civilised world has
changed in almost every particular. Its curious con-
tradictions and anomalies to-day are largely due to the
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clash between Mary Wollstonecraft’s ideal of humanity,
and the sub-human functional ideas of its opponents before
and after her.

The Vindication of Citizenship

The movement towards the political emancipation of
women in Western Europe arose directly from the ideas
circulating at the time of the French Revolution. Directly,
but not immediately,

The “dawn” in which it was bliss to be alive and very
heaven to be young revealed itself only to a small minortty.
Mary Wollstonecraft, the young Wordsworth, Shelley,
Godwin and Thomas Paine were exceptional, not charac-
teristic. But the public is influenced even by what it dis-
likes, and ideas from across the Channel affected the
position of English women in unexpected ways.

The new humanitarianism of the romantic movement,
by encouraging sensibility and preaching individualism,
was partly responsible for the beginning of improvement
in women’s legal position. By 1817 the public whipping
of women delinquents had been abandoned; Elizabeth
Fry's penal reform, reminding people of the essential
humanity even of female criminals, helped to prepare a
psycho]ogical background for women’s lcgal recognition.
In 1836 the case of the Hon. Caroline Norton called atten-~
tion to the complete impotence before the law of a married
woman., When her worthless husband cartied off her
children and sued Lord Melbourne for “criminal con-
versation” with his wife, Mrs. Norton found that under
the law she had no individual existence. As a married
woman she could neither sue nor be sued; she could not
be represented by counsel at the trial ; she had no rights of
guardianship over her children. When, after his desertion,
she tried to support herself, her earnings belonged legally
to her husband. Becausc she had been a reigning toast, a
fashionable London hostess, a wit and a beauty, her plight
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received attention denied to less conspicuous sufferers, and
her vehement pamphlet, The Natural Claim of a Mother fo
the Custody of her Children, was read and hotly debated;
but it was not until the Infants Custody Act of 1925 that
married women became the legal guardians of their
legitimate children.

In 1855 a well-to-do young amateur, Barbara Leigh
Smith, published a Brief Summary in Plain Lanﬁuage of the
Most Important Laws concerning Women, and a public
meeting was called to discuss the propercy rights of married
women ; from thenceforward women protested against the
disabilities of wives until between the years 1870 and 1908
a series of Married Women's Property Acts transformed
their legal position.

The same sense of individual rights led to the demand for
reform of the marriage and divorce laws, but when the
Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 was passed it established
the principle that though 2 husband could divorce a wife
for adultery alone, she could only divorce him if to adultery
he added cruelty, desertion or other crimes. It was not
until 1923 that men and women could plead equal grounds
for divorce——equal, though inadeguate.

A few minor anomalies remain—che inequality of the
nationality laws betwecn wives and husbands and the
insecurity of the married woman wage-carner; but the
whole legal position of women in this country has been
revolutionised.

At the beginning of the nineteenth century, every
woman was legally only the adjunct of some man—
father, guardian or husband. “My wife and I are one and
Tam he.”” She had no choice;; she had no legal personality;
her status was ancillary, dependent upon the will, good or
bad, of others. To-day she has the right of contracting
nto her chosen state. “The movement of the progressive
socicties has been uniform in ome respect,” wrote Sir
Henry Maine in his Ancient Law. “Through all its course
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it has been distinguished by the gradual dissolution of
family dependency and the growth of individual obligation
in its place. . . . Thus the status of the slave has dis-
appeared. . . . The status of the female under tutelage.
. .. We may say thar the movement of progressive
socetics has hitherto been a movement from status to
contract.” It remained for the great American judge, Mr
Justice Oliver Wendel Holmes to go further and state:
“There can be no freedom of contract where there is not
equalicy of status.”

A citizen, however, is a person with more than private
rights. He has political rights and duties. Talleyrand and
Condorcet had recommended the participation by women
in the work of government; but that great Whig, Charles
James Fox, merely found the notion funny.

In spite of Mary Wollstonecraft's writings, and the
Honourable Caroline Norton’s appeal for legal justice,
the first women to demand political influence were neither
intellectuals nor society ladies; they were the industrial
workers. Oppressed by the intolerable conditions following
the Industdal Revoludon, maddened by the hunger of
children, the squalor of the disease-breeding warrens into
which the new factory-hands were crowded, and the
ferocity of the laws which condemned to transportation or
the hulks workers convicted of “unlawful assembly,”
they were driven into protest. When William Cobbett,
in 1816, reduced the price of his Radical journal The Political
Register to twopence, women read it—probably the very
women who had been taught their A B C at charity schools
intended for the production of docile domestic servants,
or at Sunday Schools inspired by Hannah More. Women
attended the litde insurgent groups meeting in cottages
and rick-yards. In 1818 the Radical weaver, Samuel Bam-
ford, whose wife had been his loyal colleague, carried a
resolution at Saddlegate that women should be qualified
to vote at Radical meetings. A Female Reform Society
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was established among the cotton spinners of Blackburn.
In Sheffield, a Female Political Association sprang up which
did not dissolve till 1851. When Castlereagh introduced
the Seditous Meetings Bill into parliament in 1819, he
thanked God that no women tock part in public meetings
in the metropolis, and “trusted” that “such a drama would
be put an end to by the innate decorum and innate
sensc of modesty which the women of the country
possessed.”

Decorum and modesty fought hard. To defy them
meant anguish. But from three directions the old pre-
judices were being assaulted. The working women, their
activities driven underground like those of the working
men, continued to attend meetings; they were Luddites;
they were Chartists. More respectably they became
Co-operators. In 1825 the Co-operator, Thompson, pub-
lished an Appeal of One Half the Human Race, Women,
against the Pretensions of the Other Half, Man. His col-
laborator was Mrs. Wheeler, and he stressed the impor-
tance of women in the co-operative movement.

Meanwhile the philanthropists were breaking tabus—
Elizabeth Fry, Sarah Martin, Louisa Twining who won the
right of women to be appointed poor-law guardians,
Mary Carpenter who opened the first Ragged School
Florence Nightingale and Josephine Butlet, proved to men,
and, stll more significantly, to women, that both sexes
had something to contribute to human welfare. They had
advantages. Charity was respectable—to do good to the
poor a fashionable and even praiseworthy occupation.
Buc it had unforeseen results. In 1846 when the great
world Anti-Slavery Convention was held in London, four
women arrived among the American delegates. The Con-
vention was outraged, the innovation declared to be “sub-
versive of the principles and tradition of the country and
contrary to the word of God.” The women were kept
shut away in a little gallery behind curtains; but when
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they went home, they summoned the first Women's
Rights Convention at Seneca Falls in 1848.

Direct claims to political enfranchisement were stll to
be made.

In 1831 the Westminster Review published an article by
an unknown woman inspired by Benthamism and
advocating the chen audacious suggestion of female suff-
rage. The following year Mr. Hunt, M.P., presented to
parliament a petition from a wealthy Yorkshire spinster,
Mary Smith, of Stanmore, asking “that every unmarried
female possessing the necessary pecuniary qualifications
should be allowed to vote.”” In the 1850’s a group of active
and well-educated young women, whose thoughts were
directed towards policical enfranchisement through the
realisation of their impotence without it to secure social
reform, gathered round Barbara Leigh Smith at Langham
Place, and began a series of activities which had the most
far-reaching effects.

In 1856 John Stuart Mill stood as parliamentary candidate
for Westminster, and placed women’s suffrage in the fore-
front of his programme. The group from Langham Place
assisted him. Barbara Yeigh Smith (now Madame Bodi-
chon) with Emily Davies, the founder of Girton College,
actuaily drove through London in a carriage hung with
placards adverdsing his candidature; women canvassed for
him; ladies, who had already been encouraged to bold
drawing-room meetings by the Ant-Com Law League,
now began to discuss at these Mill’s revolutionary proposal.
In 1865 he was elected, and presented to parliament 2
petidon organised by Barbara Bodichon's Women's
Suffrage Committee. In May, 1867, when parliamentary
reform was being debated, Mill moved an amendment
extending the franchise to cover women, and eighty
members actually voted for it.

After that, for over sixty years, the martter became 2
major political issue. Once parliament had seriously
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discussed the subject, even innate decorum and modesty
could not wholly close it again to women. A London
Society for Obtaining Political Rights for Women formed
committees at Manchester, Edinburgh, Birmingham and
Bristol. In 1868 the case of Chorlton v. Lings, brought
before the Court of Common Pleas, argued the righe of
women to vote. The judge decided that “every woman is
personally incapable.” Nothing but a change in the Jaw
could do it. The pleader of the women’s case was a Dr.
Pankhurst.

The issue was now a live one; but the difficultdes of
working for it were enormous. In 1869 the first public
suffrage meeting with 2 woman, Mrs. Peter Taylor, in the
chair, was held in London. It was greeted with ridicule;
public speaking by women was derided nor only as
ridiculous but as immoral. But the women went on. They
held meetings in the constituencies. The indefatigable
Lydia Becker of Manchester organised the Midlands. In
1870 a suffrage bill drafted by Dr. Pankhurst and inero-
duced by Jacob Bright was quashed in committee by
Mr. Gladstone, and with it all hopes of parliamentary
victory for many years.

But though the main fortress did not yield, women
were gaining access to subsidiary positions. In 1869,
almost without a dissentient word, the municipal franchise
was extended to women rate-payers; in 18790 Mr. Forster’s
Education Act enabled them to vote and sit on school
boards; five years later Miss Marrington was elected a poor-
law guardian. In 1873 Mrs. Nassau Senior became a poor-
law inspector, and in 1888 when the county councils came
into existence, Lady Sandhurst and Miss Cobden were
elected on to the L.C.C. and Miss Cons actually made an
Alderman, though, until the Qualification of Women Act,
in 1907, women were unable to take their seats.

This was something; but to have the administration of
the laws, without responsibility for making them, em-
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phasised the imperfections of the franchise position, and
drove intelligent women to concentrate their efforts upon
winning the parliamentary vote.

This became even more true after the Reform Bill of
1884, when working men were enfranchised, but women
again completely omitted. The suffrage societies were
growing, and suffering from the inconveniences of growth.
In 1871 they were split by the controversy surrounding
Josephine Butler's campaign against the Contagious
Discases Act ; after 1884, the Primrose League and Women's
Liberal Federation distracted the attention of many women
to purely party political issues. By 1889 the suffrage
movement was sufficiently influendal to win the com-
pliment of direct opposition. A solemn protest against it
was signed by Mrs. Humphry Ward, Mrs. Crichton and
Mrs. Sidney Webb (chen Beatrice Potter). In 1802 and
1897 new sufftage bills were unsuceessfully introduced at
Westminster ; but between those dates first New Zealand
then South Australia enfranchised women, and the South
African War, justified in England by the Uidander’s cry of
“No taxation without representation,” reinforced the con-
stitutional argument for women’s suffrage.

But though the movement grew in size and self-
confidence, the great mass of people were unconcerned
and unstirred. Approval was for the most part academic;
the opposition alone impassioned. “What use would the
vote be to me:” the average woman asked sceptically.
In 1903 2 new phenomenon arose. A group of women who
had been working among the factory hands in Manchester
led by Mrs. Pankhurst, founded the Women’s Social and
Political Union. When in 1904 Mr. Begg’s Franchise
Bill was “ralked out” of the debate, they lost patience.
Other revalts had succeeded only after unconstitutional
methods. Mr. Gladstone, regarded as arch-enemy, of
women's franchise, had himself declared: “I am sorry to
say that if no instructions had been addressed in political
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crises to the people of this country except to remember to
hate violence, to love order and to exercise patience, the
liberties of this country would never have been artained.”

Women were naturally disposed to hate violence and
love order. They had received a centuries-long training
in the exercise of patience. All violence violated their
biological tendency to preserve rather than to destroy;
but the constant betrayal of promises and delay of justice
overcame traditonal inclination. The militant movement
began.

It was a movement which stirred England from end to
end. It aroused the wildest antipathy and enthusiasm. At
first it took the purely passive form of placing women in a
position where the law was bound to inflict suffering upon
them, and by its harshness, to advertise their cause and their
persistence. The Pankhurst family, Emmeline Pankhurst
the vivid, heroic, magnetic orator, and her daughters
Christobel, Adelaide and Sylvia, threw themselves into the
organisation of revolt. Their attack was launched mainly
against the Liberal Party which had repeatedly betrayed
them. Their cries were “Votes for Women,” and “Kee
the Liberals out!” Their methods were unprecedented botﬁ
for women and for rebels. For they interrupted meetings,
held illegal processions, lobbied members of parliament en
tmasse and picketed ministers’ houses, undl for these
technical offences they were imprisoned.

Unril 1907 they attempted no active violence; but then
the Government, finding itself ridiculous, issued orders
that suffragettes no longer were to be arrested. That did
not suit the W.S.P.U. Mrs, Pankhurst and Chrisrobel
worked out a technique of brilliantly conceived pro-
vocative action. They would not, like the rebels in Ireland,
the Russian Anarchists or ltalian Carbonari, fight and
drill; but they would strike policemen with their hands,
they would break windows, and even later as the opposition
grew fiercer, the enthusiasm more recklessly determined,
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set fire to property. It was a unique rebellion, in that no
single attempt was made upon the life of an opponent.
One woman, Emily Davison, dashing on to the Epsom
course on Derby Day tried to stop the King's horse, thus
possibly risking the jockey's life. She was killed; the
jockey lived to carry a wreath to Mrs. Pankhurst’s funeral
inscribed : “To do honour to the memory of Mrs. Pank-
hurst and Miss Emily Davison.”

The result of this campaign was tremendous. Within
the women’s movement, the suffrage societies divided and
divided, the militants from the constitutionalists, the
democrats from the autocrats. In 1907 the Women's Free-
dom League under the Pethick Lawrences split from they
W.S.P.U. under the Pankhursts. The constitutionalists
under Mrs. Millicent Fawcere deplored the methods of
both. But it was Mrs. Pankhurst who set the country
ablaze. In and out of prison, hunger-striking, starving,
evading arrest by strategems that seemed miraculouvs, she -
and her followers provided a constant cause of amazement
to the public. The political batde went on; the Con-
cliation Bill of 1911 passed its second reading; in Novem-
ber Mr. Asquith’s promises secured a brief truce in
miilitancy ; but when in 1912 the Bill was again defeated
owing to the Premier's own defection, hostilities were
renewed. “If it had been Mr. Asquith’s object to enrage
every woman to the point of fury,” wrote the impcrtur%-
able Mrs. Fawcett, “he could not have acted with greater
perspicacity.”

The militants were not imperturbable. Between 1912
and August, 1914, their campaign was unceasing. Mr.
McKenna's “Cat and Mouse” Act made it possible to
telease and re-arrest hunger-strikers. Many women were
maimed for life by the ngours of forcible feeding. Lady
Constance Lytton disguised herself as a poor seamstress
to prove the differendadon of treatment between aristo-
cratic and proletarian prisoners. Nurse Ellen Pitfield died
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of cancer from a wound received in an interrupted pro-
cession, leaving as her legacy to women the words:
“There are only two things that matter to me in the world:
principle and liberty. For these I will fight as long as there
is life in my veins. Iam no longer an individual; T am an
instrument.”

The outbreak of war interrupted the campaign. The
W.S.P.U. at once called off its activities. But in June,
1917, when after a Speakers’ conference on the subject, the
House of Commons by a majority of seven to one enfran-
chised women over thirty, it was not a little the memory of
the militants’ determination which influenced them. In
February, 1918, the Representation of the People Act
became law, but the final grane of equal suffrage to men
and women alike was not obtained dll, after ten years of
post-war agitation, the Royal assent was given to the
Representation of the People Act in 1928,

Mecanwhile under the Parliament (qualification of
women) Act, 1918, women could be elected members of
the House of Commons, and Viscountess Astor took her
seat for the Southern Division of Plymouth in 1919, The
first woman Minister of the Crown was Miss Margaret
Bondfield, who became Parliamentary Secrctary to the
Minister of Labour in 1924, and Cabinet Minister in 1929.
The Sex Disqualification (Removal) Act of 1919 theoreti~
cally provided that no woman should be disqualified by sex
or martiage from the exercise of any public function; but
actually there has not yet been an English woman ambas-
sador, chief of police or high court judge; peeresses may
not yet take their seats with peers in the House of Lords,

The suffrage movement had enfranchised women, and
from more than their lack of citizenship. It had disproved
those theories about their own nature which were—and
still sometimes are—among their gravest handicaps. This
was the great value of militancy. It broke down hitherto
infrangible tabus. It was no longer after 1905 possible
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pcrgf;ually to convince an intelligent girl that women cared
nothing for impersonal issues, since women had been ready
to jeopardise tEcir lives for them, and—worse ordeal—to
make themnselves ridiculous. It was no longer possible to
convince her that women were incapable of political
acumen, since their leaders had shown powers of strategy
and action unsurpassed in struggles for reform. Women
had accepted discipline, displayeg capacity of organisation,
courage and tenacity. The very recklessness and extremism
of militancy had shaken old certainties. An emotional
earthquake had shattered the intangible yet suffocating
prison of decorum. The standard of values which rated
women's persons, position, interests and pre-occupations
as affairs of minor national importance had been challenged.®

The Vindication of Intelligence

Political emancipation is a condition of freedom; it is
not freedom itself. Mary Wollstonecraft had placed
educational reform at the forefront of her demands;
Florence Nightingale had cried out against intellectual
statvation. ““To have no food for our heads, no food for
our hearts, no food for our activity, is that nothing : If we
have no food for the body, how do we cry out, how all
the world hears of it, how all the newspapers talk of it,
with a paragraph headed in great capital letters, Death from
Starvation! But suppose one were to put a paragraph in
the Times, Death of Thought from Starvation, or, Death
of Moral Activity from Starvaton, how people would
stare, how they would laugh and wonder!” Ar the begin-
ning of the nineteenth century, except for a few exceptional
daughters of unconventional parents, or rebels like Mary
Wollstonecraft, women were not educated as human
beings; they were not even, as onc pioncer headmistress
put it, “trained to be wives; only to get husbands.” As
Sydney Smith explained: “The system of female education

* See Appendix I, p. 195
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as it now stands aims only at embellishing a few years of
life which are, in themselves, so full of grace and happiness
that they hardly want it, and then leaves the rest a prey to
idle insignificance.”

When the century opened there was no system of
national clementary educadon for girls or boyvs. There
were ragged schools and Sunday schools and village dame
schools which some more fortunate working girls attended.
Secondary education for girls was lefe first ro governesses
then to private schools of varying efficiency, then to the
very small body of endowed schools, such as the Red
Maids, Bristal; Howell’s School, Llandaff; or the Clergy
Daughters’ School, Casterton, immortalised in Jane Eyre
by Charlotte Bronté. To all these forms of education the
criticism of the Schools Inquiry Commission of 1864 could
be justly applied: “The two capital defects of the teachers
of girls are these : they have not themselves been taught and
they do not know how to teach.” Of teachers’ training
colleges, university education, or higher-grade technical
schools for women there were none.

The first step towards reform was characteristic of its
age. In 1841 the Governesses' Benevolent Institution was
formed to relieve “privately and delicately” ladies in
distress. The stories it revealed of genteel starvation con-
stituted an appalling indictment of social conditions; but
the prime need was not for charity but for training. In
1848, largely as a resule of the revelations made by the
Benevolenr Institution, Queen’s College for Women was
opened in London and the following year, Bedford Col-
lege, ““to teach all branches of female knowledge.” They
were intended to train governesses; they bred pioneers.
George Eliot and Barbara Leigh Smith attended Bedford
College, Sophia Jex Blake and Octavia Hill went to
Queen’s. The desire for education spread. In 1850 Miss
Buss founded the North London Collegiate School for
Girls; eight years later Miss Beale, who E:ad taught, with
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angry contempt for its scholastic standards, at Casterton,
took over Cheltenham College, a school for ladies already
decaying after four years” existence. In 1870 the system
of national elementary education founded in this country
included girls as well as boys. The movemenc for reform
of women's educadon had started well.

But it suffered from three great disadvantages. The first
was lack of steady objective. Were girls to be educated
along the same lines as boys—or differently: The second
was inferiority of training among women teachers. The
third was the insidious pressure of tradition and home
influence.

The first disadvantage has been the subject of a long con=
troversy lasting from 1863 to 1923—from the Cambridge
experiment in opening temporarily to girls its Local
Examinations, to the Hadow Report on “Differentiation of
Curricula between the Sexcs in Secondary Schools.” When
examinations were first opened to girls, one headmistress
protested that they would “foster the spirit of confidence
and independence which is too common among girls of
the present day.” Even Miss Beale “desired to institute no
comparison between the mental abilities of boys and girls”
which might unfic the latter for “that subordinate part in
the world to which 1 believe they have been called.” But
other educationalists felt differently. Emily Davies, the
founder of Girton, Miss Lumsden, the founder of St.
Leonard’s School, Miss Lawrence of Roedean, the Trustecs
of the Girls’ Public Day School Company, instituted in
1872 to give to girls “the best education possible corres-
ponding with the education given to boys in the great
public schools,” realised that if girls had to earn their living,
if they had to take their place in society, if they wished to
vindicate their humanity—or even, indeed, if they wished
to make satisfactory wives and mothers—their education
should approximate to, not differ from, the education
offered to their competitors, colleagues, husbands and sons.
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Miss Beale, no apostle of equality, declared, “I think it is
good for boys and girls to have similar tastes, that their
minds may not be entirely bent in different ways, so that
in after life they should understand and be interested in
the same things.” So the first stage of women’s education,
“the stage of difference based on inequality; the stage of
female accomplishments . . . the stage of educational
inefficiency” passed into the second, when “the caus of
efficiency was identified with that of equality, and, in' the
name ot both, educational reforms claimed and sought to
secure, that there should be no differing between the educa-
tion of girls and that of boys.” The wording is that of the
Hadow Committec whicli, in 1923, was insttuted to
inquire whether the time had come to pass on to a third
stage—that of differentiation without inequality, and which
found that “our inquiry has not imbued us with any cone
viction that there are clear and ascertained differences
between the two sexes on which an educational policy
may readily be based.” In fact, cducation never was
identical. Even in coeducational elementary and secondary
schools, distinctions arose. Both the evidence given before
the Hadow Commission, and the existing state of educa-
tional opinion in this country, prove that this first problem
of objective has not yet been completely solved. Should
education be directed towards emphasising or eliminatdng
the differences that exist between the sexes? In spite of the
Hadow Report, opinion still wavers.

The second problem was that of teaching the teachers.
It was met by the campaign for entrance into the univer-
sities and by the foundation of teachers’ training colleges.
In 1847 Tennyson published his dream of The Princess, that
curious blend of medievalism and sentiment which, after a
few fine passages of rhetoric, ends in the fashionable sub-
mission of the rebels and the masculine invocation: “Lay
thy sweet hands in mine and trust to me.” In 1862 Frances
Power Cobbe read a paper before the Social Science Con-
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gress on the subject of women in the universities. It caused
“unusual ridicule,” and no prince invited her to make the
graceful gesture of self-abnegation. But five years later,
in spite of discouragement by women as intelligent as
Charlotte M. Yonge, a committee was formed to found a
college at which women could work for the Cambridge
University Examinations. To-day the story of Miss Emily
Davies and Girton reads curiously. She would not have her
college inside Cambridge because of the difficulty of
chaperonage and the possibilities of scandal. When in
1871 Miss Clough brought five girls actually into the town
and founded Newnham, she was shocked, as Miss Beale
had been when Miss Davies insisted upon examinations.
But she was certain of one thing; she would tolerate no
separate curriculam. The tests of masculine and feminine
intelligence must be identical, or it would be impossible
to gain recognition of their essential equality. In 1876 the
Oxford and Cambridge Joint Board examinations were
thrown open to women; two years later the Maria Grey
Training College for women teachers was established, and
in the same year London University was given its new
charter, offering women, both students and teachers,
precisely the same status as men.

This was regarded as an unparalleled victory. Since
then though the older universities still reserve certain dis-
tinctions, though women were not admitted as full mem-
bers of Oxford University till 1920, and are not at Cam-
bridge tll this day, the new universities made at least no
statutory discrimination against them. Halls and hostels
for women, training colleges for teachers, women mem-
bers of university senates and commissions—these are the
creations of the past half-century. To-day the standard of
teaching in girls’ schools on all subjects except mathe-
matics, science and classical languages, is as high as and
sometimes higher than that in boys’, and many of the new
methods in education—the Dalton Plan, the Montessori
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system, the Macmillan project of open-air nursery schools
—have been the work of women teachers.

But the third obstacle remains. There is s6ll a weight
of tradition and home influence oppressing both the school-
girl and her teacher. The Hadow Report commented upon
the amount of work in the home to be done by girls at
secondary schools. In elementary schools this is equally
true, though here it is slightly counterbalanced by the fact
that rather more boys than girls do pre-school jobs,
delivering milk and papers and the like. Sdll, girls not
only do these recognised jobs; they mind babies, push
prams and “run out to the shop for mother.” In those
private boarding-schools which still exist for the well-to-do
girl, repeatedly the parents’ influence counteracts all that
the teachers may do to prepare her for life as a rational
human being. In colleges and technical schools, the burden
not only of domestic responsibility but of masculine dis-
couragement lies heavily on the woman stndent. Poverty
handicaps her; the conflicting cdaims of family and pro-
fessional duties rend her: cradition, centuties-old, bids
her subordinate the demands of her inquiring mind to the
interests of her seniors. Because of these handicaps, the
vindication of woman’s intelligence is not yetr quite
accomplished. The instruments %c to her hands, but the
freedom to use them is not yet wholly hers.

The Vindication of Personality

It was all very well for women to claim equal citizenship
and equal educational advantages. Neither reform could
touch the roots of their trouble so long as that conception
of personality, upon which ethical standards are based,
remained in question. The fight for an equal moral
standard, which came to be recognised as part of the
Woman's Movement in the nineteenth century, was not
merely the work of Puritan cranks actuated by dislike
for what they thought to be sexual immorality. It was
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and is an essential aspect of women’s claim to full hu-
manity.

Throughout the nineteenth century, women were
toasted as ‘“The Ladies™; “the ladies” were “the sex,” and
sex {when it was not comic) was indecent. The jocular
references to the “fair sex” which sdll inspire musical
jokes, after-dinner speeches and smoke-room stories are
only echoes of the mingled humour and ribaldry with
which all early innovations in female activity—from
preaching at Methodist meetings to studying higher
mathematics—were regarded. ‘This attitude had the double
effect of increasing the psychological difficulties of pioncer
women, and of making it harder than ever for the public
to take their efforts seriously.

So long as men regard women, and women regard
themselves, not as persons but as adjuncts of somebody else’s
vice or honour, all human relationships must be awry. The
personality of the wife must be subordinate to her hus-
band's desire. The passing of the Married Women's
Property Act was a supetficial benefit compared with the
refusal to tolerate the conception of martal morality which
found expression in Luther’s maxim : “‘If a woman becomes
weary or at last dead from bearing, that matters not; let
her only die from bearing, she is there to do it.”" Political
enfranchisement only set an instrument for reform into
the hands of women whose security of chasdty and
monogamy was purchased by the outlawry of the pros-
ttute. fr was she of whom, in 1869, the historian Lecky
fele obliged to write, “Herself the supreme type of vice,
she is ultimately the most efficient guardian of virtue.” The
improvement of schools for girls could not alone counteract
the effects of a less fortunate type of education which they
mighe receive though indecent assault, procuration, and
those other offences against the person which, undil the
1920’s, were treated by the law as of less importance than
minor offences against property. Nor could alleviation of
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the severity with which illicit unions were penalised by
society, remedy the injustice done to illegitimate children
whose prospects in life were artificially handicapped as a
recompense for what was held to be the anti-social conduct
of their parents. The whole problem of woman's labour,
in the home, in industry, and in the professions, was equally
complicated by this undercurrent of emoton concerning
her sexual frailty. Because of this, women medical scudents
were banned from certain hospitals because they might
embarrass their male colleagues when attending lectures on
anatomy; night-work was thought unsafe for women
industrial wotkers, who must walk to it through the
perilously tempting darkness. Beneath the controversy
surrounding the paid employment of married women lies
the traditional gulf between the celibate woman engaged
in non-domestic work, and the married woman employed
solely in the home, a tradition which gained force not only
from conventual memories, but from the ancient doctrine
that a wife should have no interests and indeed no indepen-
dent personality apart from her husband.

So closely interwoven with all cornmon actions was the
code of patriarchal morality, datng from the Roman
Empire, Eom the Hebrew pilgrimage in the wilderness,
from the supremacy, perhaps, of the old man gnawing his
bones in the paleolithic cave, that it left its trace upon every
aspect of a European woman'’s life ; while the harem system,
the sati ideal, the slave morality of Asia and of Africa,
contributed their quota of influence to female status. And
if it was true that these traditions affected the ethical values
of Western civilisation, it was equally true that current
personal morality appeared o depend upon those traditions.

“With the repudiation of the patriarchal subordination of
women,” wrote one anthropologist quite recently, “the
whole edifice of traditional Western sexual morality
collapses.” Hence the tenacity with which many respect-
able men and women clung to customs in tzcmclves
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barbarous, archaic and unjustifiable by reason; because, if
the customs vanished, the great ethical edifice of mono-
gamy, home and family, might disappear. It was this
clinging to discredited custom for the sake of what was
thought to be safety, that led Josephine Butler in 1897 to
write that “our race is suffering largely from a species of
moral atrophy, from a fatal paralysis of the sense of justice.”

Ethical standards enter more intimately into human lives
than political principles. ‘They strike at nerves and memory
and imagination, transforming character and dominating
affection ; they colour opinions upon matters which seem
superficially to have no connection with them. The
attempt to change morality, therefore, was more subtle,
difficult and painful than any other challenge made as part
of the women's movement. The real battle was fought
privately in a thousand homes, unchronicled and obscure.
It centred round the refusal of women to tolerate adultery
as a trivial offence for husbands but 2 capital crime for
wives, It centred round the insistence of self-respecting
women that they had the right to give or withhold their
bodies in love according to their own principles of conduct,
and not the arbitrary will of their legal guardians. It
centred round the determination of women to be recog-
nised as persons in themselves, not merely the repositories
of 2 man's honour or his *'sin.”

But in public it found its principle expression in the
campaign against the Contagious Discases Act identified
with the name of Josephine Butler. The state regulation of
prostitution was part of Napoleon’s brilliant legacy of order
to Europe. Its justification was that it made the physical
relief of copulation safer and easier—especially for soldiers.
If prosttutes could be medically examined and brothels
licensed, venereal disease, an increasingly grave problem
during the social upheaval of the Napoleonic Wars, might
be checked. 1n France and other parts of Europe the system
appeared to work admirably; it was a little unfortunate
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that even medical inspection, arbitrary, compulsory and
brutal as it might become, was never fool-proof; bur at
least the governments instituting it might g:el that they
had done their best to make the world safe for virility. It
was unfortunate, too, that opinion was not unanimeus
about the comfort and convenience of regulated brothels.
When, in 1860, a commission discussed the question of their
provision for India, Florence Nightingale gave evidence
against them, and Harriet Martineau had the indelicacy to
write articles against them in the Daily News. Being plain,
deaf, and a Unirarian, Miss Martinean’s lack of decorum,
though deplored, was not considered faral.

In 1864, '66, 68 and '60 by laws known as the Con-
tagious Discases Acts, the system was introduced into
England; but the opposition was stiffening, In 1869 a
woman who was neither the heroine of the Crimea nor a
deaf political economist attacked the policy; she was Mrs.
Josephine Burler, a happily-married mother of a beloved
famnily, rich in the possession of wealth, culture, popularity
and great personal beauty; but who, after the sudden
death of a daughter, turned to consider the condition of
society and found its treatment of prostitution its darkest
stain. In 1870 she founded the Association for Moral and
Social Hygiene whose ulrimarte object was the achievement
of an equal moral standard for men and women.

This organisation splic the feminist movement; it our-
raged society; it caused riots; it held all-night prayer
meetings. Its objects were the punishment of seduction,
the introduction of equal legislation for men and women,
the amendment of the bastardy laws and the repeal of the
Contagious Discases Acts. The arguments urged against
the Acts were the cause of the sharpest outcry; it surprised
people to hear the gentle and beautiful Mrs. Butler protest
that “the odium of all Regulaton of Public Immoralicy
is aimed at and confied to women” ; that state regulation
of prostitution meant state outlawry and public bullying
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of prostitutes; that if women could be pena . p,};
“soliciting” it was unjust not to penalise their parmers 1n
the act which followed upon solicitation. After sixteen
years of vigorous campaigning, the Contagious Diseases
Acts were repealed. But the struggle againse them had
taught the campaigners more about the social system upon
which civilised morality was based than they found it
tolerable to know.

In England, seduction of a child of thirteen or over was
not punishable, if the man could claim that she had con-
sented to the act. Procuring was not an indictable offence.
Prostitutes could be punished, but pimps and souteneurs
were honourable citizens. In 1881 a commission inves-
tigated the enticement of girls for purposes of prostitution
known as the White Slave Traffic and drafted a Criminal
Law Amendment Bill ; but could not get it passed. Always
when it came up before the House of Commons it was
blocked or talked out, as similar reforms have been on
various occasions before and since. Because it concetned
wrongs inflicted upon the unenfranchised, it had no
poliical importance. Only in 1885, after the sensational
case of W. T. Stead’s prosecution and imprisonment on a
technical judgment (when, to prove the truth of his
articles, The Maiden Tribute of Modern Babylon, he bought
from her mother a girl of thirteen, kept her for the night
in a brothel and conveyed her out of London), was the Bill
which had been delayed during four years rushed through
both Houses of Parliament in five days.

But that was only the beginning. The abolition of
regulated prostitution in England did not put an end to the
system in the British Empire. From 1912 to 1932 a series
of enactments throughout the Crown Colonies abolished
regulation there—from Colombo to Hong Kong. But still
in Queensland and parts of India, brothels are licensed.
In other countries not only are brothels licensed and pros-
titutes compubsorily examined, but the system leads to a
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that €V€ trade in the ignorance and poverty of girls who,
§frvsrder to supply the continuous demand, must be
deceived into entering a profession to which even economic
extremity would not willingly drive them. The repug-
nance of normal women for prostitution is proved by
this—that for no other calling is it necessary to organise an
immense secret international kidnapping service, such as
that revealed in 1927 and 1932 by the League of Nations’
- Reports upon the White Slave Traffic.

The campaign against these conditions is by no means
completed. In almost every country prostitutes are con-
sidered as a race apart, beyond the ordinary protection of
the law extended to their customers. In New York two
years ago the report of the Seabury investigations into the
magistrates’ courts revealed a “‘ring of conspiracy, black-
mail and intimidation between the police and the magis-
trates” so corrupt and brutal that it led to the dissolution
of the And-Vice and Law Enforcement Committee. In
spite of the effort of the League of Nations’ Committees
upon the traffic in women, and their constant assertion that
the traffic cannot be suppressed so long as certain states
legalise maisons de tolerance, brothels are still licensed ; gitls
are still procured. In China child slaves are stll sold for
prostitution ; slave dhows stll carry negresses across the
Red Sea for sale in Arabia; child marriages in India, in
North Africa, in Persia, the celebrated Red Light Squares
of Buenos Ayres; the heavier penalisation of women than
men for adultery wherever it is practised ; Lord Trenchard’s
recent “cleaning up” of the London streets by driving
prostitutes from their familiar beats—all these are only
symptoms of the same artitude, and protests against them
are based upon the same principles. In almost every
civilised country there are organisations national and inter-
national, at work for the establishment of an equal moral
standard. .

The commercial exploitation of prostitution may be the
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crudest, but it is not the only violation of personality
resulting from the standard of values which counts women
as ancillary to the interests of men. Luther’s observation
about child-bearing referred to married women. The
extreme distress and isolation penalising “immodest” con-
duct affected the sheltered daughters of respectable parents.
Under a code of morals which, as in the middle of the nine-
teenth century, regarded the exposure of an ankle as an
act of indiscretion, or advised a pregnant woman to prepare
for delivery by wearing an old flannel petticoat in order
that the doctor might not be embarrassed by unnecessary
exposure of her body, the protection of chastity became a
social obsession.

While one effect of this ethical disproportion was to
handicap all natural activides of women outside the home,
a second result was to delay scientific investigation and
popular enlightenment about those very functions upon
which female attention was compulsorily concentrated.
The ignorance and superstition which in 1934 still surround
the subject of sex ; the difficulties faced by those who, since
Charles Bradlaugh and Mrs. Annic Besant were prosecuted
in 1876 for circularising an American pamphlet The Fruits
of Philosophy, have concemned themselves with research
into and popularisation of the subject of contraception ; the
sentimentaliry still transfusing all discussions of the popula-
tion question ; the comparative neglect of infant welfare ;
the lack of interest displayed by public authorities in the
creation and preservation of healthy human life compared
with the provision of military defence against possible
enemies—all these varying aspects of modern life arise
from the same deeply-rooted conviction that women and
their affairs are of less importance than men and their
affairs. A modern state thinks it essenrial to have three full
ministries—one each to organise military, naval and air
destruction—but only one ministry of health, for the
preservation of life. New battleships are readily ordered,
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when clinics, school meals, and ante-natal provision are
counted as “extravagance.” Being identified with
“women's interests” they are held to be of second-rate
public importance. The attempt to re-adjust these values
made ever since women in the middle of the last century
asserted their right to some voice in public affairs, is part
of the vindication of personality. Though at first glance the
connection is not evident, the same belief in the signifi-
cance of common humanity made Margaret Macmillan
hurl her passionate claim for nursery schools against the
armoured indifference of the London County Council,
and Josephine Butler attack all licensed brothels.

Connected in the same struggle have been individual
campaigns for reform of specific injustices and inequalities.
When afcer the war some former suffrage workers asked
why it was still necessary for women to organise, the
answer came from societies such as the Six Point Group,
the National Union of Societies for Equal Citizenship,
and the Nadonal Council for the Unmarried Mother and
her Child, chat the law still regarded too lightly the human
personality when its sex was female. In 1919 a new agita-
tion began for tightening up the laws conceming offences
against children, resulting in 1922 in the Criminal Law
Amendment Act, passed through the House of Commons
at two o’clock in the moming, after a vain attempt to
“ralk it out” as irrelevant to public welfare. In 1924 a
Home Office Committee was appointed to inquire into
Sexual Offences against Young Persons. Its recommenda-
tions have not yet been made law, though in December,
1931, the violation and murder of a London girl of ten,
Vera Page, startled the public conscience and led to the
appointment of a committee by thirteen voluntary
organisations to consider the further strengthening of the
law and administration.

It was the knowledge that the death-rate among illegiti-
mate children doubled that of those born in wedlock, as
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much as the injustice done to unmarried mothers, which
led to the various attempts made to improve their position.
In 1872 a law was passed in England, making a father
liable to contribute $s. 2 week to maintain his illegitimate
child. In 1918 the Affiliation Orders (Increase of Maximum
Payment) Act raiscd the sum to 10s.; the Legitimacy Act
of 1927 legitimised a child if its parents subsequently
married, netther being married to other Scrsons at the time
of its conception. Since then a Bastardy Bill introduced
by Lord Astor has proposed further alleviation of the
unmarried mother’s position. The further amendment of
the Divorce Laws followed the same principle of equality
between the sexes—the idea behind all these reforms being
that morality is not secured by terrorism, and that ics
surest safeguard is the treatment of women as equal and
adult human beings.

The more recent campaign in Europe and America,
associated with the names of Mrs. Margaret Sanger, Dr.
Marie Stopes, Councillor Margaret Ashton, and M.
How Martyn, for scientific improvement of contraceptive
methods, and public provision of facilities for their proper
use, is equally part of the same process. The nineteenth
century preached the sanctity of motherhood, but with-
held from women crippled by over-frequent pregnancies,
the knowledge which would enable them to produce
healthy children at calculable intervals. It preached wifely
submission, even if its fruits might be economic or physical
catastrophe.  Better risk death and the consequent ills
which befall a motherless family, than withhold from a
husband his conjugal rights or take measures to render them
mnocuous. Out of the primeval twilight of racial memory,
we preserved the consciousness that sex is a perilous power,
and that women possess fierce magic, dangerous to men
and yet essential to their comfort; in return Nature has
burdened women with the unadjustable, unpredictable
accident of pregnancy. To change a gamble with fortune
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into a deliberate act subject to human will threatened 2
drastic upheaval of age-old expectation. If women were
no longer subject to that instability, thar dependence upon
drcumstance, which might at any moment visit them in
the helplessness of late pregnancy and childbirth, the
could plan their lives and calculate possibilities wi
assurance equal to that of their male colleagues, and yet not
buy this freedom with celibacy. The whole nature of
women's attitude towards life, their place in society, their
capacity and self-confidence could be changed. Instcad of
waiting upon time and tide and the rhythm of kife’s creative
current; instead of accepting meekly the reiterated annun-
ciation—"‘Behold the handmaid of the Lord; be ir unto
me according to thy word’—they could challenge chance
and circumstance, fortune and misfortune, ay well as any
other human creature. Their mood might change from
passive to active participation in life.

It is impossible to over-emphasise the psychological
importance of this movement. It is still in its infancy.
Only a few women in a few countries to-day under-
stand and practise birth-control. Methods are not
infallible. It casts an odd reflecion upon masculine
tradition that, though the contraceptive methods practised
by tnen are simpler, cheaper and safer, it is for the instruc-
tion of women that clinics must be founded.

In this country the Ministry of Health has given permis-
sion for local authorities to set up clinics where information
can be given to married women; but it remains the choice
of the authorities whether they will do so. In Russia
information is available; but contraceptives are so scarce
that the more drastic remedy of abordon is frequentdy
adopted. In Sweden, Norway and Denmark clinics are
permitted and a certain number have been established. In
Spain the practice or teaching of contraceptive methods
are permitted by law since ic revolution, but actually
little has been done. In many other countries, such as
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France, Italy and Ireland the teaching of contraceptive
methods is still a penal offence. The Catholic tradidon
exercises a formidable counter-influence.

Yet the organisations conducting this campaign are,
consciously or unconsciously, fighting the battle of the
equal moral standard. They are making possible the
independent and self-confident facing of the future by
women who have hitherto been pawns of destiny—happy
pawns most often, unaware of the inconvenience of their
position, sometimes indeed enjoying its uncertaintes; but
pawns, nevertheless. They ate taking part in a revolution
of which the fruits will be ethical and psychological as
well as biological and economic; but the full nature of
which we can stll only prophesy by hazard.

The Right to Work

The Marxian doctrine of the economic interpretation of
history may go too far; but it was not Lenin, it was
Josephine Butler, who declared that “Economics lie at the
very root of practical morality.” The vindication of per-
sonality claimed by women during the past hundred and ;
fifey years would have remained purely academic had they
secured no increase of economic independence, When
Caroline Norton asserted her innocence of the “criminal
conversatons” alleged againse her by her husband, her
sole means of support were her rather precarious literary
earnings; yet she was not legally entitled even to these.
A less spirited woman with less influential friends, would
have been completely helpless before a system of law which
denied her every right of citizenship and property. In
similar circumstances other deserted wives were driven
to a domestic service little removed from economic slavery,
or to the prostitution which involved temporal if not
eternal damnation.

Before the industrial revolution women had their secure
if subordinate part in the economic life of the country.
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As wives, they had the wide range of domestic industry;
unmarried, they took part in the varied activities of house-
hold, farm or home manufacture. It is true thar their
industrial prestige had dwindled since the Middle Ages
when as members of crafts guilds they had a place in the
organisation of industry; that under Queen Elizabeth’s
Act of 1562 female paupers could be compelled to enter
domestic service under threat of imprisonment; that the
growing complexity of processes and division of labour
were, from the seventeenth century onwards, removing
the old crafts of spinning, weaving, leather—curing, and
brewing from the home to the specialist’s workshop; that
the middle-class woman was learning to ape the parasitism
of theleisured lady ; but not untl the nineteenth century did
woman's place in the economic life of this, or indeed any
other, nation become the problem thatic has been everssince.

The claim of the right to work was a cdlaim to something
more fundamental than the chance of earning an indepen-
dent income. Society had never denied the biological
utility of woman; hitherto it had scen no reason to deny
her economic utility as a producer. But now the forces
that urged the claim to recognised citizenship and to wider
education were prompting the more intellectually alert and
ambitious women to demand opportunity for the full
exercise of their powers. Women wanted to be doctors,
lawyers and administrators, as well as teachers, actresses
and novelists. The restricted field hitherto open to them
was not wide enough. Queen’s College, founded for the
training of governesses, reared also the tempestuous and
indomitable Sophia Jex Blake, whose courageous sicge of
the fortresses of Edinburgh and London opened the medical
profession to women in England. In 1870 the London
School of Medicine for Women was founded. Florence
Nightingale had already reorganised the nursing profession.
Cornelia Sorabji, fifteen years later, was the first woman
to be admitted to the Oxford law examinations. By 1911
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Olive Shreiner was zble to speak for her generation in
Woman and Labour, as Mary Wollstonecraft a2 hundred
years earlier, had spoken for hers. But Olive Shreiner’s
plea was not a cry for “rights,” it was a demand for
opportunities. “We take all Jabour for our province!
From the judge’s seat to the legislator’s chair; from the
statesman’s closet to the merchant's office; from the
chemist’s laboratory to the astronomet’s tower, there is
no part or form of toil for which it is not our intention to
attempt to fit ourselves; and there is no closed door we do
not intend to force open ; and there is no fruit in the garden
of knowledge it is not our determination to eat.”

The process of women’s entry into new forms of
economic activity was temporarily accelerated by the
war of 1914-1918. Then, owing to shortage of male
Iabour, women became engineers, registrars, and bankers;
they punched tram tickets, entered the police force, ran
racing-studs, and practised veterinary surgery. In 1919 the
Sex Disqualification (Removal) Act was intended to clear
away all remaining artificial barriers berween women and
their complete occupational freedom. The feminists and
professional women had no doubt what they wanted—
freedom to qualify themselves, equal opportunities with
men, 2 fair field and no favour. The arguments in favour of
identical examinations for both sexes urged by Miss Davies
and her contemporaries were repeated by the spokesmen
of organised professional women in the twendeth century.

But the whole movement was not straightforward nor
simple. Professional women might know clearly enough
what they wanted. The lecturer’s desk, the astronomer’s
observatory, the surgeon’s operating-table are places where
men and women alike, if their tastes incline them that way,
desire to stand. Provided that an income is forthcoming
from somewhere, the work has fascination enough to
attract experts to perform it without hope of payment;
Just as artists will paint pictures and violinists play sonatas,
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for love of their craft. All that the women wanted was to
be allowed to work as much, as well, and as effectively as
thev could.

But the case of the industrial woman was rather different.
There are women as well as men to-day who enjoy their
hours in mill or laundry. The skilled worker takes pf::asurc
in his job. The clean modern buildings, the sense of com-
radeship, the respite from bickering, overcrowding and
discomfort which are too frequently the dominating
experiences of the “home”—the sense of earning money,
the independence, the chance of promotion—all these have
made some women relish with gusto even monotonous
factory labour. In Memoirs of the Unemployed published in
1934, a skilled “perm-winder” in the weaving-department
of an artificial sﬂi factory calls hers “a grand job.” Unem-
ployed, after nine years there, she declared. “T hate this
nothing-to-do. Iam a strong woman and [ can keep this
little house clean with two hours’ work a day. Iliked having
my work at the factory, although it meant eleven hours
away from home every day and five on Saturday, and
doing the cooking, washing, and sewing for the week on
Saturday afternoon and Sunday. But I liked doing it, and
I worked hard for the regular 30s.” She was a marned
woman with six children, deserted ten years previously by
her husband. Her sturdy independence and enjoyment of
life are charactenistic of the north-country texule-workers.
In the modem factories of Bournville, York, Welwyn, and
other centres of improved equipment and modernised
methods, there are many such women employees who
really find satisfaction in their work comparable to the
satisfaction of the professional and business woman.

But there are, of course, still far too many wretchedly
paid and organised trades. The tailoresses of East London
who at the opening of 1934 were on stnke in Bethnal
Green, the cgessmakers’ apprentices, ‘‘polishers,” and
“finishers,” all the low-grade ranks of semi-skilled and
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unskilled labour have been lile affected by modemn
methods of hygiene, labour-saving and welfare ; though
even their conditions have been slightly alleviated by the
Trade Boards, Shops Acts and Factory Acts,

At the end of the eighteenth century, however, when the
factory system was first instituted, there could be little
pleasure or pride in industrial work.

Dominated by the laissez-faire theories of the Manchester
School, employers saw nothing antisocial in the practice
of buying labour in the cheapest market. Pauper children
from the poor-law institutions were best of all; but when
the supply of small half-starved boys and girls proved
unobtainable or inadequate, women were the next best
substitutes.

Such women did not enter industry for choice ; they were
driven in as an alternadive to starvation for themselves and
their families. Often they could obtain employment when
there was none for their fathers and husbands. Labour was
unregulated, workers’ organisation forbidden, wages as
low as competition could force them.

In such circumstances women were paid less than men.
A Government report of 1834 gives the maximum wages
in the Lancashire cotton industry as 22s. 84d. for men, and
9s. 81d. for women. Thart ratio was customary and con-
sidered to be perfectly proper.

The reasons justifying this were traditional. Women’s
economic position was less secure than men’s. It was
presumed, often inaccurately, that they had no families to
support. [t was argued that owing to marriage and preg-
nancy their work was less regular and reliable; their
muscular strength was gencrally less, though with the
growing use of machinery this distinction became of
decreasing importance, until the Report of the Women'’s
Employment Committee of 1919 stated : “The progress of
scientific equipment is fast replacing strength by dextcn;ﬁr.
Women's future industrial kingdom, therefore, is hardly
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limited by her weaker muscles, for this is a boundary which
is disappearing.” The same committec also observed
the superioriry of the masculine hand and brain for indus-
trial processes to be largely a matter of training.

But a hundred years ago women had small chance to
prove their natural capacity. The factories themselves were
litde hells of discomfort. In their opposition to the Factory
Acts the proprietors of linen mills protested that it was good
for women to work in an atmosphere of 120 to 140 degrees;
but John Roebuck, M.P., in 1838 described to his wife a
Scottish cotton mill in which women, “young, all of them,
some large with child . . . were obliged to stand twelve
hours each day. . . . The heat was excessive in some of
the rooms, the stink pestiferous, and in all an atmosphere
of cotton flue. [ nearly fainted.”” After twelve or even
fourteen hours spent thus, the workers retumed to their
crowded hovels and tenements of industrial slums, without
water supply, lighting, headng or sanitation, where there
were neither taps, nor sinks nor drainage. Small wonder
that their health was exhausted, carrying the double burden
of domestic and industrial labour against such handicaps.

Therefore from the beginning of the factory system,
women's work was considered, and often was, inferior to
that of men; their health was worse ; their temperament
more docile. Generadons of submission lay behind them,
and generations of maternal responsibility. Though in a
sermon of 1853 the Reverend Charles Gutch of Leeds spoke
of the “vice and profaneness, the unchecked profligacy, the
unblushing wickedness” of the workpeople in a certain
mill, and considered the appalling agony following an
explosion a fitting recompense for iniquity, for the most
part the women worked to keep their children. An
inspector’s report of 1844 declared: A vast majority of
the persons employed at night and for long hours during
the day are females. Their labour is cheaper and they are
more easily induced to undergo severe bodily fatigue than
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men, either from the praiseworthy motive of gaining
additional support for their families or from the folly of
satisfying a love of dress.”

Thetefore, from their entry into industry, women were
compulsory blacklegs, and the men of 1834 liked being
displaced from their jobs no more than the men of 1934.
In more than one town there were riots against female
labour. One working man suggested complaining to the
Prince Consort. A gentleman called W. R. Grey wrote a
serious essay called Why are Women Redundant: In 1841
a deputation of working men petitioned Mr. Gladstone
for “the gradual withdrawal of all females from the
factories,” maintaining that “home, its cares and its
employments, is woman’s true sphere.” Owing to the
expansion of empire following the Napoleonic Wars and
the subsequent large-scale emigradon of colonists, the
excess of women over men in the population was almost as
noticeable as it is to-day. Even when the women had dis-
placed no men, the large numbers of them hurrying to the
mills in the early morning, swinging five abreast, arm in
arm, down the narrow streets on a Saturday evening, dis-
playing their best bonnets for chapel on a2 Sunday, all
created the illusion that England was full of wage-earning
women taking the bread from the mouths of honest men.

Therefore over industrial employment, men and women
appeared to be driven into competition as they had never
been before, and 2 very natural masculine reaction was to
attempt the restriction of women’s field of employment
and reduction of their competidve powers wherever
possible.

But this is not all. The conditions of industrial labour in
those early days were appalling. In spite of the natural
callousness of man confronted by conditions which he
thinks inevitable, and which are justified by economic
theories considered incontestable, there were men and
women whose social conscience could not tolerate the
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spectacle of social misery, the stunted child workers, the
wretched dwellings, the squalor and indecency revealed in
such documents as the 1842 Report on Mines and Collieries,
when women and children (as the cheapest and most
docile form of labour} were described as dPIagging trucks
of coal, harnessed like dogs by a chain and girdle, through
underground passages in which they had to creep on
hands and knees, half naked, filthy and exhausted. They
felr that something must be done, yet they were deterred
by the laissez-faire theorists of the Manchester School,
who were shocked by any suggestion of interference
with the frec play of labour demand and supply, and
prophesied disastrous results from any attempt to regulate
the free agency of adult employees. It was during the
battles between pity and poverty, theory and sentiment,
fought round the Factory Acts during the first half of
the nineteenth century, chat the ingenious solutdon was
discovered, of reckoning women as non-adult and classify-
ing them in a special category with children and growing
persons.

This soludon has dominated all subsequent industrial
legislation, affected the entire position of women’s employ-
ment, and led to one of the most bitter economic con-
troversies of the twentieth century—the quarrel over
Restrictive Legislation.

In 1802 Sir Robert Peel brought in the first of all
Factory Acts, “The Health and Morals of Apprentices
Bill” concerned entirely with children. But when in 1844
the hours of work for young persons were limited to
twelve, women were also included. Women, with chil-
dren, were prohibited from underground work in mines.
When, in 1901 previous factory legislation was con-
solidated, the Home Secretary was empowered to make
regulations concerning dangerous trades, most of which
applied to women and children; women’s hours were
specially limited; their night-work was curtailed. Since
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then, further English laws of 1907, 1909, 1916, 1920 and 1926
have subjected women'’s labour, with that of adolescents,
to restrictions which do not apply to men. Women, not
men, are “protected’’ by these laws, may not with certain
exceptions work on Sundays or during the night; women
have specially limited overtime; women must take their
meals simultaneously, have seats provided for them, and
not remain in the factory during meal-times. Under
the Factory and Workshops Act of 1910 they are
prevented from following certain occupations. They may
not cast brass, manipulate lead colour, use paint con-
taining white lead, nor be employed as glost-placers
in potteries. In many industries and a large number of
professions, including teaching and the Civil Service, the
majority of women are compelled to resign their posts on
marriage.

When the International Labour Organisadon was
founded by the Treaty of Vemailles “the protection of
children, young persons and women” was specially men-
tioned in the list of objects recorded in its preamble. Its
first annual conference drew up conventions concerning
women’s employment before and after childbirth, during
the night and in unhealthy processes, and many countries
have followed this demarcaton. On the other hand,
nations with highly civilised labour conditions have
rejected it. Denmark has laws regulating women’s indus-
trial work before and after childbirth; but the proposal
to ratify the Geneva Night Work Convention was opposed
by women, and the Eight-Hour Day regulations apply to
both sexes. Holland which had special restrictive laws for
women till 1919 abolished the distinction between the
sexes then, by making them apply to men as well. Iceland,
Norway and Spain have special provisions only for mater-
nity, and after constant agitation by women's organisations
the International Labour Office is being persuaded to re-
cousider the terms of its Night Work Convention.
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If women have special treatment under the laws, they
are also handicapped by trade union regulations. Worse
paid, worse organised, obstructed by domestic respon-
sibilities, by prejudice against “those go-to-meetings~
women’ as ofic witness put it, and by their own frequent
belief that employment was merely a stop-ga;‘p unti]
marriage, they have been in a weaker position for bar-
gaining than men. Paid at lower rates, they could only
make smaller contributions to the union funds. Con-
sequently it is not surprising that they have from the begin-
ning played a subordinate part in trade union organisation,
that they are frequently sﬁut out from membership, and
often excluded from well~paid and highly-skilled processes.
In this country they are forbidden to smelt metal by the
Iron and Steel Trades Confederation. The Amalgamared
Associatton of Beamers, Twisters and Drawers-int will not
allow them to take part in those occupations.: They may
not enter the Amalgamated Cotton Spinners Association as
spinners, though they may become “picrcers’ or assistants.
They arc excluded from certain grades of high-class
tailoring, cutting, printing and book-binding.

From the 1830’s 6l this day there are people who
declare that women need, for their own welfare, these
special restrictions, The humanitarians, moved by the
sight of woman’s suffering, the sentimentalists who regard
her chiefly as a potential mother, the male trade unionists,
jealous of their own standards, and certain sections of
women themselves, such as the Standing Joint Committee
of Industrial Women'’s Organisations, which, in spite of
the middle~class origin of its most articalace members,
claims to represent the organised opinion of working
women, maintain that differendal sex legislaion has not
harmed women, that, for instance, in the textile industries
of Lancashire, the most highly skilled and highly paid
women themselves demand it, that women caught berween
starvation and oppression cannot be reached as free agents,
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and that after conditions have been alleviated for women,
the improvements are extended to men.

But from the middle of the last century this opinion
has been contested. When the Short Hours Bill of 1872
was introduced women took no part in the agiration and
suffrage leaders protested against unequal restrictions
based upon sex difference. The Women's Trade Union
League of 1877 founded largely through the enterprise of
Emma Patterson, stood for the equal treatment of men
and women and urged women to organise in their own
trade unions. When in 1882 a Bill was introduced pro-
hibiting girls under fourteen from acting as blacksmmths,
the Women’s Trade Union League asked that the restric-
tions should apply to boys as well. Six years later, Clemen-
tina Black, of the Women's Trades Council, proposed at
the Trades Union Council that “where women do the
same work 3s men, they shall receive equal pay,” and her
seconder, Mrs. Juggins of the Midland Trades Federation,
said that nothing but equal pay could help the women.
The 1885 Coal Mines Regulation (Amendment) Act,
started the now notable controversy about the Pit-brow
lassies, some of whom marched proudly to Westminster to
demonstrate their physical ability. But not undl the
twentieth century did the controversy reach its climax
when, round the abortive Factory Bill of 1924, the whole
issue of differential versus equal regulation for male and
fernale labour agitated the Press, gave birth to new national
and international organisations, tore one celebrated society
from end to end, and cleft a deep division between
“protectionists” and “cqualitarians.”

For the equalitarians believed that special regulation,
advocated as privilege became disability. They saw that
women’s pay remained sometimes half, sometimes two-
thirds the rate of men’s. The Trade Boards standardised
wages at the weekly rate of 48s. 10d. for men and 27s. 6d.
for women. The Burnham Scale fixed women’s rates at
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four-fifths that of men. They believed that special
“privileges” for women, such as the prohibition of night
work, or the clause of the 1926 Factory Bill forbidding
women to clean machinery in motion, tended to debase
the rate of wages still lower, by making women’s labour
more expensive,

They saw too that the differential rules still further
restricted the possible fields of women’s employment.
After the Geneva Night-Work Convention had been
passed, women electrical engineers protested that a
promising career was cut short for female supervisors, since
electricity is naturally needed most at night. From the
Home Office report of 1919 it was clear thar many processes
in flour-milling, sugar-refining, gas-manufacture, paint
. works, and light leather works where women during the
war had worked satisfactorily, were closed to them owing
to regulations forbidding work at night or on Sundays.

It was Mrs. Emma Patterson who pointed out also that
special regulations made the organisation of women
workers even more difficult than it would have been other-
wise, and that it limited opportunities for their industrial
fraimng.

The equalitarians claimed that the classification with
young persons did no good to the general body of workers
either. So far as children and young persons were con-
cernied, the further their interests were separated from those
of adulc workers, the better. Children s}inould be regarded
as future citizens rather than as wage-eamners. They
claimed too that the special “protection” of women, in
the end did little service to male workers. The original
hope of some reformers was that regulations applied first
to women should subsequently be extended to men. But
undl 1891 no “interference’” with male adult labour was
attempted, and afterwards the exclusion of women from
certain dangerous processes frequently has been made an
excuse for delaying further amelioradon. This was
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csEz:ninly true of the lead paint controversy of 1926,
when, without any proof that lead poisoning chiefly
affected women (indeed, as 2 racial poison, plumbism is
probably more often transmitted through fathers) both
internationally at Geneva and then nationally in the various
member states, instead of insisting on the more costly
substitutes for white lead in certain processes, the employers
and governments satisfied their consciences by excluding
women from employment in them, and letting the men
retnain,

“It is true that there was full and unreserved recognition,”
wrote N. A. Mess in Factory Legislation and its Adminis-
tration, “‘of the fact that men need to be protected as well
as women. The Factory Acts and the regulations under
them ought to be scrutinised to see where men lack pro-
tection given to women, and, unless there is some very
good reason, the protection should be extended to them
also. Has not a man eyes: Has not a man a nose2 Has not
a man feet2 If the workshop is badly ventilated, will pot
his health be impaired: Is it good for him to be unneces-
sarily wet or cold? Does he not need rest and holidays:”

In her Minority Report of the War Cabinet Committee
on the Employment of Women in 1919, Mrs. Sidney
Webb stated : “There is no more reason for such occupa-
tional or standard rates being made to differ according to
the workers’ sex than according to their race, creed, height
or weighe.”

It has been also felt that the “not quite adult” status of
industrial women affects the entire position of women in
society. It perpetuates the notion that they are not quite
persons ; that they are not able to look after themselves; to
secure their own interests, to judge whether they are fit or
unfit to continue employment after marriage, to enter
certain trades, or to assume equal responsibility with men
in the state. It fosters the popular fallfacy that women are
the weaker sex, physically and mentally, by encouraging
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the low standard of life which ensures such weakness.
There is nothing like malnutrition for producing the
traditional “feminine” delicacy, nor like anzmia for
securing that irresponsibility, instability and subservience
which are the reputed characteristics of women in low-paid
industries. Further, the equalitarians have observed that
it was only in well-paid processes, where women came
into compertition with men, that restrictions have been
thought desirable. Charwomen have no statutory hours
for meal times. There is no prohibition of night work for
domestc servants. Nurses may life heavy weights, and
working mothers continue coal-carrying and floor-
scrubbing through pregnancy till the first pangs of labour,
and resume them as soon as they can put a foot to the
ground.

So there has been constant and recurrent opposition to
the artificial restriction of women’s labour. National and
international societies have been founded to carry on the
struggle, The Open Door International and the Equal
Rights International are symptomatic of the tendency both
of legislarion and its critics to spread across the frontiers of
states and continents. The organisation of women teachers
and women doctors to uphold equalitarian principles
demonstrates the final solidarity of professional with
industrial women. But stll, in 1934, with the best inten-
tions in the world, public authorites dismiss married
women employees upon marriage ; factorics exclude them
from special processes ; unequal pay is given for equal work.
Sdll in the sacred names of motherhood and chivalry,
women are obstructed in_cheir attempt to carn a living
wage; and still, because of their lower pay, they undercut
men, lower wage rates, and act as unwilling black-legs
throughout industry.

The righe to work is not yet fully vindicated; but. by
1933 women had at least entered into a larger variety of
occupations than seemed possible even thirty-three years
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carlier. Diplomacy and the Church are nominally both
cdosed to English women; yet Russia, Spain, Norway,
America and Bulgaria have opened their diplomatic ser-
vices to women ; the present Lady Muir, as Mlle. Stancioff,
entered the Bulgartan Diplomatic Service, and was
appointed to the Bulgarian Legadon at Washington.
Without official tide, Miss Gertrude Bell, as Temporary
Assistant Polidcal Officer, acted as chief British representa-
tive in Iraq during the Great War. On July 15th, 1933, the
first conference of the United Methodist Churches carried
a resolution ““That the existing ministries of women which
involve a dedication of life service already approved by
the conference shall be united and abscribed into a new
order of Women's Ministry.” Women may not yet be
stockbrokers. In the summer of 1933 a London stock-
broker, commenting upon a Bradford woman's desire to
join her local Stock Exchange, said, “There is not the
slightest chance of their ever being admitted to the floor
because stock-broking is regarded as an unsuitable pro-
fession for women.” “Ever’ is a long way. On the other
hand there are women engineers, huntsmen and aviators.
A woman, Mrs. Hamilton, is director of the Bridsh Broad-
casting Corporation, though the first attempt to employ a
women announcer was soon abandoned. A woman holds
the post of Inspector of University Lodgings at Cam-
bridge. 77,000 women are employed in the Civil Service.
In 1933 four women detectives were appointed full mem-
bers of the Criminal Investigation Department at Scotland
Yard. Since the War, women policemen in their blue
uniforms have been a familiar sight down city streets. A
woman chemist is Assistant Analyst to the Corporation of
Barrow-in-Furness. At Liverpool University a woman has
been appointed Honorary Lecturer in Oceanography. For
the first time, in 1933 a woman qualified as weaving
manageress in an English cotton mill.

The position is stll confused, subject to local variations,
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complicated by sentiment, prejudice and tradition. But
it becomes increasingly obvious that under a mechanical
civilisation when muscular superiority is no longer of
primary importance, there is almost no work which a
woman cannot do if she wishes and if she is allowed.

The Right to Property

The right to earn is by no means the same thing as the
right to wealth, In an ideal community the ownership of
considerable property would not be an exceptional
privilege. The case for equalisation of incomes, however
practically difficult, is from the hedenistc point of view
unanswerable. But the world in which, during the past
century and a half, women have attempted to vindicate
their humanity, has displayed few signs of that Platonic
communism which would make varations of income
unimportant.

In that world, wealth means power, and women have
been poor. Of course there have been exceptions. Miss
Angela Burdert, born in 1814 and admirably brought up
according to nineteenth-century standards of excellence,
inherited the great Coutts fortune from a step-grand-
mother. The Married Women's Property Acts had not
been passed in those days, and Miss Burdett refused the
numerous proposals cast at the feet of the richest heiress in
Europe, conducted her own immense organisation of
philanthropy, and became, in 1871, Baroness Burdetr
Coutts of Highgate and Brookfield, “one of the very few
examples,” o%servcs Mrs. Ray Strachey in The Cause, “of
a peerage bestowed on a woman for any other service
than that of being mistress to a king.”” Before her there had
been wealthy widows and princesses; after her there were
to be the daughters of rich men, the singers and cinema
stars to whom public infatuation brought fantastic for-
tunes, and the slowly increasing number of business and
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professional women whose earnings raised them from the
stage of competence to power.

But for the most part women were and are poor.
Individually, few of them possess or control large fortunes.
It may be that they actually spend more money upon them-
selves than men. The furs, the jewels, the orchids, the
sumptuously furnished flats, the beauty treatments advertised
in the smooth, glossy pages of luxury magazines have
been designed to tempt the appetites of women. The sable
standard of conspicuous consumption is theirs. But the
money spent upon perfumes and entertainments and
yachts and houseparties usually comes from husbands and
fathers who seck, through their women, to assert their
expenditure-prestige upon an imprmsionablc world. The
expenditure may Ee the woman’s, but the kingdom, the
power and the glory which it buys, are masculine
privileges.

The woman who sets out to earn her own living is sull
expected to content herself with a modest £250 a year.
Her expenses, after all, need not be great. The advertised
“flatlets for professional women,” residential clubs and
hostels, are modest places, where supper eggs may be
boiled over gas-rings and friends entertained at night to
innocuous cups of cocoa. A happy legend exists that a
woman has no dependents and therefore requites a lower
salary than men who have families to keep. The con-
tinued proofs by closer analysis that this is an illusion have
hardly altered the widespread conviction in the public
mind. Since the War several surveys have been taken, one
by Professor Bowley of the London School of Economics,
who examined one-tenth of the working-class households
in five typical industrial towns, and supplemented this by
investigating one-fifth of the census sheets of seven other
towns and boroughs, and found that of the male workers
over twenty, 27 per cent. were bachelors or widowers
without dependent children, 24 per cent. married and with-
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out dependent children under fourteen ; while the evidence
given before the Royal Commission on the Civil Service,
and included by Miss Helena Normanton in her book,
Sex Differentiation in Salary, states that among women with
over 7 years' service, 37 pet cent. had dependents, among
women with over 10 years' service 41 per cent., while
among older women with 15 years’ service, 43 per cent.
had dependents, and of those who had worked over 20
years, 84 per cent.

A second contributing cause to low payment is the idea,
often transformed inco a fact by the msistence of private
employers and local authorities, that every woman will
resign her work on marriage. “‘A small wage, some leisure
and more freedom,” wrote Sir Charles Cheers Wakefield
in an immensely popular book On Leaving School, “is all
that a young, intelligent and, above all, an attractive-
looking girl demands from her job; the rest she hopes to
be supplied a few years later by 2 generous husband.”

There are a few profcssions, the stage, joumalism, the
law and certain branches of medicine where men and
women receive equal pay for equal work, though in all
but the first, opportunities are still by no means equal.
When in 1933 a woman doctor died leaving an estate
valued at £ 70,000, her fortune made a front-page news
itern in the national Press for several days. Most self-
supporting women still wear what Vera Brittain has
wittily called “The Five Pound Look,” the dodile appear-
ance of the creature content to remain in an ancillary
position, and at best to take down dictated letters from the
head of the firm instead of taking them from the assistant
accountant in the back office.

What is true of individual incomes is equally true of
national expenditure. It is not merely that when employed
by the state women are paid less—even in the Civil Service
where a Government pledge to the contrary has been made
and hitherto consistently broken—but as a natural corollary
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it has followed that in budgeting for national expenditure,
the estimates for those interests traditomaily supposed
specially to concern women should become minor items.
It is 2 circle which, if not vicious in intention, becomes so
in effect. For instance women, receiving lower wages
than men, contribute less to public funds—r1s. 1d. com-
pared with 1s. 6d. weekly towards unemployment in-
surance; hence the benefits received are in the ratio of
15s. to 12s. {and 10s. for married women) in cases of sick-
ness; 15s. 3d. to 13s. 6d. in case of uncmployment, Nor,
under such a standard of values, is it surprising that the
national expenditure in this country dunng 1920-30 on
maternity and child welfare should be less than the amount
spent upon the singularly useless sugar-beet subsidy, less by
£,200,000 than the Road Fund, less than the esimate set
down for “Army Works Buildings and Lands.”

Women then, as individuals and as a sex, ate poor. And
their poverty has odd incidental effects upon themselves
and upon their whole position. To be poor in a society
founded upon private property, means to be insecure, and
insecurity breeds timidity. The traditional characteristics
of the typical governess, her touchiness, her cringing to
authority, her uncertain temper with domestic servants,
her tack of vitality and charm, are as assuredly the symp-
toms of poverey as the traditional good manners of a duke
are symptomatic of a lifetime of inbred self-assurance.
There have been governesses of genius ; there was Charlotte
Brontg ; there have been dukes without affability ; there was
the Victor of Waterloo. But in her enchanting essay
A Room of One’s Own, Virginia Woolf has explained once
and for all how poverty and insecurity breed servility,
breed conventionality, and strangle initiative and vigour
and imaginative enterprise.

Poverty breeds physical as well as psychological weak-
ness. In 1934, when the Nutriion Board of the British
Medical Association has made all too clear thar a large
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percentage of our population in this country is living below
the line of nourishment adequate to maintain body and
mind in proper health, this weakness is not confined
to women alone. But in the sweated industries which sdll
survive in spite of the Trades Boards Acts, in the thousands
of working-class homes just on or below the “poverty
line,” in all the precarious ranks of low-paid unskilled
labour as well as among the unemployed, women’s
physique is undermined by malnutriion. Their blood is
poor; their teeth decay, their muscles grow fabby and
their hearts “lack tone”; they suffer from nerves and
indigestion, from pyorrhoea and insomnia, and neuralgia.
In the homes of the unemployed or underpaid, the mothers
are usually those who fare the worst, snacching a cup of
tea and slice of “bread and marge” while packing the
children off to school, or cutting the husband’s lunch-
time sandwiches. Yet when, during the war, girls under-
took industrial work for which they were well-paid, and,
in spite of a food shortage, were able to feed as they had
never fed before and rarely since, the Home Office
Memorandum on the * Substitution of Women in War
Munition Factories”” was able to report in 1919 that
“women appear to find labouring work healthy and not
too fatiguing.”

The reaction is not only upon individual women. When
groups of women wish to do anything, to build a college,
found a newspaper, or finance a flight round the world,
they are still faced by appalling difficulties. The history of
their struggles for education, for political enfranchisement,
for professional opporcunity all over the world has been
handicapped by poverty. Now and then a great emotional
movement has struck gold out of the stones. When
Florence Nightingale returned from the Crimea, when
Mrs. Pankhurst after 2 hunger-strike appealed for the
W.S.P.U., women sold their jewels, pawneg their watches,
and sacrificed their small luxuries of books, concerts,
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travel or dress, to respond to the appeal. Wives excrted
psychological blackmail over affectionate husbands. The
minority who had wealth offered it.

But for the most part women’s clubs and colleges and
schools are poor enough. This does not only mean that a
professional woman wanting to interview a client can rarely
take him to the Carlton Grill and mellow his attitude to-
wards life by oysters and champagne in the ime-honoured
fashion of masculine diplomacy; it means also that when
a girl goes to college she has fewer chances of a scholar-
ship; that when she leaves she has fewer chances of occupy-
ing an endowed research position, and fewer chances of
finding a benevolent speculator to finance her projected
enterprises.

Even when women have through inheritance received
wealth, so heavily are the scales of tradition weighted
against expenditure upon their own sex that, as likely as
not, they may entirely ignore their opportunity for
serving its intcrests. Whittaker's Almanack provides a
list of “Principle Charicable Bequests of the Year.” From
the 1934 volume it appears that Mrs. Betty May Gray, of
Hurlingham, bequeathing £60,000 to charity, left £7,500
to Toc H, [5,000 for the benefit of ex-sailors, soldiers,
airmen and merchant-men, and 5,000 “for organisations
for training boys to become worthy citizens of a great
Empire.” Mrs. Emily France Jackson, of Carshalton,
sinilatly lefe £40,000 to ex-soldiers and sailors; Miss
Mary Ann Smith of Hove, £3,000 to Miss Weston's
work for soldiers and sailors; Miss Emma May Webb, of
Torquay, £ 1,000 to Harrow School “for a scholarship or
for the sports of the school.” Not a single recognisable
bequest to girls’ public schools or sports or training in
good citizenship, an odd manifestation of sex snobbery.

It is not only while preparing for a career that pove
handicaps. Given a modicum of intelligence, money bre;z
money; capital accumulates; sensible expenditure upon
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secretaries, travel, office equipment, entertaining, maK
rapidly double or treble a professional income. And suc
expenditure gives opportutiity for making those contacts
essential in professional or bosiness life. If the woman
barrister is spending her Saturday afternoons washing
camisoles and answering her letters, instead of sending the
former to a laundry, dictating the latter to a secretary, and
motoring out o glean briefs on Sunningdale golf links—
whose fault is it that her male colleagues collect the
business :

It may not be right that briefs, commissions, offices,
investment tips, honorary fellowships, and cabinet appoint-
ments should be picked up at Juncheons, week-end country
house-partics and club houses; in Russia to-day we are
told it is no longer so—and all the beteer; bur at present
this is how things are done in Europe and America (to say
nothing of India, Africa and Australia as well, so far as such
business is done there at all). It is part of the ironical
injustice of a capitalist system that lucrative deals can be
put through moderately well in a good office, better still
in the dining-room of a first-rate restaurant, best of all
on the deck of a private yacht. And, with notable excep-
tions, the offices de luxe, the running accounts at the
Ritz-Carlton, and the private yachts, do not belong 1o
business or professional women.

Of course things have improved. The battle for the
right to property was in part a battle against certain laws
which prevented women from holding or acquiring
property; in part it was a battle for a larger share of state
expenditure ; most of all, it was a battle against the point
of view which sees little reason why women should require
anrything beyond “a small wage, some leisure and more
freedom.”

The legal reforms were the easiest to achieve because
they were the most definire.

Whenlawsarestrict enough, theybring their own remedy.
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¥t was Barbara Bodichon and her littde group of Langham
Place reformers who first aroused public opinion to the
state of things which led to the passing of the Married
Women's Property Acts. From the 1850 onwards they
had pressed for recognition of the hardship done to women
who supported husband and family upon money which
they earned but might not own. The Bill of 1870 attacked
this evil first—women might keep possession of what they
earned. Everything else still belonged to their husbands.
After that, ic was more difficult than ever to find popular
support for further reform. Petidons might be signed;
the energetic Lydia Becker might organise, but men did
not see why women should not trust their husbands.
Fortunately for the agitators, the tradesmen, constantly
defrauded by the trickery of the law, supported them.
The lawyers, tactfully entertained by Mrs. Jacob Bright,
found the technical problem fascinating. In 1882 the full
Married Women’s Property Bill was passed.

It has been said that this did more for women’s lives than
any extension of the franchise. Actually the two types of
reform react upon cach other. Both meant increase of
power. Both increased self-confidence. Both left a
heritage of anomaly and contradiction.

To-day the laws of property are weighted against hus-
bauds rather than against wives. A wife has no obligation
to support her husband (though under the Means Test her
eamnings may deprive lim of benefit). The husband is
bound by law still to support his wife, to provide a home
for her, and to pay her income tax. The husband is stll
liable for his wife’s “torts”; if she libels a neighbour, or is
convicted of reckless driving or causes an obstruction in
the highway, he must pay the fine. The whole business of
credic is still inconveniently complicated by the relics of
the older system. To-day a wife can pledge her husband’s
credic so long as the tradespeople choose to trust her; the
husband may find himself summoned on several counts,
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owing large sums of money which he has never spent. In
the poorer quarters of industrial towns this often occurs;
imprisonment for debt may follow, and the man, not the
woran, goes to gaol.

Feminist organisations such as the Six Point Group are,
in 1934, attempting to remedy these inequalities. They will
probably succeed. The discriminations against men arise
out of a system which for two millennia proved unjust to
women. If the pendulum has temporarily swung over the
other way, it is only for a moment.

And only in certain cases. The law of 1926 equalised the
rights of inheritance between men and women to intestates’
property ; but landed estates and titles sull go first to the
eldest son, even if there are daughters older than he. A
peeress in her own right, such as the present Countess
Roberts or Viscountess Rhondda, is still a rarity in the
state, and both of these pecrages were given in peculiar
circurnstances for service by the fathers.

The fight for obtaining a full share of the national income
was the latest to begin and is still proceeding. The National
Health Insurance Act of 1911 certainly brought thousands
of women within the scope of state insurance, but they
neither paid equal contributions nor received equal bene-
fits. For the same reasons, unemployment insurance per-
petuated the same inequality. That was perhaps inevitable.
So long as women earn less than men and are paid less,
even for equal work, so long must their contributions to
the common state—whether it be trade union fund, national
insurance or political party subscripion—be smaller, and
their subsequent bencﬁf'zs less.

Bur a different principle has underlain two other move-
ments—the post-war struggle for widows pensions and the
present campaign for some system of family allowances.

Both of these take for granted a social and economic
system, whereby the family is dependent upon the husband
and father, the woman abandons paid employment upon
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¢, and the children do not become self=supporting
until ﬁey have reached adolescence. Actually chis is a
comparatively modern state of affairs. As Elcanor Rath-
bone points out in her Disinherited Family, during the
Middle Ages women worked as producers in the fields
and home. Until the nineteenth century child-labour was
taken for granted. A Statute of 1389 refers to a “child
who has used husbandry dll twelve.” But as the humani-
tarian legisladon and domestic custom of the nineteenth
century drove first children and then a great majority of
married women from the labour market, all became
dependent upon the wage-earning houscholder. One con-
sequence of this was that any accident to him became
catastrophic to the family. A second was that the demand
by women for equal pay has been constantly blocked by
the argument of a man’s dependents. A third consequence
was that when women entered the labour market they did
so under depressed conditions with prejudice against them,
and a fourth that the entire standard of health, comfort
and amenity in the home depended upon the arbitrary
good-will of the male wage-earner.

This complete dependence has been recently modified in
various minor ways. Poor-law administration in this
country has always considered, however grudgingly, the
needs of individuals, not of a phantom family of “mother,
father and three children.” During the war the immense
exodus of bread-winners into the army was facilitated
by the payment of maintenance allowances to the wives and
children. “The rise in the standard of health which followed
this surprised even its official recorders. The various war
pensions schemes were similarly allotted according to the
actual number of dependents, and by the end of the war,
society had grown accustomed to the idea of an income
allocated according to the needs of individuals.

From 1919 to 192§ certain women's organisations
including most of the equalitarian groups, demanded what
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was not strictly an equalitarian measure—the extension to
civilians of the widows’ pension system practised in the
army. Their argument ran that since most women were
withdrawn—by custom or compulsion—from the labour
market upon marriage, they and their children were left
in a desperate plight if their bread-winner died. It was
often impossible to return to skilled employment; the
unskilled ranks of charwomen, button-sttchers, office-
cleaners and the like were already overcrowded; the
children suffered. In 1925 they secured in England a
measure of national contributory pensions for widows of
insured persons.

But there are other schemes which carry the principle
much further. In 1916 a M. Romanet of Grenoble estab-
lished in his factory a system of allocation of payment
according to family needs. In 1921 this was extended to
other firms. To-day “caisses de compensation” are estab-
lished all over France where weekly grants, contributed by
employers and employed alike, are paid according to the
number of each workman’s family dependents. In Europe
the system has been spreading sporadically in Germany,
Belgium, Holland, Austria and Czecho-slovakia. At
Geneva the International Labour Organisaton has adopted
it. In England the London School of Economics and a
few other individual associations are experimenting with it.

Opinion abour the method is hotly contested. In this
country the dignified and authoricative member for the
Combined English Universities, Miss Eleanor Rathbone,
M.P., has been its most strenuous and effective advocate.
But her opponents attack her position from varying angles.
One group declares that to pay women simply for being
housewives and mothers is 10 perpetuate their status of
domestic tutelage, and their classification with children
as dependents. They prefer the system of equal pay, free
competition, and a heavier social emphasis upon paternal
duty. If fathers as well as mothers practised *“parenteraft,”
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they say, the bathing and feeding and shepherding of small
children would not fall so hcavilgy upon the mother. They
point to the Russian example of free clinics and créches,
communal meals and wage-earning mothers, and find this
preferable. The Dutch sacialists, when the scheme was
advocated for their country, argued that it tended, when
practised, to depress wages, and Neo-Malthusians deplore
its probable effect upon population, though in actual
experience allowances do not seem to have encouraged
over-large families.

But so long as the family is as firmly embedded in our
social structure as it is to-day, some such redistribution of
income has great advantages. For the present system is
fair neither to men nor women. The economic legend
whereby every man is supposed to support two or three
children, and every woman none, has the result of reducing
the wages of both. Logically, payment should either be
wholly according to merit or wholly according to need;
to-day it attempts a compromise which does justice to
neither.

So women are not rich, but they are growing richer.
They are not secure, but they have recognised the value of
security, They have, since their enfranchisement, obtained
a slighely larger share of the national income; and some at
least ate devising methods whereby the division may be
more fairly made.

These are generalisations. 1 have considered the history
of the last century-and-a-half in England rather than else-
where, because the movement for emancipation started
here, and has followed much the same lines in most Wes-
tern European countries, in the British Dominions and
in the United States of America. There are local and
individual differences which leave a2 pre-Victorian and a
post-war Georgian family living to-day side by side in
the same boarding-house at the same moment. And never
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in the whole world’s history, so far as we can tell, has a

social movement been without exceptions. ,

To-day we live in an age of transition. The excitement
still aroused by any discussion concerning the merirs, status,
ambicdions, foibles and mistakes of women is in part a
nervous excitement arising out of the emotional entangle-
ment which binds the sexes one towards the other; in
fhart it is an historical excitement having its roots deep in

€ past.

On the very day on which I wrote these paragraphs I
artended a public luncheon organised by the enterprising
young Miss Christine Foyle to celebrate the Jubilee Cele-
brations of Dame Ethel Smyth. Sir Thomas Beecham was
in the Chair, and he made a remarkable and laudatory
speech about Dame Ethel, referring to her as the greatest
living woman and the greatest woman composer of all
time. No other woman musician, he said, came within a
hundred miles of her; and no other, he thoughe, ever
would, He seemed pleased at this, as though it were a
tribute to the peculiar genius of the great musician whom
he praised. But why was he so surez And why was he
pleased: Why is it still considered 2 bad joke or a miracle
to succeed in one of the spheres hitherto largely occupied
by men: Why, in 1934, are women themselves often
the first to repudiate the movements of the past hundred
and fifty years, which have gained for them at least the
foundations of political, economic, educational and moral
equality: What is all the fuss about? To answer these
questions we shall have to examine more closely certain
aspects of our own time and country, regarding them as
fatrly characteristic examples of the inconveniences of
tansiion from one social status to another.



CHAPTER I
THE INCONVENIENCES OF TRANSITION
The Inferiority Complex

N the end, what matters is an attitude of mind.

Last year 2 group of young geological students went
on a scientific expedition across Iceland. As it happened,
the weather was good, fortune favourable, the adventurers
tough, and the journey quite successful. But the party
had certainly risIled hards%ip and not a little danger. On
her return, one of the members, commenting upon the
death of a young airman reported in the press, cried:
“They oughen’c to do such things! It’s not right to run
such risks.” “But it was his job,” she was reminded.
“And you of all people oughtn’t to object to people
running risks for the sake of your job. What about your
own trip to Iceland, and the expedition across Greenland
you are planning:” “Oh, but that's different,” said the
girl. “T'm only 2 woman.”

The story is true. It also seems significant.

That young woman of 1933 was superficially as unlike
her PrCICCCSSOIS of a hundred years ago as any girl could
be. Her hair was cropped, her limbs muscular and sturdy,
her hands, brown and coarsened by grubbing about among
rocks and machinery, considerably less well cared for than
her brother’s. She could drive and repair a car, find her
way across a continent, take with some distinction her
Science Tripos at Cambridge, discuss with some precision
the froblems of the differennal calculus, order a luncheon
{including the correct wines) in a first-class restaurant,
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climb 2 rock-face, and investigate intelligently its geologi-
cal strata. She was, moreover, loyal, modest, intelligent
and ateractive—a highly promising specimen of any
generation. And it was characteristic of her gencration
that her pardcular expression of sex-inferiority should
take the form of secing no reason why she should not risk
her life, but objecting strongly to the same risk by a male
contemporary. “I'm only 2 woman.”

In a household I know, where both husband and wife
are vigorous feminists, both professional people, and the
wife, if anything, a lile more successful and certainly
richer than the husband, the small son recently, while
playing a game, observed, “Now let’s address this parcel
to Mr. and Mrs. Green—or Mr. Green alone will do,
because he’s the most important person.” Asked why
Mr. Green (a wholly imaginary character) should be more
important, the child could not say. He just took it for
granted that, being a man, he would be.

This deeply rooted inferiority-superiority ratio between
girls and boys has more than one explanation.

It is traditional. The picture of the man striding
forward to conquer new worlds and the woman following
wearily behind, a baby in her arms, is imprinted deeply
upon the racial imagination. It colours our half-conscious
phrases, our emotions, the very emphasis with which we
speak and the tones of our voice. Children leamn from
these before they can even distinguish the sense of indivi-
duat words. Boys and girls alike observe from their infancy
that the policeman magnificencly directing the traffic at
the cross-roads is a man; the engine driver is a man; the
prime minister, the sweep, the lamplighter and the King
{a much more exciting nursery character than the Queen)
—all thesc are men. God is 2 man. In countries where
certain deities also may be female, social legend sees that
female divinity does not encourage any human equali-
tarianism.
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Nor is that all. In spite of the provisions of schools
and colleges for girls which are, if less well endowed, at
least in teaching methods equal to those provided for boys,
gitls’ education is still not, in the vast majority of house-
holds, considered as serious an affair as their brothers’.
When economies have to be made, it is the girl who
usually goes to the less expensive school, the boy who must,
at all costs, be given “every chance.”

This is not due to sheer perversity; it stll hangs to a
large extent upon the tradition of the male bread-winner.
Parencs believe that their boy will grow into a family
man, head of a household, provider for female and juvenile
dependents; and that the girl may earna little pocket-money
or talk largely about her independence until she marries
comfortably and “settles down,” prepared to make some
good man happy while he in tumn provides for her.

But supposing that the girl is not withdrawn from the
elementary school at fourteen to “help mind the baby,”
or sent to a cheap private establishment in the locality
while her brother goes on to Winchester or Harrow;
supposing that her parents give her, so far as they are able,
equal educational advantages, what then:

A hundred subte influences haunt the schoolgirl or
university student. She may be as good at intellectual
work as her brother; she may beat him. But she cannot
play football or cricket as he can; she cannot row so well;
she lacks certain of his larger social freedoms. Fathers
often pay willingly their son’s wine bills, in order that the

may learn to carry his drink like a gentleman. I have
yet to meet the parent prepared happily to sign a cheque
in order that his daughter may learn to carry her drink
like a lady. The motor—cycles that snort and thunder
down the Iffley Road, the solemn facetiousness of the
Oxtord Union, the superbly idiotic undergraduare clubs,
such as the Bullingdon——these are the reserve of the male
undergraduate. The young woman lacks their spacious
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ritual. She may despise it. She has herself lictle time or
money to waste upon catchwords and ceremonial. The
pageant and rubric of club life or Masonry ill accord with
the quick decisions and improvisation of the domestic
tradition. But all ceremony, from the consecration of an
archbishop to the toasting of a football captain, has a way
of impressing its uninitiated spectators, and making their
unorganised individualism appear flimsy, jejeune and
anarchical.

And when the examinations have been passed, and the
young man and woman together enter the labour market,
what then: It is not merely that in most industries and
professions the girl is paid less, does less interesting work
and has fewer opportunities for promotion ; all those things
are generally though not universally true. It is much
more that at the top of every—or almost every wee—the
girl sees, not an older woman seated, but a man. The
young L.R.A.M. seeking her first paid job—usually as a
teacher—goes to enjoy herself at the Queen’s Hall and hears
music by Bach, Beethoven, Brahms or Delius, all men,
conducted by a man, played by a male orchestra. There
may be a soprano in pink satin; there may be a lady
harpist. There may be occasional string players modestly
tucked away among their trousered colleagues. The
young law student having caten her last dinner and been
called to the bar may frequent the Courts and devil for a
senior; but the judges, the King's Counsellors, the Lord
Chancellor, the Attorney General, and, as a rule, the
senior for whom she devils, are not women, and ir is
still impossible for many able women even to make a
bare living from the Law. The young probationer, scutt-
ling down the long corridors of the hospital ; the aspirant
to the hotel business counting linen in the basement store-
rooms; the junior reporter encountering upon the stone
stairs of the great newspaper building the Boss of the
concern, and the factory hand watching the proprietor
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of the works drive off to 2 Board meeting—these leaders,
these field~-marshals whose baton she does not, she fecls,
carry in her knapsack, are not women. They are men.
“Their women' are their wives, who sometimes venture
an elegant appearance in office or factory yard. If the
girl is lucky she might meet the genial Dean of the London
School of Medicine, or the proprietor of the Honywood
Hotels Ltd., or the Managing Director of the National
Magazine Company Ltd., or the Vice-Chairman of D.
Davis & Sons Ltd., these she would find, surprisingly
cnough perhaps, to be all of her own sex ; but Lady Barrett,
Lady Honywood, Miss Alice Head and Viscountess
Rhondda are all unusual people. If the modern girl sees
them as portents, forerunners of a great muldtude, she is
safe enough, but if she sees them as isolated and unnatural
phenomena, it is improbable that her ambition will sustain
her courage.

Men are at the tops of all the trees. And a dozen good
reasons exist to convince the girl that this state of affairs
is right and natural. Are not men stronger: Her brother
could throw a cricket ball further, could run faster; her
father can lift heavier weights than her mother; he carries
the trunks downstairs ; he unscrews the tin she cannot shift.
It also often happens that, just as the girl is first facing the
complexities and problems of the adult world, her mother
is going through the physical and nervous discurbances of

e climacteric. 'With some women this creates littde
trouble; but it would be stupid to deny that under present
conditions the majority of women do, from the ages of
about forty-five to fifty, suffer from headaches, indigestion,
low blood-pressure or some other form of disabling if not
crippling disability. The fact that later most of them
regain their second youth, and live to a longer, healthier
and more active old age than their husbands, is a truth
which their daughters, aware chiefly of the domestc
scene below their noses, are tempted to ignore. To most
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young people in their twentics, middle-aged women all too
often appear as physical crocks. And that discourages them.
Another powerful motive for inferiority arises from the
military values which—deny them as we will—dominate
even our own comparatively pacific nation. In cerrain
other countties, they are not denied ac all. It is all very
well to maintain, indicating the poignant evidence of
Testament of Youth, that women in war time suffer equally
with men; that recendy they have played an active part
as Waacs, Wrafs, Wrens, V.A.D.s, motor drvers,
munition workers, or soldiers in the Polish and Russian
Women's Army Corps; that the next war will draw no
line between combatants and civilians. Our reason affirms
these things; emotion, quickened by 2 flag, a drum, a
uniform, speaks otherwise. Pipers playing up the road,
the austere dedicated rapture upon a young man’s face,
the solemn affirmation of a military funeral—rhese ignire
the imagination, and these are masculine moments.
Hero-worship attends the man of action, and for so
many generations the man of action par excellence has been
the soldier. As I write, the most successful music-hall
turn in London is that of Miss Cicely Courtneidge, sur-
rounded by a chorus of guardsmen, on the stage of the
Victoria Palace, singing, “There’s something about a soldier
that is fine, fine, fine!” It is a far cry from that frivoliry
to the superb pageant of the Armistice Day Cenotaph
Service, the Trooping of the Colour, or the muffled drums
of a military funeral, but their combined effect impresses
even those who have intellectually rejected all military
sentiment. There are few of us so immune from mass
suggestion that we can watch unmoved the unselfcon-
scious dedication and discipline of young men marching.
The final sanction of ritual comes from death. That is
why the Church and the Army alone have thac incom-
parable power to sway our imaginations. And Church
and Army are masculine institutions. The solemn drama
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of the Mass is 2 man’s drama, performed by men in
memory of a Man who was God. The slow procession
of a military funeral is a man’s procession, performed by
men in memory of a man who was a servant of his
country.

I hate war. I think military values pernicious. 1 believe
that the world would be healthier if all military pageants
were abolished. Yet I cannot hear a band playing in the
street, or see the kilts of 2 Highland regiment swing to the
march of men, or watch a general ride to review his
regiment, without a life of the hearr and an instinctive
homage of the senses. I am an agnostic, and was reared a
Protestant. But I cannot see the priest move through the
stately motions of the Mass and hear the bell, the Latin
words, the organ music, without an emotional response
of awe and reverence.

And I am sure that millions of women, stirred by
similar feclings, are prepared to adore the dedicated
patriotism of soldiers, and think less of themselves for their
subordinate mission as spectators or congregatdon, and,
thinking less of chemselves, to belittle their own contri-
bution to society. One of the great virtues of the Militant
Suffrage movement was its mastery of the art of ritnal.
Its great processions, its pageants, banners, badges, its
prison umforms, its martyr's funerals, for a brief time
took the place usually held by military or religious cere-
mony in the imagination of those who saw them. In
Russia the Workers’ Processions and pageants in the Red
Square at Moscow are performed by women as well as
men; and in Russia more than anywhere perhaps, women
are losing their inferiority complex.

For, so long as they belitde their contribution to society,
women are apt to leave it to the mercy of every distraction.
Throughout long centuries they have been told that a
woman'’s first and only duty is domestic. It is not possible
in one or two generations to counteract that long tradition.
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The woman doctor, architect or engineer may do her
work effectively, but the illness of a relative or a catastrophe
in the household arrangements throws a double burden
upon her. Husband and wife in 2 home may both be
professional workers; but it is the wife who is expected
to order the meals, superintend the nurseries, arrange the
entertainments and engage the domestic staff, juse as in the
case of industrial employees though both may go to the
factory and the wife’s may be the hardest work, it is she
who is cxpected to prepare the food, clean the house and
mend the children’s clothes in her so~called leisure. While
Carlyle was shutting himself up in his sound-proof room,
and sacrificing his wife to his dyspeptic or creative agonies,
Mrs. Gaskell was writing her novels at the end of a dining-
room table, among a constant whirl of children, servants,
draughts and callers. Carlyle’s achievement, considered
by purely intellectual standards, was the more impressive ;
but the author of Mary Barton and North and South had an
alert intelligence and imagination which, had they been
adequately respected, might have raised her licerary work
from competence to greatness. Intensity of passion is a
constituent part of genius; and it is still true thar unless a
woman is highly egodstical or highly fortunate, her
struggle to obtain freedom from domestc preoccupation
exhausts a major part of her energy before it ever finds its
way near her work. To be sensitive, to be public spirited,
to have imaginative insight into the needs of others, are
qualities which should increase the value of any artist or
administrator ; often, if she happens to be a woman, they
merely impose upon her personal obligadons which, in a
better-organised society, could be acquitted otherwise and
by other, differendy qualified people. ‘
But this tendency to consider everybody else’s interests
mote important than their own is one of the major
expressions of women’s inferiority complex, If they dared
to believe in theit own capacity, if they had learned that
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the price to be paid for achicvement is not merely the
sactifice of oneself, but often the sacrifice of others, their
achievements would appear less mediocre. When a
woman believes enough in her own mission to be ruchless
—a Mrs. Siddons, a Florence Nightingale, a Mrs. Pank-
hurst—then, indeed, something happens. But most women
dread before everything to “cause an upset” or incon-
venience a family; and their work suffers.

I believe that this is one of the most formidable handicaps
confronting women; but every outstanding achievement
by a woman decreases it. When an Amy Johnson breaks
aviation records, when a Madame Curie discovers radium,
an Ethel Smyth composes a2 Mass, a Frances Perkin con-
trols perhaps the most difficult government department in
the American New Deal—then it becomes a trifle harder
for young girls to tell chemselves: “It doesn’t matter.
I'm only a woman.” The possibility of achievement has
been vindicated.

The Chivalry Complex

The inferiority complex is recognisable, vulnerable and
direct. The chivalry complex attacks us in far subtler
ways.

The masculine version rests upon Mr. G. K. Chesterton’s
theory that women are “‘uncrowned queens,” so much
purer, nobler, finer and more sensitive than men that they
should never be allowed to soil their white hands in the
world’s dirty work. During the fight for the vote women
heard appeals to “Ministering Angels,” to “Civilising
Influence,” and “gentler natures” until they were sick of
them. In the name of Noble Maternity they were asked
to tolerate a legal system by which a mother was not the
guardian of her own legitimate child; in the name of
Purity they wete asked to turn a blind eye to the White
Slave traffic, the Contagious Diseases Acts, and the outlawry
of Prostitutes harried by a corrupting penal code. In the
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name of Gentleness they were invited to raise no finger
against a social system which allowed children to be
assaulted, neglected or starved.

That attitude still persists. It is often combined with
an artificial and sentimentalised respect for motherhood.
It is cultivated by the social tradition of Catholic Chris~
tianity and colours the papal encyclicals on social subjects.
Frequently it is combined with an exaggerated idea of
women's physical fragility. In January 1934 Mr. A. J.
Cummings aroused a vehement controversy in the News-
Chronicle by writing a lively attack upon the young men
of the day. Are they flabby? he asked, and replied in the
affirmative. A typical answer was from one correspondent
who accepted the accusation but attributed the blame to
the young women. These, he said, had grown so muscular
and independent that men no longer fgclt called upon to
protect them, so had lost the natural motive for keeping
tit and keen.

Set down in its crude form, the argument is comical
and characteristic. But it goes deep, it dies hard, and few
influences have caused more unhappiness in this period of
transition.

For in part, of course, it is a noble concept. The foot-
sore builder’s labourer who drags himself upright in a
crowded tube to offer his seat to the girl typist is moved
by the same impulse which led neolithic man to guard the
mouth of the cave when his woman suckled her child.
The motive is identical. Muscular unburdened man uses
his strength to protect the woman made vulnerable and
dependent through the obligations of maternity. Bur the
urban conditions of the twentieth century have changed
a once admirable and socially useful impulse into a super-
stition destructive of human happiness. For in the tube the
builder’s labourer is probably already over-tired ; he should
be sicting to rest his varicose veins. The rypist has probably
sat for eight hours or more at her machine; the motions
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of strap-hanging would be beneficial to her arms, legs and
liver. But by social tradition all women (however
virginal, muscular and tough) are potendally pregnant;
all men, however, physically unfit and dired, are muscular
heroes; and the strong must at all costs protect the weak,

The serap-hanging incident is merely one minor absurdiry
of the chivalry complex. It has other and far more
serious social aspects.

In 1934 for reasons I have tried to explain in the previous
chapter, women find jobs more easily than men; they are
cheaper, they are less well organised; their numbers in
industry and the professions are constantly diminished by
the drain of marriage and domestic obligation. Therefore
to-day one frequently encounters a new social pheno-
menon—the successful eaming woman supporting the
uncmployed man. He may be a husband, facher, brother,
friend or lover; he may be an employee or former col-
league. He may simply be a casual acquaintance. But the
effect is almost invariably painful.

There have been rich women and poor men before,
The story of the impecunious youth who successfully
woos and wins the great heiress is as old as the fairy tale
of ““The Princess and the Swineherd.” But those heiresses
were merely the stamp on the cheque handing over their
father’s fortune. Tom Jones might seem to accept money
from his wife; he knew, and she knew and society knew
that he was really taking it from her father, and convention
has never objected to man’s accepting money from his
father-in-law.

But from a woman, he loathes it. The integrity of his
honour is violated. The Count d’Orsay may have per-
mitted Lady Blessington to write her fingers to the bone
to pay his debts; ostensibly the money was always
his and he was going to make a fortune. Some
husbands were content in the early days of the Industrial
Revolution, to live on their wives' camnings; but at least
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the earnings then were legally theirs, and they thought
no more of it than the Nyassaland chief who dozes in the
sun while his wives carry water, grind the corn and cure
the skins for him. These are exceptions.

To-day it is a common enough experience in a rest-
aurant to hear a young man and woman quarrelling over
who shall pay for lunch. “Fve not fallen so low as to
let a woman pay my bill for me,” he grumbles, scowling.
She, aware that she is eaming three, four or more pounds
aweek, while he perhaps is an unemployed remittance man
living with his parents who allow him 2 weekly pound
for pocket money, finally lets him pay in order not to
wound his pride; but she takes care not to put herself in
that position again. Their friendship crumbles. Her
chivalry meets his, and common sense is overridden.

But their dilemma is negligible compared with the
predicament of the professional or business woman in
love with a man poorer than herself. There are men who
will not even kiss a girl in a taxi for which they have not
paid. There are to-day, men and women fitted by every
other circumstance of character and temperament to
marry each other, prevented only by the tradition that the
husband supports the wife. In some cascs they know
well enough that if she marries she will lose her work; in
others his chivalry complex forbids the man to let his
wife pay the housekeeping bills. “I will not be your
gigolo,” cries the lover, desperate between prejudice and
passion. And the woman, aware of her expensive training,
of the obligation which she owes, perhaps, to individuals
and institutions who have made it possible, aware of the
possibilices of usefulness which lie before her, weighs
these against the doubtful chance of making one man
happy on an income already inadequate for his needs
alone—and the marriage does not take place.

If social and traditional pressure were removed, the
difficulty would disappear. Marriage—the private con-
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tract of love and fidelity between two individuals—is a
personal matter concerning them alone. Differences of
means should not affect it. The setting up of a family
is a more social affair and has economic problems; but,
apart from prejudice, there is no reason why a wife as
well as a2 widow should not eam for her children, provided
that society should not, as it does at present, throw one
obstacle after another in the path ofP the wage-eamning
mother,

But the chivalry complex not only violates common
sense; it panders to laziness. After all, the great majority
of people in this world ate not eager, ambitious, con-
scientious, talented, taut with desire to give to sodety
more than they get from it; most people are willing
enough to lie back upon any situation which will provide
a2 comfortable resting place. Women like being “taken
care of’ and “protected”” as much as men. As much—no
more. The most prominent masculine characteristic is
happily not an appetite for a “cushy job and no trouble”;
the most prominent feminine characteristic is not a desire
for “some good man to look after her.,” But there is this
distinction; under the chivalry complex between men
and women, it is still regarded as a virtue in 2 man to
“look after” his wife and daughters; further, it is stll
regarded as 2 virtuc in a woman to submit gracefully to
his protection. Dependence, slightly shameful in a man,
is, under this tradition, pleasing in a2 woman. To-day
any clever woman, even in business or a profession, learns
how to turn on the you're-a—great-big-strong-man-and-I'm-
a-poor - little - weak-helpless- woman - do -look - after-me
manner. If she does not, she is damned as domineering
and uncivil; and the final insult to a woman is to accuse
her of domination.

This being so, there is every psychological temptation
for 2 woman to allow herself to be ““protected and provided
for.” It is not always pleasant to spring out of bed when
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the alarm clock announces half-past seven, to dress hur-
redly, to catch a train into the city, to submit to day-long
imprisonment in factory, shop, office, ot consulting-room,
to conciliate clients, to soothe superiors, to disentangle the
complicated grievances, stupidities and susceptibilities of
subordinates. The vision of leisure, liberty and irres-
ponsibility which sometimes appears to be the lot of the
well-to-do married woman, ensnares the weary or the
unadventurous. To ke still in the big double bedroom
and to struggle no more for contracts or commissions;
to eat meals for which somebody else has willingly paid,
to buy clothes uncarned by desperate battles against the
shyness or fatigue, or the slow-working or inflexible
brain that handicaps one’s professional movements, to
be free to play golf on a Tuesday aftemoon, or to take the
children out picnicking on a Thursday morning, all these
pleasures of leisured matrimony militate against any
universal desire on the part of women to remain econo-
mically independent after marriage.

And when this surrender is not only pleasant but popular,
when it is the only attitude quite satisfactory to the hus-
band’s pride, then indeed chivalry weights the scales. And
then indeed the man unable to “keep” his wife is further
embittered. He is shamed by a breach of tradicion. He is
shamed by the thought that his wife secretly despises him,
that whatever her protests of preference and enjoyment,
she would really like to resign her job and come home
and be supported by him. He blames himself and blames
society and blames her, perhaps, most of all. And then
we are told that “these independent women do not make
a success of marrage.”

Until a new chivalry of equal and independent beings,
one towards the other, is developed, this complex will
continve to trouble the relationships between men and
women of the modern world.
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The Slump Complex

These disadvantages are further accentuated by a group
of reactions which I shall call the *‘slump complex.” They
have. been pardcularly conspicuous during the past five
years, and affect especially those young men and women
who grew into maturity since the Armistice. Their
condition is matural; it is directly artributable to the ar-
cumstances of their epoch, but they are apt to overlook
this and mistake it for an unalterable law of nature ignored
with naive ignorance by their elders.

The effect of the slump upon women’s economic
position is most obvious, not only in the problems of
unemployment among both industrial and professional
women, but still more in the bitterness surrounding the
question of married women’s paid employment, “pin
money” office girls, unorganised casual female factory
labour, and claims to alimony, maintenance and separation
allowances. These are the dilemmas of scarcity. It is here
that the shoe pinches when national purchasing power has
failed to distnbute adequately the products of industry.

During the War, women entered almost every branch
of industry and most of the professions. Even the Diplo-
matic Service, still, when this book is written, closed to
women ({though a committee is inquiring into future
possibilities) was temporarily invaded by the adventurous
Getrude Bell who, under the modest title of Temporary
Assiseant Political Officer, really acted as British represen-
tative in fraq. In transport, engineering, chemicals,
textiles, tailoring and woodwork, women took the places
which, ever since the sorting-out process which followed
the first disorganised scramble of the Industrial Revolution,
?had been reserved to men. They took and they enjoyed
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Then the men returned, and on demobilisation demanded
again the jobs which they had left. The position was not
simple.
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Some of the men had received promises that their work
should be kept for them; but of these, some did not
return.  Some women surrendered their shovels, lathes
and hoes wichour a grievance. Their work had been
“for the duration of the war” and they had no desire
to retain it.

But others thought differently. Women, they told
themselves, had been excluded from the more highly-
skilled and better-paid industrial posts for two or more
generations. They had been told that cerrain processes
were beyond their power. It was a lie. During the war -
they had proved it to be so, by their own skill and effi-
ciency. Why surrender without a word opportuniries
closed to them by fraud and falsehood: They had as
much right to wheel, loom or cash-register as any man.
Why then pretend that they were intruders in a world
which was as much their own as their brothers’2

Some of these malcontents were nevertheless driven
out; some stayed because their employers found them
cheaper, and became unwilling blacklegs. One notable
example of this was the case of “writing assistants” in the
Civil Service, the lowest-graded category of clerks,
engaged on purely mechanical and routine tasks. Organi-
sations of ex-service men repeatedly petitioned that men
should be admirted to this work; but the refusal was
justified on the grounds that the work—besides being
inadequately paid—was “too mechanical” for men.

The boom came; the new industries of the South
sprang up like mushrooms; cities grew. For six or seven
years it seemed as though production was infinite in
expansion and the presence ofP women at unfamiliar tasks,
though arousing occasional local criticism, not nationally
disturbing.

The slump changed all that. After 1928, jobs became
not duties which war-time propaganda taught girls that it
was patriotic to perform, but privileges to be reserved for
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potential bread-winners and fathers of families. Women
were commanded to go back to the home. '

The bitterness began which has lasted ever since—the
women keeping jobs and the men resenting it—the men
regaining the jobs and the women resencing it.

On November 14th, 1933, the Central Hall, West-
minster, was crowded for a mass meeting of women’s
organisations to proclaim the right of marned women to
paid employment. The crowds, the banners, the en-
thusiasm, cchoed, faintly but unmistakably the spide of
pre-war suffrage meeti.nis. The following March the Hall
was neatly filled again when a similar demand was made for
“Equal Pay for Equal Work.”

In January 1934 the News-Chronicle published an article
on Women Secretaries by a well-known writer, pleading
the advantages of higher payment in order thar the girls
might not only be better fed and housed, but neater in
appearance, more self-respecting and cherefore more
efficient. On the next day a correspondent had written
in to the paper, bitterly complaining: “Better pay and
smarter clothes for women: unemployment and patched
pants for men.”

The men have a real grievance. So long as women
are content to accept lower wages, to remain unorganised,
and to regard wage-earning as 2 “‘meanwhile’” occupation
till marriage, their cheap labour will continue to blackleg;
and during any widespread contraction of trade, under 2
system of competitive capitalism, employers will deli-
berately use them for this purpose.

But the trouble is complex. The slump did not only
depress the economic life of the country; it depressed its
political, its intellectual and spiritual life.

Just after the war, society was infected by a rush of
idealism to the head. Democracy and reason, equality
and co-operation were acclaimed as uncontested virtues.
In the new constitutions of Europe and America were
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incorporated splendid statements about the freedom of
opinion, equality of the sexes, accessibility of education.
We were about to build a brave new world upon the
ruins of catastrophe.

The children who to-day are young men and women
were assured at school of a good time coming. Every-
thing evil was the resule of four years' war; that hotror
had passed; they were to inherit the benefits purchased
by sacrifice. Old hampering conventions had broken
down ; superstitions were destroyed ; the young had come
into their kingdom.

It was under the influence of this optimism that young
women cherished ambitions for the wider exercise of their
individual powers, and saw no limic to the kind and
quality of service which they might offer to the com-
munity.

About 1926, after the General Strike in England and its
failure, after the entry of Germany into the League of
Nations and the delay by the Powers in making good their
promises, the slump in idealism began to set in. Reason,
democtacy, the effort of the individual human will, liberry
and equality were at a discount. As economic oppor-
tunities shrank, so the hopefulness and idealism of the early
post-war period dwindled.

In Iraly, Germany and Ireland a new dreamn of natural
instinctive racial unity was arising, which designed for
women a return to their “natural” functions of house-
keeping and child-bearing ; while in the English-speaking
countries a new anti-rational philosophy combined with
economic fatalism, militated against the ebullient hopes
which an earlier generation had pinned to education,
effort, and individual enterprise.

All generalisations arc false. In every civilised country
are litle groups of older women with memories of
suffrage struggles, and young women who grew up into
the post-war optimism, and whose ideas remain un-

I14



THE INCONVENIBENCES OF TRANSITION

changed by the fashions of the hour. It is they who still
organise protests against reaction; who in national and
international societies defend the polidcal, civil and
economic equality of men and women; who invade new
territories of achievernent ; who look towards a time when
there shall be no wrangling over rights and wrongs, man's
place and woman’s place, but an equal and co-operative
partnership, the individual going unfettered to the work
for which he is best suited, responsibilities and obligations
shared alike.

But these groups of professional women, organisers,
artists, writers, members of societies like the Equal Rights
International, the Open Door Council, the National
Women's Party of America, the Women’s International
League of Peace and Freedom, are now in a minorty
and they know it.

The younger women more closcly resemble a descrip-
tion recently given of the newly-adult generation in
modern France. “They arc fatalists. They are sensible.
They are not interested in ideas. They believe thar a war
is coming agatnst Germany which will destroy all indivi-
dual plans, and they say ‘Que Faire?” They do not choose
their work., They have to take what they can get and be
glad of that. They matry early, feeling that life being so
short and uncertain they must make sure of posterity
while they can. They are completely indifferent to large
general principles or long-distance hopes of social ameliora-
tion. They Eave stoical courage but no enterprise, no
hope, and no idealism. They ask for discipline, not
freedom; for security, not for opportunity. Many of
_them are returning to orthodox religion; but few of them
seem to have experienced religious ardour.”

One man I know, an ex-munister of the Crown in this
country, gave an explanation that the young generation
Just recendy adult has grown up in a time of huge im-
personal events—the War, the Boom, the Slump. News
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is reported daily of immense catastrophes over which
they can have no control, the Japanese and Indian earth-
quakes, Chinese famine, African drought. The cheap
daily press and wireless bring these facts vividly home to
them in a way their ancestors never knew. The individual
will seems unimportant, the individual personality is
dwarfed, by happenings on so large a scale. The world is
too much for them. They give it up, content to be
passive passengers in a vehicle which they cannot steer.

This is the slunp complex—this narrowing of ambidon,
this closing-in alike of ideas and opportunities. Some-
where, a spring of vitality and hope has failed. As though
it required too great an effort against such odds to assume
responsibility for their own individual destiny, they fall
back upon tradition, instinct, orthodoxy. The slump is
really a general resignadon by humanity of its burden of
initiative, and women fall under its influence as much
as men.

The Modern Girl

In 1934 the subject of the modem girl is as lively as
it was in 1428 when St. Bernardino of Siena preached a
sermon which sounds curiously like almost any letter to
the Daily Expresssigned “Mother of Seven” or “Indignant.”
“O women,” cried the saint, “when I see you with those
sleeves of yours, and some there are that have altered them
by spliting them from end to end so that the arm shows
through. Why don’t you go naked: Ob, oh, oh, oh,
the shamelessness of women! Will nothing make you
blush: Is there never a harlot you have scen with new
clothes but you did not run to copy her fashions: Why
do you copy her unless you wish to appear as a harlot
yourself?”

To-day in most civilised countries similar accusations
may be heard. The conventional ideas about the young
modern woman suggest that she is:
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(i) Rude to her parents and seniors and impatient of
authority ;

(ii) Neglectful of her real duties;

(iii) Selfish about her pleasures;

(iv) Unconcerned about matters of public interest;

(v) Uncontrolled in habits, given to drinking, smoking
and sexual promiscuity.

Apparently the same conventional ideas have been held
in every age, so there is nothing remarkable in that. But
certain phenomena perhaps are characteristic of this
present time.

This is, as Miss Cicely Hamilton has observed in her
amusing Littie Arthur’s History of the Twentieth Century,
the Age of the Child; during the past twenty years children
in Europe and America have been considered, propidated,
indulged and studied as perhaps they never had been
before. One result of this is that they are not afraid of
their parents. Their timid reverence offered to adults has
disagfearcd. Mothers and daughrers discuss their family
problems on equal terms. This is a different thing from
disrespect for authority. The cry of the youth movements
of to-day, in Germany, Russia, Ircland and elsewhere, for
Leadership and for Discipline, offers evidence of a taste for
subordinadon that is all too eager.

But in the industrial areas, especially those most affected
by the slump, 2 new element has entered into the relation-
ship between parents and children. As it is often easier
for women than for men to find employment, so it is
easier for adolescents than for adults. It therefore often
happens that young girls are working in factories, private
domestic service, shops and laundries, and using their small
wage to support their parents. In England under the
Means Test principle of unemployment insurance, this
support is not voluntary but compulsory. The parents’
benefic is adjusted according to the children’s earnings.
In the spring of 1934 a leather—curer of Birmingham killed
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himself because he could not endure dependence upon his
children. In the days of the Old Testament, Hebrew
patriarchs regarded their families as potential wealth.
Tribal chiefs in Africa do the same to-day. But these
twentieth-century parents have been brought up on a
creed of consideration for their children which makes their
involuntary dependence doubly hard. And sometimes,
no doubt, the children show resentment. It is not always
easy, even for generous and exploitable adolescence, to
shoulder the adult burden of responsibility.

The second accusation is that modern girls neglect
their real duty. The answer here depends upon a defini-
ton. What is their duty? To be human beings, claiming
all labour as their province, seeking full exercise for their
individual abilities—or to be “womanly women” accord-
ing to the newest of the fashions:

Much sociological information can be gained from the
modern craft ofg advertisement—copy-writing. The cata-
logue published by Messrs. Harrods of Knightsbridge
for January 1934 contains a “Fashion Forecast” which
opens thus:

“Women are going to be their normal feminine selves
in 1934. Parisian dressmakers have decided in favour of

a sweetly feminine silhouette for the coming spring

which will accentuate a woman’s charm by means of

ruffies, frills and other delightful artifices. Square shoul-
ders, with their angular effects, will give way to soft
fullness lower in the arm. Even evening gowns, boast-

ing bare shoulders, will have a suggestion of sleeves or a

deep frill beneath which the arms will be discreetly

covered in quite a prudish manner.”
The psychology of clothes is not unimportant. Nowadays,
thanks to the true democracy of the talkies, twopenny
fashion journals and inexpensive stores, it is possible for
one fashion to affect a whole hemisphere with no distinc-
tion of class and little of pocket. The girls advised to
118



THE INCONVENIENCES OF TRANSITION

acquire “sweetly feminine silhouettes” are not confined to
one group of rich young debutantes. The post-war fashion
for short skirts, bare knees, straight, simple chemise-like
dresses, shorts and pyjamas for sports and summer wear,
cropped hair and scrviceable shoes is waging a defensive
war against this powerful movement to reclothe the female
form in swathing trails and frills and flounces, to emphasise
the difference between men and women—to recall Woman,
in short, to Her True Duty—of what:

Theoretically the bearing of sons and recreation of the
tited wartior. Actually it is a vexed question whether
the swathed and corseted lady bears sons as well as the
athletic lithe young woman with well-developed muscles.
The high infant mortality rate of the most corseted era
“would suggest that flounces and wasp-waists, as an aid to
maternity, are over-rated.

The girl of 1934 torn between conflicting definitions of
her duty, oppressed by the three emotional complications
that 1 mentioned—the inferiority, chivalry and slump
complexes—undoubtedly finds this a hard and puzzling
world, and her true duty as illusive as the solution to most
other moral problems.

That she is selfish about her own pleasures is another
accusation which cannot be answered by a simple affirma-
tion or denial. “Pleasures” to-day are more conspicuous
because more commercialised than they used to be. The
cinema, dance-hall, public tennis-court and swimming-
bath, the silent swoop of cycling clubs in close-locked
flight down the country roads—these social phenomena
are obvious. Anyone can stroll through the suburbs of a
provincial town and sec girls in their light frocks playing
tennis ; anyone can see, in the parks and squares of modern
industrial cides, the young people from factories and
squalid streets, running in shorts and socks round the ash
track, playing feeble but merry tennis on the red rubble
courts, lounging on the edge of the bathing-pools. “In
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my day,” say the critics, thinking of the past century, .
“those girls would have been sitting ac home and sewing
—or polishing the silver—or minding the new baby.”
They forget that modern taste hardly approves of the
heterogeneous exhibidons of embroidery—mute witnesses
of lifetimes sacrificed to the moloch of Domestic Occu-
pation—which once adomed each self-respecting parlour.
They forget that modern medical science disapproves of
the scdentary habit suggested by such tributes, that modern
education “finds something better to do” for its graduates;
just as in spite of their fantastic clumsiness and archaism
modemn houses are no longer arranged so that their care
will occupy as many instead of as few hours as possible,
and that modern families are not of a size which will keep
married women perpetually occupied by tending the
latest baby. Yor better or worse, we have to-day more
leisure, and young women spending their free time in the
open air are more conspicuous than their cloistered
ancestors. The measure of their selfishness or unselfishness
seems to be an individual matter.

The accusation that modern girls are unconcerned with
matters of public interest is harder to disprove. The
majority of all people are unconcerned with matters of
public interest—men and women, young and old alike.
Owing to the political habit of camouflage it is not possible
to ascertain the precise proportion, for instance, of active
women members of under thirty in the political parties.
Itis true that young industrial women are harder to organise
than young men in trades unions; but the reasons here are
not wholly attributable to the natural frivolity of the
female nature. Young girls have more domestic obliga-
tons than young men, which make attendance at meetings
and committees more difficult. Their wages are lower,
their work less skilled, and most of them expect to leave
either voluntarily or involuntarily, their jobs on marriage.
Where this last condition is not the rule—as in the textile
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trades—women are far more keen on their trades union
membership; while among the more highly skilled
workers, women doctors and women teachers are as much
interested as their male colleagues in professional organi-
sation.

A recent census of conversation was taken in an English
sweet factory to ascertain what the young girls ralked
about when performing their mechanical and monotonous
business. Cinema stars, men friends and private gossip
came out ac the top of the schedule. Had the census been
taken among men, sport (including football, dog racing
and horse racing) would probably have taken the place
of the cinema, then women, and then ptivate gossip.
When lives are restricted, the rourine of work and leisure
unvaried, limited and dull, it is not surprising chat the vivid
emotional romance of the Screen, or the swift, hopeful
hazards of gambling should capture imagination. Hunger
and love, the two basic desires, chain the hearts of men
to a perpetual desire for wealth which satisfies hunger and
buys them love, and of women to a perpetual desire for
love which secures—they hope—wealth enough to satisfy
hunger.

As for politics, art, social service, religion and other
impersonal interests, these have always been the taste of a
minority. To-day, those circumstances which result in
the slump complex combine to make that minority
smaller than ever. Young men and women alike feel
their individual wills overwhelmed by the huge force of
world-wide cataclysms. Young women, then, are not
mauch interested in the valuadon of the dollar, the future
of democracy, or the exploration of the stratosphere.
Neither are young men. But young women are affected
by a discouragement which does nor afflict their brothers.
From childhood upward they hear the cry that “Men
hate a clever woman.” Baby-faced blondes, the Jean
Harlows and Clara Bows of film-fame, are the models of
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those whom gentlemen prefer. To show intelligence
about the organisation of ctaft guilds, the Marxian theory
of profit, or the gold standard, is not only dull but
dangerous. It may rob a girl, custom hints, of her artrac-
tion for men. In spite of the evidence of successful
marriages by intelligent and actively public-spirited
women, theory still dicrates the ascendancy of the Beau-
tful bue Dumb.

And that brings us to the final criticism: that modern
girls are scxually promiscuous, undisciplined and self-
indulgent. And here generalisations are far harder co
maintain. '

Judge Ben Lindsey, for over twenty-six years associated
with the Juvenile and Family Court of Denver, Colorado,
published in 1928 a book which caused considerable
perturbation on both sides of the Atlantc. He called it:
The Revolt of Modern Youth. He maincained that a social
revoludon was taking place. Youth, he said, had blown
the trumpets of knowledge, and the walls of Jericho were
falling down—walls built by conventional tradition,
family confidence and innocent youth. During the year
1920-21, he said, his court dealt with 769 girl delinquents
of high-school age. ““The only reason why the number
was not very much larger,” he declared, “was thac it was
physically impossible for me and my very small staff to
follow the thing up case by case. For let me repeat here
what I have alrcady said, that starting with one case I can
uncover a thousand.” According to his estitnate, one
American girl in every ten between the ages of fourteen
to seventeen has experienced “sex delinquency,” and
berween the ages of seventeen and twenty-one the per-
centage is much higher. In later years, the divorce
statistics of Denver indicate a failure of 49.5 per cent. of
marriages. As for New York: “There are at least 50,000
gitls in New York living with men who are noc their
husbands,” said the Judge.
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The distress caused by the publicadon of the book
illustrated, among other things, the raricy of that type of
conviction expressed by a modem English mother of my
acquaintance, who eamestly defined one prime object of
education as being to teach young people “to sleep together
beautifully.” The high estimation set by the Roman
Vergilius on his daughter’s virginity, so that he preferred
to kill her rather than permit her to risk its loss, would
to-day certainly be considered exaggerated. But how
many daughters in Western. Europe of 1934 would wil-
lingly tell their fathers that they had become the mistresses
of men whom they did not intend to marry?

Statistics are unobtainable. Everyonc speaks from his
or her own experience. I can only speak of mine and
leave it at that. In the middle-class boarding-school which
I attended for seven years undl 1916, I am unaware that a
single girl—and we stayed untl the age of 18—had
experienced physical intimacy with a man, though some
of us had been in love, and one friend of mine at least
was engaged. 1 do not know that one of my contem-
poraries—and we talked pretty frecly—knew the precise
nature of Lesbianism.

After 1922 I taught for a number of years in both day-
and boarding-schools round London. Of the day-schools
I cannot speak. The private lives of the girls were less
well known to us. At the boarding-schools, I remember
one case only where it became actually known to the staff
that 2 pupil had been intimare with men. In my college
days, I do not know for certain that one of my contem-
Eomries had been a man’s mistress, though several were or

ad been engaged ro marry. Iknow of one instance only
where a student was suspected of Lesbian practices, but
nothing was proved, and the bulk of the students appeared
quite ignorant of the supposed nature of her peculiarity.
I spent a year in Queen Mary's Army Auxiliary Corps.
The girls were recruited from every type of young women

123



WOMEN

in England, including some of the roughest and least
reputable. The “Waacs” at one time had a bad name for
morals. Few inquiries could be made about respectability,
and those that were made would evoke litde certainty
of answer. At one depdt accommodating over a thousand
girls, | knew for certain of one case of pregnancy; at the
small camp in France where I spent my longest consecutive
period, about nine months, one girl was sent home preg-
nant; another became the centre of camp gossip, though
she swore (and had no reason for lying} that nothing
beyond kissing had occurred. 1 knew intimately about
twenty of the fifty-two girls resident there—girls drawn
from North of England factories, post offices, and domestic
service; we talked with considerable ladtude. All the
gitls picked up temporary “boys” among the English or
Australian Tommies in neighbouring camps. All walked,
played, danced and flirted with them. It was my duty after
the Armistice, as hostel forewoman, to accompany the
parties allowed to attend dances organised by the soldiers
in recreation huts or French school-rooms hired for the
purpose. We used to drive off in lorries or mule-wagons,
an escort for each girl. As a marter of course, lights were
extinguished, men put their arms round our waists, and
thus rode with us—a practice that I, brought up in extremely
respectable middle~class surroundings, at first found em-
barrassing. But I soon grew to enjoy it as well as any one;
to recognise the cuddling on the outward journey and the
kissing on the homeward one, as courtesies of a society to
which it seemed quite natural. 1 never witnessed conduct
which struck my unsophisticated eyes as unseemly.
Drunkenness {except for one middle-aged Liverpool
docker’s wife—a war widow of over forty) was unknown
among the girls in our particular camp, and sternly sup-
pressed, by their own code of manners, among the men
who came to visit us. 1 may have been unusually naive;
our camp may have been exceptional—I think that in
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many ways it was; but I have met and talked freely with
some of its members since, and we do not know for certain
that any girl, with the exception of the spectacled and
unattractive nit-wit, ineptly known as “Elu&" sent home
discharged to have her baby, who, while in our unit during
1918 and 1919, took a lover.

On the other hand, in the North of England villages
which I know well, many betrothed couples follow the old
country custom of marrying only after pregnancy. In the
towns whete youth is more sophisticated and contraception

ractised, it is harder to obtain a general impression. I
£now the habits of a small intellectual circle in London,
where virginity outside marriage and monogamy within
it are apparently exceptional rather than the rule. Iknow
to some extent the provincial towns, where morals vary
as widely as incomes and tastes. [ know the *“rescue work™
done by Salvation Army, Church Army and other social
workers, among both working-class and middle-class girls.
But [ still cannot form any clear impression of how far,
how frequently, and with what clear mandate of conscience
the “modern girl” is sexually promiscuous. I read the
books; I observe the exceptions to whom accidental mis-
fortune brings publicity ; but I do not know—and I do not
believe that anybody knows—the exact state of affairs.

Are Spinsters Frustrated?

O. Henry once wrote a short story in which the foreign
correspondents of an American paper wanted to cable
secret news in a code easily recognisable by their editorial
office. So they constructed their sentences from journal-
istic clichés, knowing that “great white” would suggest
“way” as “frustrated” must incvitably suggest “spinster.”
The two words fit like an egg and egg-cup—and not only
west of the Atlantic. The legend of the Frustrated Spinster
is one of the most formidable social influences of the
modern world.
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There is probably no evil under the sun more misery-
provoking than frustraion. Never to be used to the full
scope of our ability, never to serve life’s purpose, never to
know the rapture of achievement and fulfilment, never to
lie back upon the perfect security of completion, aware that,
no matter what the future brings, we have had our hour—
this is to be deprived of the full stature, the sweetness and
significance of human life.

It appears that there are certain experiences which we
must enjoy if we are to fecl satisfaction. We are unique
individuals yet members of 2 communicy; a gulf divides
us from our fellows, yet we cannot do without them.
We need intimacy ; we need tenderness ; we need love.,

But tenderness is not enough. 'We must have passion.
We must at least once in life have bumed to the white heat
of ecstacy.

We must have achievement. We must feel the pleasure
of creation. We are made sufficiently like the image of the
God of Genesis that we require to build a world for our saris-
facrion, to rest on the seventh day and know that it is good.

And wc need devotion. Whatever spark of divine dis-
content has been lit within us, we can know no ultimate
peace unless we have worshipped some purpose larger than
ourselves—a God, a cause, a leader, an idea, even another
human person.  Without that reverence we walk crippled,
our human stature maimed. We are frustrated.

In a world where man still is separated by only a few
brief thousand years from the animals whose mortality he
inherits, it is natural that he should first look for sadsfaction
in those experiences which he has shared with them—
seeking intimacy in physical contact; ecstasy in that pas-
sion’s consummation; creative achievement in the repro-
duction of children, and devotion in personal service to
those whom he loves.

In primitive societies, these direct and simple forms of
life suffice. Bound upon the turning wheel oFthc seasons,

126



THE INCONVENIENCES OF TRANSITION

men and women find in their contact with the land and
with cach other adequate occupation for their minds and
bodies. A minority will always look elsewhere—the artists,
the heretics, the restess seekers of passion beyond sexual
encounter and achievement beyond the breeding of the
race. They have appetites unsatisfied by their neighbours’
pleasures ; they seek power or beauty or worship or mastefﬁ
of spirit in activities which may be quite compatible wit
normal biclogical developments, but which are not bounded
by them. Physically fulfilled, they may be spiritually
unsatisfied. In circumstances which may be all that their
neighbours demand, they feel frustrated.

Now the identification of this frustration with virgini
{for it is commonly thongh erroncously presumed that all
spinsters are virgins} is a comparatively modem notion. In
polygamous communidies unmated women are 50 excep-
tional that they are venerated as priestesses or feared as
warlocks. Pagan African witches and Mahomeran Sufi
mystics alike withdraw from the world of human values
into a region of spiritual experience where virginity is
respected as possessing 2 power denied to ordinary flesh and
blood. The priestesses of Egypt, the vestals of Rome, the
Catholic sisterhoods were set apart from the community.
Their state did not inspire pity; it might be feared, disliked
or respected ; but it was recognised as something positive—
2 vocation, not a failure, a chosen peculiarity, not a lack of
natural fulfilment.

The association of virginity with frustration entered
with the Protestant reformation—an odd paradox of Puri-
tanism. The abolition of the monasteries robbed unmarried
women of the institution where they had found their
special privilege and opportunity. The individualism of
Protestant philosophy imposed upon them the obligation
of achieving personal success. The same odd marerialism
which could identify masculine virtue with money-making,
identified feminine virtue with husband-getting. Catholics
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who could; call themselves Brides of Christ had no cause
for shame, but Protestants who had been unable to win con-
gratulation as brides of men were called “old maids” and
foredoomed by folk-lore co *“lead an ape in Hell.”

In an age where women werc almost entirely relegated
to domestic activity, except in the lower ranks of labour
where they spun, wove, cured leather, dyed, or made lace
in their own homes, the unmarried girl was inevitably “odd
man out.” Independence being almost unheard of, she
had to live in some other woman’s house, and to remain
subject to the will of mother, aunt or sister. She might,
as a spinster, really spin, carning her bread by honest
industry; yet her place in society was not determined by
economic solvency but by sodial status, and her status had
no recognisable value. If she were cultured, she might
become govemness to other women’s children, housekeeper
in other ladies’ houses, seamstress of other people’s finery.
She might expericnce individual tranquillity and futfilment.
A Protestant, Mary Astell, a Harriet Martineau or Florence
Nightingale might achieve mastery of a ficld of work,
fame, and their satisfacdons. Or she might, secking
illiciely for pleasures lawfully denied her, join the tragic
fellowship of witches. A bride of Christ she might not
be; but she could be a consort of the devil. She could
impose her power with charms and symbols upon the
neighbours who despised her. She could risk the hideous
torments of ordeal by water and death by burning, in order
to enjoy those rarely acknowledged necessities of human
happiness—ecstasy, power and devotion—which for mest
of her companions were provided by their matrimonial
experience.

The woman’s movement of the past hundred and fifty
years has improved the social and cconomic status of the
spinster, and, in some stll limited circles, removed her
moral obligation of virginity. Teachers, doctors, political
organisers, artists and explorers may deliberately choose to
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remain unmarried in order not to be hampered in their
work. In some cases this means that they remain celibate;
since the spread of contraceptive knowledge, it generally
means that they avoid motherhood. But it is impossible,
with any regard for the meaning of words whatsoever, to
call such women frustrated ; most of them live lives as full,
satisfied and happy as any human lives can be. Ecstasy,
power and devotion have enriched them ; they have served
a cause greater than their own personal advantage. They
have contributed something to the world and known the
satisfaction of creative achievement. It becomes a matter
of secondary importance whether they have also experi-
enced the enchanting flattery and relief of being loved ; the
exquisite intimacy of physical contact, and the extension of
personality which parenthood brings with it.

There are hideously frustrated lives to-day. Industrial
workers in urban areas repeating monotonous tasks, eating
tasteless and inadequate meals, and coming home worm out
to crowded and insanitary houses, clamorous with under-
nourished and undiscplined children, to wives prematurely
aged and ugly with child-bearing and fatigue—these are
frustrated in their needs for power, beauty, worship, and
achievement. The unemployed suffer even more pro-
foundly.

There are the unoccupied women of the middle classes,
some married, more unmarried, whose lives have been
deliberately designed for an unfulfilled sodial ideal. They
were educated, trained and “brought out” to ateract hus-
bands and become mothers of children. For chis end, their
interests were limited to personal concerns, and carefull
detached from permanent absorbtion in activities whicz
might distract their minds from the main purpose. They
may “do the flowers,” “run the Girl Guides,’ sit on the
committee of the local tennis club, enjoy a season’s Winter
Sports in Switzerland. But year by year, as these occupa-
tions fail to produce their required result—(the husband
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never materializes, or, having come, he goes)—the routine
of “pleasure” or “home life” becomes increasingly exas-
perating. Nothing has been achieved ; no purpose served;
the bridge cards are shuffled and re-deale; the tennis balls
brought out or put away; the dance tunes change, but no
new partners come. The sum of experience is negation,
disappointment and monotony, frequently ending in
invalidism, bitterness or neurasthenia.

The eclegane ladies, wandering aimlessly from one
pleasure resort to another, one luxury hotel to another,
finding Antibes as dull as Cowes, baccarar as dull as rou-
leete, Jules as dull as Stephen, hetoin as dull as absinthe, and
Lesbianism as dull as maternity, are frustrated in their
needs for ecstasy, power and devotion. Nursing-homesand
sanatoria are filled with neurotics who have womn them-
selves out vainly seeking physical cures for a spiritual disease,

Why then do we associate spinsterhood wath frustration 2
Bachelors are not presumed to be frustrated. Rather they
are regarded as lucky dogs evading their responsibilities,
and in countrics like Italy taxed to teach them better. Thave
not yet seen the newspaper which refers to those eminent
bachelors, Noel Coward, Colonel T. E. Lawrence, Herr
Hitler and the Prince of Wales as “this distressing type”
—the words which Sir Oswald Mosley in the Fascist
Week recently applied to unmarried women. In February
1934 Miss Helen Hope, writing in the News-Chronicle, set
out to console a mother whose daughter of twenty-three
was still unmarried, and kindly advised her not to dread too
prematurely “the shadow of the manless thirties” darkening
her darling’s life. [ have yet to read the journalistic conso-
latton addressed to the bachelor in his twenties, though the
shadow of ‘“‘the womanless thirties” may possibly be cast
by coming events over his projected programme.

The reason for this distinction is historical. The long
concentration of women upon their domestic functions had
for so many years deprived them when unmarried of nor-
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mal activides and achievements that the popular mind
came to associate 2 woman's marriage with her fulfilment.
And conversely, without martiage she must remain “un-
fulfilled.” Whereas neither sexual experience nor social
activity for a man was presumed to depend upon his mar-
rage. The double standard of morality expected all
unmarried women to remain virgin, bue cherished no such
expectations for a bachelor. During times like the present
when females are in considerable excess of males in
Western Burope, popular legend evokes a picture of several
million “superfluous” women—superfluous because cach
cannot have a husband, and in a monogamous society,
is therefore mathematically destined to remain unmarried.

In actual fact, many circumstances may prevent this
singleness from being at all unenviable. The spinster ma
have work which delights her, personal intimacies whicK
comfort her, power which satisfies her. She may have
known that rare light of ecstasy. In certain sections of
society, it is possible that she will have had lovers. In
Russia she may, without social disaster, have borne child-
ren. In most other councries unmarried mothers and their
children are sall placed under such social disadvantages
that, however liberal their intellectual morality, their
nerves are strained and their personality scarred as by
calamity. Few individuals are strong enough to maintain
poise and confidence and unselfconscious ease in the face
of constant social criticism.

As for those unmarried women who remain virgins,
some, highly-sexed by biological make-up, suffer physi-
cally. Their individual personality rcquires an activity
which it has been denied. Others, never finding satisfac-
tory occupation outside the domestic sphere, are constantly
aware of the second-best position enjoyed by the unmarried
woman in the home. But even more are affected, I think,
by the pervasive and penctrating influence of opinion.
The twentieth century having dethroned human reason
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sct up the nerves and memory in their place. Freudian
psychology has sanctioned the extreme veneration of sex.
The followers of D. H. Lawrence have taught us to
vencrate instinct, emotion, and the intuitive vitality of the
senses and to pity virgins for being unacquainted with a
wide, deep and fundamentally important range of intuitive
and scnsual experience. They are taught to pity them-
selves. From their childhood they learn to dread the
fate of “an old maid.” In more sophisticated circles
they anticipate a nemesis of “complexcs.”  Puritan
morality taught unmarried women that the loss of vir-
ginity doomed them to the torments of Hell in the next
world; twentieth-century morality teaches them that the
retention of virginity dooms them to the horror of
insanity in this one. Thus, even when all their appedtes
for intimacy, power, passion and devotion are well satisfied,
they must keep on asking themselves: “What am I miss-
ing? What experience is this without which I must—for
I am rold so—walk frustrated: Am I growing em-
bittered, narrow, prudish: Are my nerves giving way,
deprived of natural relaxacion: Shall T suffer horribly in
middle age: At the moment, life seems very pleasanc; buc
I am an uncomplete frustrated virgin woman. Therefore
some time, somewhere, pain and regret will overwhelm
me. The psychologists, novelists, lecturers and journalists
all tell me so. Ilive under the shadow of a curse.”

A similar fear pursues the childless wife. Society, trained
to safeguard its biological interests at a time when increase
of population was desirable, will not let women choose. It
dogs their steps, hounding them into marriage, into
maternity, with the best intentions—and usually with the
full co-operation of the women. But it will not ler well
alone. It continues to track down those who do not
marry—(about 1 in 4 in modern England) and who do not
have children, persuading them that their happiness is not
happiness, their satisfaction not sadisfaction, their preoccu-
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pations and interests a struggling and not too healthy
sublimation.

So many women whose circumstances and tempera-
ment provide them with adequate material for happiness,
are tormented by the current superstition that madness or
bitterness lie in wait for virgins. The mystics were wiser
when they recognised in celibacy not a deprivation bur a
power, for thosc who could win their satisfactions else-
where. All flesh is not the same flesh. There is one glory
of the sun and another glory of the moon and another glory
of the stars; for one star differeth from another in glory.

If we did not suffer from a lamentable confusion of
thought we should not allow one form of satisfaction to
blind us to all others, and we should permit a more com-
mon and more merciful realisation of the fact that in the
twentieth century frustration and spinsterhood need not be

identical.
Do Modern Women make Good Mothers?

I forget which recent year was haunted by the rhythm
of that idiotic yet somehow attractive song: “Do shrimps
make good mothers:” with its emphatic rejoinder shouted
in chorus: “Yes, they do!” Its nonsensical tune has rung
in my head constantly as I survey the social phenomena of
our ime. It recurred to me when I read, in her challenging,
fiercely honest book No Time Like the Present, one state-
ment by Miss Storm Jameson with which I profoundly
disagree. “In the end,” she says, “the world is not yet a
rap better because women have been let Ioose in it.”  We
all know what she means by being let loose. Women have
patliamentary votes, hold conferences, write newspaper
articles, administer laws as county councillors, sic in judg-
ment as magistrates, follow protessions, direct industries,
design adverdsements.

The world at the moment is in a state of hysterical
insanity. As I write Paris is fioting; there is civil war in
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Austria; German prison camps are full of innocent but
tormented men and women; Japan and Russia are discus-
sing war ; China is in confusion; there are bread queues in
the United States; through the February fogs from Glas-
gow, Newcastle, Derby and Lancashire, the Hunger
Marchers are limping, footsore if undaunted, towards Lon-
don. Are these cruclties, threats, misfortunes, miseries the
result of letting women loose in the world: Do they prove
our impotence to restrain barbarism, preserve life, and
maintain justicez Miss Jameson’s accusation of failure is
not unique. A popular journalist recently, commissioned
to answer the question, ‘“What has the vote done for me:”
replied, “Nothing.”

I think that they are wrong.

Quite apart from the increased self-confidence, freedom
of judgment, interest and activity which women have won
for themselves during the past fifty years—(a psychological
revolution which, in spite of all set-backs and contradic-
tions is still beyond adequate calculation)—the change of
emphasis in soctal and political action since they acquired
direct political influence has been enormous. It has been
almost wholly on the side of increased amenities for public
health, educational opportunity and domestic welfare.
The people who maintain that woman's whole interest lies
in domestic and humanitarian legislation are wrong.
Under a system of identical education and complete free-
dom of action, their interests would probably be as mult-
farious as those of men—not only would an Amber
Blanco-White curn naturally co banking, a2 Madame
Kollantay to diplomacy, a Frances Perkins to Labour
organisation but who knows how many to transport,
agriculture and the conduct of public corporations. For
centuries, however, the pendulum of governmental inrerest
had swung away from the concerns of ordinary human life.
Schools and hospitals, clinics and maternity benefie, medical
inspection for juveniles, improved housing, the protection
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of children from assanlt and cruelty—the importance of
these aspects of social organisation—had been almost com-
pletely neglected. It is since women have been “let loose
in the world” that the neglect has been remedied to some
still ludicrously small extent.

It is still true that our political values are insanely
lop-sided. But now that they are in public life, at least
some women protest against the disproportion between
our solicitude for the forces of destruction and our
care for the constructive and cvilized activities of the
state.

Their protest has not been without effect. In November,
1933, the International Labour Organisation published an
International Survey of Social Services based upon mono-
graphs prepared in twenty-four different countries. The
material examined covered six subjects—population statis-
tics, social insurance, social asdstance, housing, family
allowances and holidays wich pay. The most interesting
section, perhaps, dealt with social assistance, under which
were grouped non-contributory pensions, unemployment
telief, assistance for the blind and infirm, medical and
maternity benefit, assistance for children, education and
maintenance, and sickness benefits of various kinds. Some
of the evidence is tragi-comic. Rumania, for instance,
under Housing Statistics, observes that “In 1930, 74 dwell-
ings were built as the result of an agreement with the
Imprese Ialiane all’ Ester di Milano.” 74 seems a trifle
inadequate. But what is important is that almost all the
immense structure of maternity, health, infant welfare,
housing and sickness benefit has been constructed since the
years when women became enfranchised. However
shamefully inadequate these measures may be, it remains
true that the German systems of youth officers, the Dutch
system of welfare centres for the pre-school children, the
British health services, the 1,274 Japanese child-welfare
centres, the maternity benefis of Czecho-slovakia, have
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within 15 years to some small extent begun to redress a
balance tilted the wrong way for two millennia . *

Do women make good parents? Not good enough,
maybe, but so far as public organisation is concened, better
than men made while they had uncontested control of
human affairs.

I have mentioned elsewhere Cicely Hamilton’s remark
that the twentieth century is the Age of the Child. It is
also the first century in which women have had any voice
in public organisation. I do not think the two facts dis-
connected.

At the same time, there is 2 tendency, popular in cheap
journals and cheaper speeches, to suggest that modern
mothers are neglectful. The Cinema, that illuminating
guide to public sentiment, has an odd predilecton for
“silver-hatred” mothers, while music-hall songs croon
praises of “that old-fashioned mother of mine,” as if new-
fashioned mothers were less admirable.

As a matter of fact the “new-fashioned mother” takes
her duties seriously. If she is really new-fashioned, her
care for her children begins even before marriage. Itisno
longer considered indelicate for engaged girls before their
wedding day to seek a medical examination, advice on
sex hygiene, birth control, and consultation about heredi-
tary or physiological peculiariies. Maternity to really
modern mothers is not an accident; it is deliberately
planned and provided for.

In this country after long delay and strenuous agitation
by privately-supported organisations, local authorities are
now permitted by the Ministry of Health to establish ante-
naral clinics in which advice on contraception may be given
to married women. Nor is it any longer a penal offence
to receive such advice privately from general practitioners,
while the sale and display of contraceptives is common
enough. But it is still difficult to persuade the majority of

* See Appendix II, p. 197.
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town and county councils to make use of their permissive
authority. The old prejudice that contraceptive knowledge
leads to sexual immorality, stll reinforces opposidon.

Nor is the use of contraceptives universal even among the
women of countries where it is not illegal. One woman
worker in a London maternity clinic told me that when
offering advice about birth control to women already
exhausted by too many children, again and again they
repelled her with the words, *“But it is so sordid!” The
thought that it may be even more “sordid” to bring into
an already over-crowded home, without proper means for
their support, children predisposed to be sickly, under-
noutished or unfit, has not yet overcome their traditional
prejudice that forethought in sexual matters is indecent.
Buc the practce of birth control is growing, in spite of
passionate propaganda against it, by Catholics, big-popula-
tion nationalists, prudes and upholders of the “non-inter-
ference-with-nature” creed. In a speech in the House of
Lords on February 13th, 1934, Lord Dawson of Penn
declared that “the sale of contraceptives in this country had
gone up by leaps and bounds. One firm at present turned
out 8,500,000 a year, another turned out 72,000 a week,
and that was reinforced by importadon from abroad.”
Opponents of birth control talk as though these were used
only to avoid the awkward consequences of fornication.
Actually the great majority are bought by married couples
anxious to bring children into the world only when tﬁey
have planned their advent.

The control of parcnthood does not stop at contra-
ception. In the country where women are now most com-
pletely equal, and most intellectually free from a sense of
inferority, it is notable that they have also legalised abor-
tion. In 1930 in Moscow alone 175,000 operations were
performed, and the death rate amounted, according to a
conservative estimate, to I in 20,000 cases. (Fannina Halle
gives I in 25,000.) The immense number of cases points
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sather to absence of adequate knowledge of and means for
contraceptive methods; it will certainly decrease as the
latter become more casily obtainable. But, apart from the
social significance of an innovation which at last removes
that fundamental insccurity from a woman’s life—the
accidental incidence of pregnancy—the system has been
adopted largely as a mmeasure of child welfare. Soviet
Russia has been sensible enough to recognise that un-
wanted children are a liability, not an asset, to the popula~
don.

But nowhere else is the mother’s choice the decisive
factor. Other countries have gone a cerrin way. Three
years ago a bill on Russian lines was passed through the
Lower House in Esthonia but was held up by the Executive.
In Czecho-slovakia, where the Russian experiment was
followed with keen interest, a similar bill was brought
forward soon after the War by a Socialist woman deputy,
Mme Landova Stychova; but failed to pass. A govern-
ment measure, however, was later devised, which legalised
abortion under certain conditions: if performed by 2 quaki-
fied physician in a public hespital, in cases where pregnancy
and birth involved danger of death or permanent bodily
injury to the mother, where rape has been legally proved,
where a girl under sixteen has been criminally assaulted
and made pregnant, where there is a probability of mencal
or physical defect in the child, where the woman is insane or
mentally deficient and her guardians approve, and finally,
where the pregnancy involves loss of food and care to the
mother’s other children.

As T write the passage of that law is uncertain, and its fate
depends largely upon the exrent to which Fascism with its
“Big population” theory influences Czecho-slovakia ; but
in Poland, after vchement agitation, permission has been
given to operate in cases of mental deficiency, pregnancy
resulting from abuse of power by a relative or employer,
rape, or grave danger to health. But such cases have all to
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go before special tribunals—a procedure which involves
delay and ogcn defeats its own ends.

In England the law is emphatic. Under Sections $8 and
59 of the Act of August 6, 1861, known as the “Offences
against the Person Act,” any pregnant woman who herself
attempts to procure abortion by drugs or operative
measures, is liable to “be kept in Penal Servitude for Life
or for any term not less than three years, or to be im-
prisoned for any term not exceeding two years with or
without hard labour and with or withoue solitary confine-
ment,” while any person wittingly helping her shall be
liable to “be kept in Penal Servitude for the term of three
years, ot to be imprisoned for any term not exceeding two
years, with or without hard labour.”

Actually, the law is not kept. According to Mr. Justice
McCardie “even surgical abortions are forbidden by the
ludicrously wide terms of the Act.” Such operations are
now openly performed in cases where two or more doc-
tors can be persuaded to sign a statement that a woman will
die or become a hopeless invalid or lose her reason if she
is permitted to bear her child at its natural period. But
these cases are rare and some doctors refuse to go even thus
far. What happens to-day is that the wealthy can find
E;actitioncrs ready to take the risk of operating if the fee is

igh enough, and the poor attempt a gozen Of more per-
nicious and often deadly substitutes for what has proved in
Russia to be 2 simple and almost harmless surgical opera-
tion.

The Departmental Commission on Maternal Mortality
in 1932 admitted that 47 per cent. of the 3,000 annual deaths
in childbircth were preventable, and that beside these the
amount of invalidism and injury both to parents and to
children subsequently born, through unskilled and ne-
glected abortion, is enormous. Here perhaps lies the real
explanation of the faiture to reduce the figures in maternal,
as in infant, mortality.
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Granted that human life is sacred, and that matemnity is a
racial rask not to be shirked for fear of pain, desire for free-
dom, or dislike of sacrifice, the attempt here, as in many
other cases, to “make people good by act of parliament”
hardly seems to have succeeded. It is also questionable
whethr it is an act of virtue for 2 woman to bring into the
world a child which is the fruit of rape or incest, which is
predoomed to mental deficiency, or whose birth is bound
to cost its mother’s life or health. The fate of motherless
children or of children in poor houses whose mothers are
perpetual invalids, is not so enviable that one can blame
their parents for seeking, even illegally, to avoid it.

In 1934, at the Hartlepool Conference of the Women's
Co-operative Guild, the following resolution was
sponsored by the Central Committee:

“In view of the persistently high maternal death rate
and the.evils arising from the illegal practice of abortion,
this Congress calls upon the Government to revise the
abortion laws of 1861 by bringing them into harmony
with modern conditions and ideas, thereby making of
abortion a Jegal operation that can be carried out under
the same conditions as any other surgical operadon. It
further asks that women now suffering from imprison-
ment for breaking these antquated laws be amnestded.”

It was passed with only about 15 dissentient votes in an
assembly of 1,360 working women.

The misery caused by the present state of affairs is so
great, the effect on the health of the country so persistent
and so undesirable, that sooner or later we shall have to
change the law. One day we shall certainly think it bar-
barous that women in basement homes and squalid
tenements, were permitted to torture themselves and
Jjeopardise their lives with drugs and pills and all manner of
hﬁﬁfropriatc instruments, to prevent a sixth or seventh
child coming to take the food from the mouths of the
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others, to prevent further malnuerition, mental deficiency
or disease, to prevent, as they vainly hope, the permanent
invalidism of the mother, because knowledge of contra-
ception had becn unavailable to her, and because the
amenities of skilled attention were illegal.

In a perfect society no undesired child would be con-
ceived.  But this is an imperfect wortld, and when married
couples sleep night after night together, constant abstention
from intercourse exacts a nervous strain harmful to
happiness and to the intimacy of human love; where
methods of birth control are still imperfectly practised and,
to many millions, unknown ; where children, unwillingly
conceived and resentfully carried, are bom into poverty,
disease and wretchedness, to become a burden on the
community, and to swell the sad population in homes for
mental defectives, sanatoria for the tuberculous, and poor
law infirmaries. At present the very word “abortion”
evokes 2 shock of nervous repugnance in most normal
people. I cannot believe that this repugnance is divinely
ordered or that its maintenance is uldmately essential for
human welfare.

But many mothers at least attempt to bear their children
when it shall be best for the child and best for themselves.
They have also attempted to check the wastage of infant
and maternity mortality. Not that this attempt has been
wholly successful. Between 1920 and 1930 over 39,000
women died in childbirch in England and Wales alone.
While the death rate from other causes (except war and
road accidents) has steadily declined since 1900 in civilised
countries, the rate for maternal mortality is almost sta-
tionary. But the infant death rate has fallen perceptibly;
between 1905 and 1928 it dropped from 128 to 65 per
1,000 for children under one year in this country. The
establishment of a Ministry of Health, of municipal Infant
Welfare centres, of a 40s. maternity benefic under the
National Insurance Acts, have done something towards
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making birth and infancy a less perilous adventure. The
high rate of maternal mortality is partly due to economic
conditions. Mothers who are under-nourished during
pregnancy, who are encumbered with heavy housework
and the care of older children, exhausted by anxiety and
lack of sleep, who endure their labour in crowded, insani-
tary bedrooms, assisted by an over-pressed and often
under-trained midwife, are not given a fair chance. But
the slight difference between the maternal mortaliry rates
in Mayfair and Bethnal Green suggests that obstetrical
science is stll immature, and that we need further know-
ledge of how to treat even those women who can secure all
available resources of comfort and experience.

The whole national organisation of maternity services
is still uneven and inadequate. In 1930 Miss Dorothy
Jewson (ex-M.P.} reported thac 186 Norfolk parishes had
no arrangements for the supply of a nﬁdvﬁfg, while the
rest relied largely on voluntary organisations. The Act of
1918 which establishes British Health services is only a
{:ermissivc measure, allowing Local Authorities to estab-
ish Ante-natal Clinics, Health Visitors, Maternity Houses,
Home Helps, the provision of extra food, nurses and con-
valescent homes, but not compelling them. Consequently
everything depends on local nidative, which sometimes is
non-existent.

But 2 beginning has been made. The amount of care
and thought expended upon this business of bringing
healthy and undamaged children into the world has never
been surpassed. And England is by no means the most
advanced country. Sweden, Italy, Holland, Norway,
Uruguay, Denmark, Hungary and Japan have lower rates
of maternal mortality. Holland possesses the finest mater-
nity service in the world, The Midwifery Boards of
Sweden enable their members to give far more individual
attention to their patients than is usually possible here.
Though public provision falls short, public imagination has
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been aroused, and the day of the drunken Sairy Gamp is
passing.

It is true, too, that mothers are prepared to rely less on
“mother instinct”” and more upon scientific knowledge than
they used to do. Not enough, of course. There is prob-
ably more nonsense talked about mother love and marernal
. intuition than about almost any other important subject.
Proud grannies and mothers-in-law who have “buried
seven” still lay down nursery lore in suburban villas and
city mansions as well as in back-street tenements. Bur the
conscientious solemnity with which most young mothers
to-day study their responsibilities is admirable, even if some-
times 2 little misplaced. Experiments like the Chelsea
Babies’ Club are attempting to provide for middle-class
families what the infant welfare clinics—where they exist
—offer to the poor. Articles on diet, clothing, fresh air,
temperament, minor aitments and other nursery problems,
written with varying degrecs of sensc and authority, are an
essential feature of most modem popular papers and
magazines. Interest in child psychology is often carried
to fantastic extremes; experimental schook, theories of
discipline and no-discipline, of sex-education or no educa-
tion, of environment and training, may become ridiculous
rather than sublime; but they are at least less pernicious
than the principles of the Fairchild Family, or the discipline
of “good old-fashioned schools” where to spare the rod
was to spoil the child, and where bullying, semi-starvation
and constant physical discomfort were part of the tradi-
tiona] curriculum.

Matemity is considered so honourable that in its name
divorce reform is delayed beyond all reason, women are
underpaid, the education of many girls is crippled, women
are denied the right of entry to posts which they could
occupy with profit, or are forced to resign from work
which they can do and which needs doing. On February
17th, 1934, Pastor Vera Kenmure, one of the earliest and
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most successful women Congregationalist ministers, wrote
to resign her posidon.

“I do this most reluctantly,” she said, “and only after
much careful thoughe ; but I feel that in the present circum~
stances it is the only course open to me.

“I wish to make it abundandy clear that I do not resign
because I find the duties of 2 wife and mother are incom-
patible with those of the minister of a church. On the
contrary I am convinced that my ministry, and indeed any
ministry, will only be enriched and made more useful by
the added experience which these relationships bring.
Since my marriage I have carricd out all my dutes at
Partick in the same spirit, and according to the same
principles as before, and have continued such features of
church life as midweek services at stated periods, 2 Bible
Class conducted by myself, a Young Communicants’ Class,
and one cvening per week in the Vestry when I am avail-
able for consultation, some of which were introduced in
the church for the first time during my term of office.
All these, of course, were in addition to the general offices
of the church.

“My sole reason for resigning is my strong feeling that
the deep opposition and active hostility of a secrion of the
congtegation make honest co-operation impossible, and
prevent me frotn continuing a successful ministry among
them. I will not be the minister of any church where dis-
harmony is rife.”

The Congregational Church nearly lost a good minister;
a devoted religious personality nearly lost a clear vocation.
Actually, after a brief interval, the congregaton organised
an appeal for their minister to return. When I write, the
controversy has not yet been sertled. But so long as a
mingled odour of sentimentality and obscenity is allowed
to envelop the idea of motherhood, we shall have to endure
episodes of this kind.

The attitude towards older children, too, is changing.
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The reladonship between parent and child is more natural,
more candid, and more democratic. The parents take a
positive rather than negative interest in their children’s
health and temperament. It is not enough for Fenella or
Robert to “get through” measles or mumps or other
childish ailments with the least possible trouble to cveryone.
It is not enough for them to avoid conspicuous “naughti-
ness.” To-day there are attetnpts to investigate and remove
possible causes of physical or mental handicap—from flac
feet and constipation to fear of the dark and the Edipus
complex. There is, I think, less possessiveness and more
comradeship, less discipline and more understanding, less
fuss and more instructed care. When families are smaller,
when women have educated minds and wider interests,
when husband and wife alike control the family income,
this individual attention is more possible. 'The professional
woman, or intelligent artisan’s wife to-day, puts far more
common sense and organising ability into her maternal
tesponsibility than the Victorian lady, worn out by suc-
cessive miscarriages and births, doomed to premature
invalidism on a sofa, who was so frequent a “Mamma” in
the books I read in my nursery days. Mothers who can
share their children’s interests, mothers who have some
knowledge of the wider world outside the family circle, are
far better equipped than purely domestic housewives, to
help their sons and daughters as they pass from school to
the shops and offices and factories and universities in which
they complete their education.

Incidentally, these mothers are far more popular with
their children. 1 dare to speak from experience. My own
mother, though bom over seventy years ago, is essentially
“modern.”  As a county alderman, she finds life rich with
varied and absorbing experience. I can visit or leave her
without compunction, knowing that she has her life to live
as much as I have mine; yet when we meet there is none
of that awkwardness, that “‘making conversadon” which I
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see between so many parents and children. In the future
the child will be as much interested in the mother’s career
as the mother in the child’s, and the shared expetience of
two generations should be helpful to both.

Do women of the twentieth century—like shrimps—
make good mothers? So far as generalisation is possible I
I think that we can answer in the words of the song: “Yes,

they do!”
The Cost of Housekeeping.

In Soviet Russia where shortage of houses at present
makes home Life in the cities impossible for hundreds of
families, the equality of women’s status is more unequivo-
cally and openly acknowledged than in any other contem-
porary state.

The facts are not necessarily interdependent. There is for
instance lietle home life, as interpreted by the Ideal Homes
Exhibition or by popular American advertisements, in the
tents of nomadic Mahometans of Southern Arabia; yet
women there live in semi-slavery. But neither are the
drcumstances completely unconnected.

For the tradion of woman as home-maker encumbers
her intellectual and economic progress at every turn. It
even incommodes her attempts to become an adequate
wife to her husband and mother to her children. For the
sake of human happiness, justice, intelligence and welfare,
I should like to see all family homes and amateur house-
keepers abolished for the space of one generation ; because
at present the price we pay for these luxuries is too high.
We pay for them in humbug and irritation; we pay in
narrowing down our interests and our loyaltics; we pay
in the deliberate stultfying of our human growth. Most
of all, we pay in an orgy of vicious and enervaring self-
deception. We shall never really be able to live comforeably
in homes till we have destroyed the legend of their sancticy.

Naturally there is value in the domestic arts. Food
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should be well prepared, rooms should be clean and charm-
ing, clothes decencly repaired, a civilised standard of com-
fort and of order preserved in every dwelling place. Nor
need the performance of these functions be disagreeable.
On the contrary, they provide scope for faculties of in-
genuity and of taste ; they are variced ; they produce imme-
diate and obvious results, and they are valuable. Those
who perform them know that they are contributing to
soctal happiness. We need places where children may feel
secure and adults rested, at ease from the critcal, com-
petitive public life where they are constantly forced to
measure up to one another, to put something across, to
push something through, or exert their personalities to
avert some failure.

Because these things arc desirable, however, that does not
mean that they are worth any price we choose to pay for
them. What, exactly, is this price?

In the first place our illusion that every woman generally
and every married woman particularly must become a
housckeeper causes a preposterous waste of time, and distor-
don of activity, The traditional inquiry of the love-lom
swain, “Can she cook a cherry-pie, charming Billy:”
interprets itself into che surviving supposition that, what-
ever other functions 3 woman may falfil, whether she be
doctor, cotton-spinner, member of parliament or shop-
kecper, she will naturally hold herself responsible for the
catering, cleaning, laundry work and care of children in
the houschold where she lives. Even to-day when she
may be providing the major part of the family income, it
is still her business to see that meals are prepared, invalids
nursed, hospitality arranged, nurseries organised and com-
fort secured. Husbands and brothers and fathers feel them-
selves aggrieved, if, with “a woman about the house” any
domestic burden sall falls on their shoulders, and proposals
for communal performance of work now done individually
are received with shocked disapproval,
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Even cfficiency of organisation, by which a professional
woman could delegate much of the routine of house-
keeping, is so commonly regarded as a defection that she
sacrifices real comfort to a social ideal which profits
nobody. She would rather dust rooms than feel guiley.
The tradition is a natural legacy from the days when
women provided the work and men the money in alf
average homes; but when traditions persist after facts have
changed, injustice inevitably occurs.

But if it is true that many women better equipped to be
engineers, lawyers or agricultural workers, waste their
time on domestic activities, which husbands, sons or pro-
fessional employees might more effectively perform, it is
even more true that other women who are naturally
inclined to enjoy domestic work, use it as an excuse to do
nothing and know nothing else. The consciousness of
virtue derived from well-polished furniture or rows of
preserved-fruit bottles is too lightly acquired. In too many
small homes women use the domestic tradition to evade
responsibility for everything else. “Oh, I'm only a house-
keeper. I'm a private person. My job lies within four
walis,” they say complacently, finding it easier to be a good
housewife than a good citizen. So long as their own child-
ten arc healthy and happy, why worry because others are
ill and frightened? It is agreeable to distemper one’s own
nursery, bake crusts, squeeze oranges and mix nourishing
salads; it is not agreeable to sit on quarrelling committees,
listen to tedious speeches, organise demonstradons and
alter systems, in order that others—for whom such whole-
some pleasures are at present impossible—may enjoy them.
Yet women are praised for the maternal instinct which
makes the care expended on their own children natural and
pleasant ; they are criticised for the political activities which
result in the safeguarding of other people’s children as well
as their own. So slums remain uncleared, milk is wasted,
nursery schools are exceptional luxuries, educational re-
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forms are delayed, while “good wives and mothers” shut
themselves up in the comfort of their private lives and eam
the approval of unthinking society.

Such limitation defeats its own ends. It is like the
barrier which another type of woman erccts between her-
self and the reality of love and intimacy. In the luxury
flaes of 1934 as in the palaces of 1734, live women whose
lives are dominated by so specialised an ideal of personal
beauty that the very manifestations of life which beauty is
meant to vitalise, become distasteful to them.

But if some women enclose themselves from the world
in their homes as in a nunnery, there are others who,
finding their energies disproportionate to the limited
sphere of domestic action, make their houses lirtle Hells of
restiessness. They do twice what needs to be done once;
they fuss over details of punctuality, laundry and ormament;;
they bully their families or servants into neuroses; they
disfigure every piece of furniture with embroidery or
decoration, and invent a hundred hideous and superfluous
activities to occupy their unfilled hours.

One result of this energy affects the home iwelf. It
becomes far too elaborate and remains far too incon-
venient. Women's unacknowledged fear lest, robbed of
domestic work, they should find no real function in life,
does unceasing damage to standards of domestic architec-
ture and furnishing. It has retarded the whole progress of
scientific labour-saving. The most inferior factory archi-
tect would be ashamed to submit plans accepted as adequate
for domestic purposes—the sink in a dark corner, the oven
and stove where backs are ricked to reach them, the plumb-
ing primitive and furniture designed to attract 2 maximum
of dust.

Yet every year standards grow higher. Just as we have
repudiated in horror the legendary method of measuring
the baby’s bath water—("‘T pops the blessed baimn in and if
it’s too cold he turns blue and if it’s too hot he turns red.”)
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—so we have abandoned many other rough-and-ready
devices. Consciendous and well-to-do housewives like
conscientious and well-to~-do mothers, burden themselves
with entire libraries on colour schemes, cockrail recipes,
and etiquette for the week-end party; while working—class
women, with more elaborate furniture bought on the hire-
EfChasc system, advice from health visitors and infant wel-

e instructors, and articles in the popular press, give them-
selves three times the work done by their more primitive
predecessors. Women really determined to spend no more
time than was absolutely necessary upon domestic labour
could have revolutionised housekeeping within a decade.

There is a reverse side to the same picture. Paradoxically
the very people who neglect to apply science to the home,
think far too much of comfort, or respectability and of
“kecping up appearances.” They measure social worth by
the lampshades in the drawing-room, the parlour-maid
who answers the door, and the wine served at dinner-
parties. This is not by any means an exclusively female
folly. Men as much as women devote themselves to the
ritual rather than the spirit of hospitality, sacrifice vitality
for comfort, and comfort to conformity. They tumn their
houses into temples where the gods of respectability and
decorum can be worshipped. And we all suffer.

Wives suffer from their servitude to an ideal unworthy
of exclusive service. Why, in entertainments of the well-
to-do, does general conversation so often hang, spiked
upon the uncomprehending inattention of the “‘wives”
who sit among the men and women: Why should there
be so little give and take of argument and opinion in most
families: Why should mothers lose touch with the inter-
ests of their growing sons and daughters:

Unmarried women suffer—from their identificadon
with domesticity.

Men suffer-—from boredom, loneliness, and surfeit of com-
fort. We pay too high a price for our good housckeeping.
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CHAPTER IV
BACEWARDS AND FORWARDS

URING the spring of 1934 a well-known political
Dorganisation in London asked a friend of mine to
lecture on the subject of “The Rise of Anti-Feminism in
Europe.” She gave the lecture but changed the dtle.
There was no “rise of anti-feminism” in Europe, she
declared. There had been a rise of feminism ; cthere is now
a reaction against it. The pendulum is swinging back-
wards, not only against feminism, but against democracy,
liberty, and reason, against international co-operation and
polirical tolerance.

Yet on the whole the situation for women is more hope-
ful and certainly more comfortable than it was a hundred
years ago. Even the new antagonisms have their advan-
tages.

gDeﬁnite opposition is easier to break than unacknow-
ledged obstruction. Sir Walter Scott retold in The Talis-
man the old story of how Richard I and Saladin set out to
compete in skill of swordsmanship. King Richard lifted
his sword and brought it down with 2 great crash, splitting
in two a suit of armour ; but Saladin tossed a silken cushion
-into the air, and while it floated feather-light, cut it in half
with 2 dexterous twist of his curved blade—a far more
difficult feat. For thirteen years women have been
smothered by silken cushions of persuasion; they may find
the hard iron of compulsion easier to resist.

Herr Hitler finds a cure for Unemployment

The example of reaction most constantly quoted is that
of Nazi Germany. It is the most conspicuous, the most
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deliberate and the most characteristicc.  When in the
autumn of 1933 the British Industrialist, Sir Herbert
Austin, acknowledged his desire to tum all women out of
his employment and replace them by men, he quoted the
example of Herr Hider. Just because in Germany the
Woman's movement appeared to have progressed so far,
the retrogression appeared peculiarly significant.

The Constitution of the German Republic drawn up at
Weimar in 1918, wrote equality of rights into its funda-
mental laws.

Article 109 ran:

“All Germans are equal before the law. Men and
women have, in principle, the same civil rights and
duties.”

And Article 128:

“All citizens, without discrimination, shall be eligible
for public office.

“All provisions making exception in the case of
women officials shall be abolished.”

Women immediately began to take advantage of their
new opportunities. From 30 to 42 sar in each of the
Reichstags between 1919 and 1933—a higher proportion
than in any other country. Women became provincial
councillors and ministers. They entered into every kind
of occupation, winning distinction as administrators,
teachers, scientists and technicians. In the 1925 census,
11,478,000 German women were registered as employed,
of whom 3,645,000 were married. They organised trade
unions. They took part in international conferences. They
explored, with unusual eamestness and deliberation, the
social implications of economic independence. They
entered with immense enthusiasm into the new athletic
movements. The typical “modern girl” of post~-War
Germany was a lean young creature, browned with sun-
bathing, muscular, vigorous, who earned her own living,
held theories about free love which shocked her parents,
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who spent her holidays tramping across country in shorts
and shirt, and believed that Communism might inaugurate
an earthly paradise.

But the background of her life was far from happy. The
German heart was sick with hope deferred; eleven
million women might be employed. In Germany as in
England of the Slump, and for the same reasons, it was
casier for women than for men to obtain work. The
humiliations of Versailles persisted. The country remained
unarmed in an armed contnent. Even after 1926, when
her representatives were greeted at Geneva and the state
received into the League of Nadons, when M. Briand ex-
claimed in one of his most moving orations: “C’est fini,
la guerre entre nous,” the brave words remained words
alone ; their promises were not fulfilled. It became impos-
sible to cope adequately with the feeding and housing of
the workless. The unemployment figures rose in February,
1932 to 6,128,429.

In 1933 Herr Hitler came into power largely on his
promise to revive German vitality and national prosperity,
and to solve the unemployment problem. Now the sim-
plest solution of that problem is to proclaim large sections
of the community unemployable and to withdraw them
from the labour market altogether.

Thus in England proposals have been made to relieve
the pressure by raising the school-leaving age to 16, and by
reducing to 6o the age at which insured persons may
receive old-age pensions—thus draining from employment
the very young and very old. In America the Roosevelt
administration has attempted to reduce the quite consider-
able extent of child-labour with the same intention.

But the German experiment goes further than that.
National Socialist philosophy, with its doctrines of racial
solidarity, biological mysticism and the Functional State,
makes possible a far more sweeping clearance from the
labour market. Non-Aryans, Jews and Pacifist-Com-~
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munist-Left-Wing-Socialist-Intransigeants have been com-
pulsorily removed to make room for loyal Nazi Germans.
But compulsion creates its own difficuldes. A far more
ingenious solution has been found in the persvasion of
women to leave the labour market willingly, under a
psychological pressure applied with formidable effect.

The explanation of the women’s readiness to go is largely
historical. The post-War economic independence of
wotnen was not only more novel in Germany than it was
in England; it was more disturbing. Far more deeply-
rooted in German than in English consciousness was the
tradition that women’s interests should be confined to
“Kinder, Kiiche, Kirche.,” The political theories of demo-
cracy, liberty and toleration, which lent so strong a support
to the women’s movement in this country had less influ-
ence there. All the time that the younger German women
were reaching out towards a new phﬂosoghy of personal
and political and economic relationships, their elders were
opposing to it 2 fervour of conviction and a solidarity of
family influence rarcly experienced in England or America.

The proof of the pudding lies in the eating. The taste of
independence had not been so sweet. Husbands, sons and
fathers remained without employment. Lovers dared not
marry. Men grew increasingly and justifiably embittered.
There seemed no adequate answer to their criticisms of a
national condition which left them without hope. Pros-
perity dwindled and courage waned.

When, therefore, Herr Hitler preached a Functional
State with a place for everyone, a new World Philosophy
of disciplined unity, and a foreign policy which would
restore German honour and prestige, it was not surprising
that the women as well as the men accepted him. Even
though it meant economic dependence and psychological
docility, for women his doctrines promised a happiness
impossible under the earlier regime.

The method of political subjection has been, on the
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whole, quite skilful and effective. German women have
not been disenfranchised, though there was some talk in
1933 of their being “invited” to surrender their parlia-
mentary vote. But all enfranchisement has been rendered
meaningless under a system which permits only one
political party. The provincial assemblies have not func-
tioned, and no woman’s name was on the candidates” list
of National Socialists to be returned to the Reichstag. No
woman occupics a position of importance in the govern-
ment, though one, Paula Seiber, is associated with the
Ministry of the Interior as adviser upon women’s questions,
and another, Hedwig Fuerster, reports upon matters con-
ceming girls’ schools to the Prussian Minister of Arts,
Sctences and Public Instruction.

But the economic replacement has been more brutal and
direct. 'Women are being increasingly excluded from
educational administration. Since July 1933 the manage-
ment of all girls’ high schools in Hamburg has been trans-
ferred ro men. Nincteen women directors of elementary
schools have been replaced. The paper Germania in its
issuc of August 3, 1933, reported that 160 women teachers
were then dismissed in Hamburg.

Married women doctors are no longer allowed to attend
insured patients—a fairly effective means of driving them
out of practice. “Double earnings”™ have been rigorously
condemned, and daughters of men on pension as well as
wives of wage-carners have been forced to resign under
this excuse. Local authorities and private firms have dis-
missed women from law courts, offices, shops and fac-
tories, giving their posts to masculine members of the

To soften these harsh measures, every step has been taken
to encourage women'’s domestic interests. Families em-
ploying domestic servants no longer have to contribute
towards their sickness insurance. A government loan of
1,000 marks is offered to every woman who, having been
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a wage-carner for six months or more, marries, retires, and
undertakes to accept no new position unless her hushand’s
salary falls below 125 marks a month. In one Hamburg
cigarette factory six hundred women were asked to give
up their posts to fathers, brothers and husbands.  Sixty did
as requested and eighey, handing over their work to
fiancés, claimed the state marniage loan; the others refused
to leave.

A steady pressure of influence has accompanied these
actions. Scientists have undertaken to prove that profes~
sional women produce a lower birth rate than those with-
out such double activides. (A controversy over this Eoint
arose in Die Aerztin during August 1933, and though the
theory was discredited by unquestionable evidence, it left
its mark.}) Attempts have been made to centralise all
women’s organisations under the “Women Workers'
League,” led by men, with Dr. Frick, the Minister for
Home Affairs as Patron. Its president is Dr. Fermmacher,
who recently stated that *“The withdrawal of women from
Folitical activities and reawakening of a good German
amily life is of the first importance.” Dr. Goebbels has
announced that women have absolutely nothing to do
with politics—though he received some applause for a
statement that German ladies should not be reproved for
smoking—a concession to gallantry as ominous as his.more
candid generalisation.

But far more important than official policy, which is at
least open to public criticism, is the attrude of the women
themselves. There are rebels. Some have been forced to
leave the country. Others have been dismissed from their
posts and live on private charity. Others attempt with
immensc courage, considering the rigour of discipline, to
make public protest. For instance in Volkischer Beobachter
of October 4¢h, 1933, one woman writer exposed the
fallacy of the attempt to deal with unemployment by turn-
ing women out of their posts. “A woman without private
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means and without work is also one of the unemployed
and a charge to the public,” she wrote. ““She herself bears
the burden of a heavy destiny. To tumn away a woman
who has to find work, and to replace her by a man is not
the creation of new employment.”” It is, one would
imagine, a self-evident statement; but passion and preju-
dice can over-ride arithmetic. A few keen supporters of
the new regime dare to oppose its anti-feminism. One,
Carola Struve, wrote a book defending Hitler, but claim-
ing, among other things, that the complere economic free-
dom for women was “‘the basis of their communal life
with men.” Another sent a protest to Hiter and von
Papen against “the conversion of the new Germany into
a man-governed state.”

But for the most part, the German women submit.
They have always foll%wed fashions and this is a fashion.
They have always accepted discipline, and this is the order
of authority. They have always been seduced by theory,
and this has able apologists to rationalise it.

In November 1933, a letter appeared in the Manchester
Guardian from a German apologist of her government’s
policy. “The German people,” she wrote, “led by their
great Fuhrer, are to~day labouring for the re-birth of the
nation and of morals. They know perfectly well that this
task invests women with at least the same importance as
men. The young generarion obtain their first nourishment
and teaching from their mothers. For this reason woman
has again been recognised as the centre of family life and
to~day it has again become a pleasure and an honour to be
a woman, We women of Germany have therefore
regained our confidence and faith in the future.” Ques-
tioned further in private correspondence she gave no ex-
planation of why it had ever ceased to be “a pleasure and
an honour to be a mother’’ ; but she did maintain that there
was no hardship in the dismissal of women, who were still
allowed to follow “just such professions and vocations as

157



WOMEN

are suitable for their female gifts, i.e. which correspond to
their matemnal character. . . . Recognising our pecuhiarities
we have chosen certain callings as specially suited. But I
must stress that legally no vocation or profession is closed
to us. . . . Do you really believe that a weltanschauung which
inscribes on its banners that mothers are to be honoured
does not result in women being treated with the greatest
respect 2 . . . Herr Hider is the exponent of a weltanschanung.
The question of women or rather the queston of the
stability of farnily life forms part of this philosophy. . . .”

The reaction is explicable.

The slump, the Peace Treaties, the inefficiency of demo-
cratic administrations in a country with autocratic tradi-
tons, the deeply-ingrained social theories of feminine
subservience, and the inconveniencies of a disunited nation
provide motive enough for acceptance of Herr Hitler's
policy. The Fuhrer himself, with Count Keyserling,
Spengler, Sicburg and other prophets of the decline of the
West, invent noble justification. In any case, German
women are handing back political power and economic
opportunity to the men.

The Intellectuals despair of Reason

Events in contemporary Germany would be less impor-
tant did chey not march with fashionable and world-wide
theory. The passionate protests of Sieburg, the grave
sententious mysticism of Count Keyserling, the inarticulate
:-rologists for National Socialism strike a note which had

ready become familiar 1o Europe and America.

The insistence upon racial solidarity, instinctive unity,
“blood~thought” and intuitive functionalism preached
to—day from Munich to Posen is only one expression of a
revolt against reason which has affected the intellectual life
of the entire Western World. It has been traced to a dozen
different sources—to a resutgence of the subconscious
intuitive self from long suppression, to the publication of
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Pascal’s Pensées or of Bergson’s Creative Evolution, to the
psychology of Freud and the art of D. H. Lawrence, to the
Expressionists, to the Nudists, to the scientists, to the war.
But whatever its cause, there is little doubt that a mistrust
of the intellect has been let loose in the world, and espe-
ctally among the intellectuals.

It touches unexpected spheres of influence, from the
evangelical revivalism known as the Group Movement, to
the restless intellecrualism of Aldous Huxley. ““The heart
has its reasons which the intellect knows not of,” declared
Pascal, and Huxley, Santanyana, General Goering and Mr.
Buchman, in their varying modes, agree.

It finds political expression in revived enthusiasm for
Nationalism, in contempt for democracy, in an outcry for
2 leader. Throughout the work of D. H. Lawrence, the
self-appointed poet and prophet of the movement, that
demand for lcagcrship recurs. * ‘Men,’ says Lilly to Aaron
in Aaron’s Rod, ‘must submit to the greater soul in 2 man
for their guidance : and women must submit to the positive
power-soul in man for their being.’

“*You'll never get it,” said Aaron.

You will, when all men want it. All men say, they
want a leader. Then let them in their souls submit to some
greater soul than theirs. At present, when they say they
want a leader, they mean they want an instrument, like
Lloyd George. A mere instrument for their use. But it’s
more than that. It’s the reverse. It’s the deep fathomless
submission to the heroic soul in a greater man.””

Compare that demand to General Goering’s affirmation
in his book Germany Reborn.

“In Hitler we have the rare combination of a keen
logical thinker, a really profound philosopher and an
iron-willed man of action, tenacious to the highest
degree. . . . For more than a decade I have stood at his
side, and every day spent wich him is a new and wondet-
ful experience. From the first moment that I saw and
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heard him I belonged to him body and soul, and to many
of my comrades the same thing has happened. I pas-
sionately pledged myself to his service and have followed
him unswervingly. In the past months I have received
many titles and honours, but no title or honour has so
filled me with pride as the title which the German people
have given me: ‘The most loyal lieutenant of our

Leader.””

All over the world to-day, men and women, fatigued by
the austere struggle to serve ideas, are secking for a man to
whom they can surrender their wills—for “the submission
to the heroic soul in a greater man.” And in Germany,
Italy, Turkey, Poland perhaps, Russia while Lenin lived,
they have found one. The worship of Lenin had just this
difference. He himself was high priest of a religion of
rationalism ; Margian communism survived his death.

But a world of hero-worshippers is a wotld in which
women are doomed to subordinadon. Very rare excep-
tions, 2 Queen Elizabeth or Joan of Arc may capture men’s
imaginaton. For the most part society takes care to see
that the Leader is masculine. The peculiar nature of this -
cult demands it. Virility, combativeness, physical endur-
ance, power to impress all types of person, are the qualities
demanded, and since quite sixty per cent. of humanity is
at present irremediably predisposed against submission to a
woman, the odds are enormous.

Socially the cult expresses itself in the lauding of the
instincts and the emphasis of “biological,” “natural,” or
“tradiconal” values. Since reason and the intellect have
fallen into disfavour, the instincts are accounted as of
higher importance than the mind. Passion, which Hegel
called “a sort of instinct, almost animal, by which man
applies his energies to a single cause,” becomes associated
almost exclusively with physical desire, and the difference
berween the sexes is necessarily cxaggerated.

Since what has happened in Germany is not unique, it

160



BACKWARDS AND FORWARDS

may be worth while to consider the attitude of our most
conspicuous English candidate for the dictatorship. Sir
Oswald Mosley in 1932 devoted a short section of his stare~
ment on policy, The Greater Britain, to “Women’s Work.”

“It has been suggested,” he began modestly, “that in our
political organisation we have hitherto concentrated on the
organisation of men. This was not because we underrate
the importance of women in the world. . . . The part of
woman in our futurc organisation will be important, but
different from that of men; we want men who are men and
women who are women.” The italics are Sir Oswald's; they
are, | think, important. They illustrate that emphasis npon
sexual difference characteristic of a creed which places
instinct above rcason, “‘Fascism,” he continues, “‘would
treat the normal wife and mother as one of the main pillars
of the State,” and he is gentdy sportive about *“professional
spinster politicians”; whose one idea is to escape from “the
normal sphere of woman.” Professional bachelor politi-
cians like Herr Hitler presumably do not escape from the
normal sphere of man. It is man’s “patural” sphere to
dominate. From that state of exaltation which Mr. Wynd-
nam Lewis writing before Hitler’s ascendancy described
among his followers as “a truc bodily solidarity, identical
thythms in the arteries and muoscles and in the effective
neural instrument,” women are excluded. The bloed-
brotherhood leaves them outside, quiescent, passive, wait-
ing obediently to refresh the tred warrior.

They have been cast, in the functional state, for the réle
of wives, mothers, expectant and desirous mistresses. The
whole force of the Freudian revelation, the “modemn”
morality and the fashionable insistence upon nerves rather
than reasons, lies behind that choice. They have been told
that without complete physical satisfaction they will
remain dwarfed and crippled. They have been taught that
the ubiquitous Eye in the once familiar Scriptural text
“Thou God seest me” is blind and merciful in comparison
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to the jealous watchfulness of the frustrated sub—conscious.
Jehovah the all Terrible might forgive; the instincts have
no merey. There is no appeal from their inexorable judg-
ment.

Therefore let them take their appointed place in society
and be sadsfied. ,

It is true that they will be cur off from a hundred fields
of action. Tt is true that they will be separated from their
friends and lovers by a gulf of sexual difference. If no
bridge of reason is considered trustworthy, if no shared
experience of all those vast areas of life unaffected by sexnal
distincgion may unite them, then indeed the ways of men
and women become strange to one another. Woman
remains a “mystery ; man an inscrumable “power,” and
though mystery may have its fascination, the comradeship
of sympathy and understanding is destroyed.

Bue this is part of the new gospel, and women must take
comfort from the traditionalists who tell them that—save
for mad moments of irresponsible experiment—this has
always been so.

For to reinforce their arguments, the anfi-rationalists
envoke tradition. In his brilliant and persuasive attack
upon reason called Toryism and the Twentieth Century Mr.
Walter Elliot, M.P., described the atritude of himself and
those who felt wich him as a “Belief in a humility of the
intellect, and therefore a trust in continuity, a conviction
that what has worked once may work again, and finally a
certain optimism, believing that cxternal forces are on the
whole friendly to man, that they are good, albeit good and
irrational ; in fact that, though they slay us, yet will we
trust in them.”

But tradidion is against cquality. If in the future we are
to rely only upon what has happened in the past, experi-
ment is closed to us. The adventures of the mind must be
abandoned. The attempt to create communities where
men and women alike share the full stature of humanicy is

162



BACEWARDS AND FORWARDS

an attempt to do something which has not been done
before, and which can only be achieved under certain con-
ditions. And one of these is the acceptance of reason as a
guide in human conduct. I we choose an anti-rational
philosophy, in this quest, at least, we are defeated. The
enemies of reason arc inevitably the opponents of “equal
rights.”

Nationalism and the Jingo

Closely allied to the unpopularity of reason lies the popu-
larity of nationalism. The nation is defended as a tradi-
tional, instinctive unit, something to which men feel them-
~ selves bound by blood and history. It has, like all great
sacramental symbols, been sanctified by death. Its appeal
is to the emotion rather than the intellect.

Nationalism in itself might be a neutral influence upon
the position of women. Indeed, in some countries it has
acted as an additional impetus to their emancipation. In
India to-day the National Congress movement is one of the
strongese forces for breaking a slave tradition. Women
whose parents accepted unquestioningly the principles of
sad and purdah, have left their seclusion, unveiled their
faces, picketed shops, attended public meetings, and
walked in processions. Customs of submission and con-
finement, centuries old, have been abandoned.

Nor is Indian experience unique. In Egypt, in Turkey,
in Arabia, nationalism has aroused women from their long
relegation to the status of semi-slavery. The need for
citizenship has proved stronger than the barrer of sex.

This is true. It is true also thar Jingoism and military
values, which, under a system of international anarchy are
inevitably associated with nationalism, have not always
exercised an inimical effect upon women’s posidon. We
have to reckon with the immense sweep of world opinion
which changed constitutions and customs alike between
1914 and 1918, We have to admit also that in modemn
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Russiz, where the state is organised as a fighting unit, and
where women are admitted into the Red Armies, the
boldest experiments of equalitarian status have been carried
through.

So far as modem war is concerned, the old division of
interest between men and women has disappeared. Civil-
ian populations of to-day suffer with armies in territories
in which war is fought; to-morrow, they may suffer even
more, The distinction between combatant and non-
combatant decreases, and the qualifications of the com-
batant lose their dominatingly masculine traits. When the
need for muscular strength diminishes women can be
soldiers as well as men. In the last war British and American
women drove cars, and performed clerical and domestic
and technical work at the base, as well as serving medical
and nursing units ; while in Russia and the Balkan states, as
in China, some fought as actual combatants. Even to-day
in England Commandant Allen’s Women’s Auxiliary
Detachment offers women training in aircraft and marks-
manship. In future struggles where, we are told, laboratory
work and aviation will play as large a part as gunnery and
trench warfare, there is Ekely to be less and less distinction
between men’s part and women’s part.

War ceases to become a masculine occupation.

Nor is it true that the non-military aspects of life com-
monly described as “women’s interests’ are exclusively
feminine. Men also have been helpless as children, require
shelter, nourishment, education and medical attention.
And it is these requisites of humanity which suffer eclipse
under a military system.

The cost of the annual defence bill of Great Britain is
about £ 108,000,000—one quarter of which spent on smoke
abatement, water supply, better housing and milk distribu-
tion could raise appreciably the whole standard of life in
this country. Twenty thousand new houses could be built
for the cost of one modern bateship. During the last
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 war, the preliminary bombardments of Arras, Messines and
Paschendale cost /£ 52,000,000. Mr. Arthur Greenwood,
Minister of Health in the Labour Government, worked out
the cost of his proposed national maternity service at
£2,750,000 a year. For the price of three bombardments
we could have had a matemnity service for nearly 20 years.

But these values predominate political thought almost
everywhere to-day. Protests against them have hitherto
had little practical effect. Until a system of world order
and collective security is established, they will continue
to dominate us.

And while they dominate, it is not easy for women to
exercise completely equal citizenship, because, though it is
true that militarism is not necessarily masculine and
humanitarianism is not by any means intrinsically feminine,
yet for so many years war has been considered a man’s
business, and the safeguarding of the interests of the hel
less—of children, invalids and the very poor, a woman’s,
that the association of ideas still exerts a powerful influence
over imaginations. Rightly or wrongly, this is what popu-
lar sentiment apptoves, and behind popular sentiment is
something stronger. Maternal instinct as a political im-
pulse has been greatly over-rated. The uneducated
instinct generally seems to operate by urging women to
protect their own children at whatever cost to others; but
that it can be developed into a powerful sense of public
responsibility has been shown by the bref history of wo-
men’s influence in politics. The combination of motives
which makes women politically “good mothers” makes
them ako comparatively poor soldiers.» Under wholly
different circumstances and after several generations these
distinctions might disappear. But to-day they make it
fairly clear that a woman is less likely to become a great
admiral than a great Minister of Education or Organiser of
Health Services. She is far less likely to acquire the experi-
ence and authority for naval leadership, even if she formed
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the taste for it. There are women with a taste for military
discipline. The careers of Commandant Mary Allen in
this country or of Comrade Petrova the sixty-year-old
storm trooper of Kerensky's Army in Siberia, mother of
nine children and veteran of two wars, may be exceptional ;
but we have little evidence to prove that they would
remain so were the ranks of armies, navies and air forces
universally thrown open to women, and as little prejudice
opposing their recruitment as to-day opposes that of men.

Whether this would be a good thing or not for civiliza-
don is another question, though personally I see no reason
why, if wars are to be fought at all, women should not be
subject to conscription, service and death on the same terms
as men. They suffer misery enough from war as it is, and
suffer also from the inferiority of status which a non-~com-
batant eamns. f they are to endure the suffering, they might
as well be spared the humiliation.

Mussolini and the Population Theory

One of the cheories, however, associated with militant
nationalism, has a very direct and vital effect upon the
position of women, and that is what Miss Cicely Hamilton
in her book on Modern Italy called “The Cult of the
Cradle.”” In Italy, in Germany, in Ireland and in France
to-day fecundity is revered as a patriotic virtue. Babies are
potendal citizens and potential soldiers. Ultmately the
state with the largest population comes out on top. The
mother who fills the cradle enables her sovereign to rule
the world.

Signor Mussolini has his own clear notions of women’s
place in the world. His biographer Margherita Sarfati
tecords admiringly that the Duce regards woman as “a
creature whose mission it is to be beautiful and pleasing.
... If she does not know that she pleases she is nervous and
unhappy, and with good reason.” Therefore he encourages
women to become Fascisi. They may join the Fasci
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Femminili. But their groups are separate from and
subordinate to the men’s groups. Their activites include
the relief of distress, child welfare and Red Cross work,
and their drills and exercises are, from childbirth, given a
domestic and maternal bias.

These public activities are, however, merely pleasant
accessories to their great aim in life—the production of
more and yet more Italian patriots. There is a tax on
bachclors, to encourage early marriage. Taxation is
graded to discriminate against one-child or childless mar-
riages and in favour of the teeming nursery. Bonuses for
lacge families, for twins, for triplets are the gifts of the
state to dutiful mothers. With greater imagination than
that exhibited by public authorities in this country.
Italian officials do not compel women to resign from paid
employment upon marriage. On the contrary, since June
1929 in state and provindal posts, preference has been given
to married employees of both sexces. It is recognised that
mothers may find it advisable, for their children’s sake, to
eamn mmoney to provide better food, clothes and lodging.
There are times when even the day-long attention of a
devoted parent fails to compensate for lack of vitamins—a
fact still hidden from the wisdom of the London County
Council when it compels married women employees to
resign their posts. Further, large families are encouraged
by revenue concessions, by free municipal services, and
most of all by an atmosphere of public approval.

No state perhaps has yet developed so deliberate and
systernatised a population cult as Fascist Italy, though Nazi
Germany seeks the multiplication of loyal Teutonic
Aryans, France, the reproduction of healthy citizens,
Southern Ireland, poor as it is, the increase of Catholic
Celts, and in all Anglo-Saxon countries live individuals
dominated by Lothrop Stoddard’s fear of the “Rising Tide
of Colour,” who look to a recrudescence of White Births
to counter the alarming fecundity of the black and yellow
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races. The cult of the cradle, in one form or another,
affects women almost everywhere, even where it fails to
receive government support.

Respect for maternity is naturally not in itself a bad
thing for women. The German defender of Hitler’s
Weltanschawung, whose letter 1 previously quoted, clearly
felt that here was the first necessity for human happiness.
It is probable that the ancient fertlity cults and recurrent
mother-worship served to quench the pagan fears of
women’s “uncleanness” and of those mysterious magic
influences which could blight virility and drain masculine
strength. An enlightened sense of responsibility towards
the unbom generations of the future may be one of the
by-products of this desire for vicarious extension of kife—
this hope of family, tribal or national heirs.

It is equally true that English society to-day suffers from
lack of respect for matemity. Every brand of saccarine
sentiment is poured over motherhood and infancy. But
the litcle done to encourage willing and successful mater-
nity is one of the wonders of our astonishing age. We
tolerate houses which offer no accommodation for peram-
bulators, no verandahs for sun-bathing, no draught{)css vet
airy corner for cradles, no proper conveniences for bathing
children, washing clothes, and keeping milk. We do all
we can to discourage intelligent and energetic young
women from early marriage and from having children.
We dismiss them from their work; we intimidate them
about their duty ; we throw upon them the whole burden
of domestic responsibility by teaching boys to think house-
hold occupations unmanly. Here in England we neglect
maternity-services and leave it to the wite of an ex-prime
minister to travel through the country pleading that the
well-ta~do should, of their charity, give money to provide
chloroform to relieve the agony of childbirth. We seem
far from the day when matemity is recognised as a benefir
conferred upon the state rather than as an accidental handi-
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cap laid by an all-wise Providence upon the weaker
seX.

So there are advantages in a proper respect for maternity.
But they are not adequate to compensate women for a lack
of respect for their humaniry. The attempt to confine
women’s interests to the function of motherhood alone is
as ill-propordoned a social enthusiasm as an attempt to
confine men's interests to fatherhood alone. It defeats its
own ends by making women less capable of successful
motherhood—which means much more than the physical
reproduction of healthy children. The danger in this
attitude lies in its element of compulsion, its emphasis upon
physical experience, its attempt to shape all women into
one mould. One effect is almost invariably—and perhaps
inevitably though irrationally—discouragement of birth
control. In Italy, under the Penal Code of 1931, advocacy
of contraceptive methods can be punished by imprison-
ment up to one year or a fine of up to 1,000 lire. The
penaldies are even higher if the offender is a doctor or a
nurse. In Southern Ireland the rule of cemsorship is so
strict that English newspapers, even those of liberal views,
whose proprietors approve of birth control themselves,
often will not permit their contributors to mention contra-
ceptive methods in their articles, since this would effectively
prevent any circulation of the Irish edition,

The right to choose her own time for her achievement of
maternity, the ability to plan her life and work, the freedom
from that accidental element which previowly rendered
her an uncertain unit in social organisation, these conse-
quences of scientfic birth control have been perhaps the
greatest assers which modem civilisation has given to
women. But the cult of the cradle cancels them. It
suspects all freedom. It prefers the docility of the good
breeder and the fecundity of the good milch cow to the
capacity and companionship of a free human being, and
sacrifices the mother in one generation to the children who
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may become mothers and fathers in their own. “Hammers
producing hammers, producing hammers—and never a

nail knocked in.”

The Pope and Female Modesty

The quality of thoughe dominating both Fascist Italy and
Southern Ireland is Catholic. Even where men and
women ate nominally agnostic or protestant, the social
philosophy of Catholicism inevitably affects them in areas
geographically or even historically influenced by the Holy
See. The cult of the cradle is a feature not only of
nationalism. It is a policy of modern Catholicism as it
was a policy of ancient Hebraicism. Wherever a people,
a church, a race or a cult believes itself to have been
specially chosen by the Living God, it is its obvious business
to increase and multply undl its seed covers the earth.
Since Communism is wiping out Greek Orthodoxy quite
effectively on its own, the Pope has only to frohibit all
methods of birth control while Protestants and Agnostics
are scientifically reducing their families, and then, by sheer
force of numbers, Catholicism can recapture Christendom.

To-day Rome is fightng, in Western Europe and
Armerica, a stern and hitherto pretty successful batde. It is
fighting against the claim of women to choose their own
time and circumstances for conception, pregnancy and
childbirth. It is fighting against the masculine attempt to
escape the economic risk threatening satsfaction of passion.
(The liability of imprisonment for non-payment of main-
tehance remains, for those to whom methods of contra-
ceptdon ate prohibited or unknown, a rod in pickle for
impetuous lovers.) It is fighting against the social expeni-
ment to control population by deliberate will and foresight
rather than by the unpredictable orderings of an omnipo-
tent Providence.

Catholic philosophy may have been ambiguous in for-
mer pronouncements about individual methods of averting
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conception. Its present policy of encouraging large families
and discountenancing birth-control propaganda is unques-
tionable.

This matter is fundamental to women’s position. But
Catholic influence to-day does not end there.

When the Apostle Paul pronounced in his Epistle to the
Galatians that in Jesus Christ there was no room for Jew
nor Gendle, no room for male nor female, no room for
bond nor free, he gave to the Christian Church its mandate
of equality. That gospel of spiritual democracy stll
stands. But the social policy of Catholicism has followed
a different model.

The Papal Encyclical upon Christian Marrage signifi-
cantly entitled “Casg Connubii” and dared December 37,
1930, is a social document of immense importance.
Naturally it upholds the view that matrimony is an indis-
soluble sacrament, divorce an unmitigated evil, birth con-
trol a sin, and the subservience of wives a divine principle.

The subjecdon of the wife to the husband, states the
Encyclical, “does not deny or take away the liberty which
belongs to the wotnan both in view of her dignity as a
human being and in view of het most noble office as wife
and mother and companion.” But it does exclude that
“exaggerated licence which is not for the good of the
family” and it forbids chat “in this body which is the
family, the heart be separated from the head, to the great
detriment of the whole body and the proximate danger of
ruin.

The atditude is clear enough. In marriage the position of
husband and of children is positive; that of the wife is
dependent and ancillary.

After that theory of marriage it is logical that the Pope
should warn his flock against “false teachers” who from
“idle opinion” advocate the emancipaton of women.
Acceprance of their theories would not entail “true emanci-
pation . . . nor that rational and exalted liberty which
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bclongs to the whole office of the Christian woman and
wife.” This “false liberty and unnatural equality with the
husband is to the detriment of the woman herself, for if
she descends from her truly regal throne she will soon be
reduced to her former state of slavery.”

The reaction of the non-Catholic is to ask why there
should be this inevitable alternation between throne and
fetter. What is there about women that should force them
to become either queens or slaves: The history of social
evolution, the evidence of contemporary life, do not sug-
gest this inexorable alternadve. Why is there no room in
the Catholic mind for comradeship and equaliry

Again we are driven back to consider the origin of that
fear which haunted Tertullian and which led even that
artist of genius, Saint Augustine, to curious observations
about the nature of women. To accept as authoritative
the maxims upon marriage of a brilliant neurotic, whose
own relationships to his mother, concubine and betrothed
wife were far from exemplary and not even honourable,
hardly inspires confidence in the non-Catholic observer.
But the theory governing the Marriage Encyclical is not
merely a legacy from Early Fathers.

In February 1934 the veteran Cardinal Bourne issued a
Lenten Pastoral Letter to his English flock. In it he
dclplorcd “a kind of modernism which gives a cerrain
toleration to departures from the traditional modesty
reserve and reticence which are characreristic of Churistian-
ity,” and he blamed particularly “the writers of books and
painters of pictures, the actors on the stage and for the
Screen, the women, by the fashion of their dress, who ren-
der self-control more difficult for the average normal man
or woman.”

It is the old cry of fear of the body, fear of the mysterious
feminine power to disturb masculine equilibrium. The
harsh breath from the desert that blew over pagan Africa
to Imperial Rome stings with its fierce consciousness of
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danger through the prim restraint of the language. In the
month when the Cardinal was writing, Europe, Christen-
dom, indeed the whole world from West to East, were
most gravely menaced by the threat of uncontrolled lusts
and passions. The lust for power, the lust for possession,
the tust for imposing opinion upon those who would resist
it, were causing torture in Germany, bloodshed in Vienna,
rioting in Paris, kidnapping and murder in the United
States, conspiracy, harred, fear and insecurity in every
Christian country. There had rarely before been a pro-
founder need for those values of mercy, courage, faithful-
ness and love preached by the Founder of the Christan
faith. Yet the Cardinal expressed himself as chiefly con-
cerned about the extravagances of women's dress.

It is this imid poking restlessness about the body, about
sex, about modesty, about women as dangerous animals
whose flesh must be hidden under ankle-length skirts and
flowing sleeves in order to be rendered innocuous, that
defaces Catholic Social theory. The superb metaphysic of
its theological philosophy has little but dignity and reassur-
ance to offer the human mind; but its nervous preoccupa-
tion with the body is inevitably disastrous to social sanity
and explains the backwardness of women in every nation
ruled by Catholic thought.

Freedom is not only 2 question of the law; it is a habit
of the mind. To be free from the domination of the body
15 not possible to those afraid of it. Only when physical
needs, feelings, actions and preoccupations become less
important and less significant than intellectual and spiritual
life, does the individual really escape from the “body of
this death” which is mortality. The Catholic emphasis
upon chastity, fidelity, maternity, and dignity destroys its
own true object. Wherever in the modern world Catholic
influence is in the ascendancy, women are subjected to this
perpetual reminder of their sexual distinction, its dangers,
its disadvantages and its precarious privileges. It is impos-
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sible that thus handicapped the majority of them should

achieve full human maturity.

“The March of the Women”

The economic slump, the revolt against reason, the
resurgence of military values, the cult of the cradle and the
Catholic preoccupation with physical modesty—these are
the chief forces which cause the pendulum of emancipation
to swing backwards. Because reaction follows progress,
they tend to affect countries like Germany, Great Britain,
Ireland, and America where some advance had been gained
more conspicuously than states like Italy and Spain which
have never wholly deserted values dictated by Catholic
influence.

But there is the other side. The forces of advancement
are still active, and their effects appear in unexpected
quarters.

The woman’s movement, which arose at the end of the
eighteenth century, is only now reaching in the less acces-
sible countries the position from which the more “ad-
vanced” communities are now reacting.

Since 1918, fourteen states have written some form of
equality of rights between the sexes into their constitutions:
Austria, China, Dantzig, Esthonia, Germany, the Inish Free
State, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Russia, Spain, Czecho-
slovakia, Ecuador and Finland. This consttutional affirma-
tion may mean much or little. In Germany it has been
already cancelled. In Ecuador it never meant more than
a governmental gesture of modemity. An amusing travel
book, Interlude in Ecuador, written by a young Canadian
barrister, Janec Mackey, in 1933, gives an impression
of social custom and conduct very far from any intima-
tions of equality. In Spain as in Ireland the wotnen are
strulﬁgling between two influences.

The Spanish Constituton of 1931 carred in its Pre-
liminary Chapter, Article II: “All Spaniards are equal
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before thelaw.” In Chapter III, Part I, Article 25 declared:
“Race, descent, sex, social class, wealth, political ideas or
religious beliefs shall ot be considered the basis of privilege
in public law,” and Chapter IV, Article 53, declared that
“all citizens over 23 years of age without distinction of
sex or civil status, shall be eligible for membership.”

Spain to-day is in a state of flux. Its constitunon is no
more sacrosanct than irs ministries. These guarantees may
mean even less than the assertons of the British Sex Dis-
qualification (Removal) Act of 1919. But it is something
that they have been made, and written into the fundamental
laws of a country notorious for its social subjecdon: of
wotnerL.

It is true chat Spanish women have frequently exerted
great individual influence. St. Theresa and Queen
Isabella are hiscorical figures of dignity and power. When
in 1933 the Dominican nuns were forced to leave Spain,
it was remarked that one, Sister St. Paul, had been Professor
of French at Tarragona for thirty-two years. Itis also true
that peasant women in Spain as in other countries conld
prove formidable matrarchs, aggressively dominating vil-
lagc life. But in Spain as in other countries the behaviour
of the wealthier classes, the bourgeoisie and the aristocracy,
set the social standards, and there undl the revolution, and
still to-day in most parts of the country, girls are educated
to be pawns in the family game of prestige and alliance,
submissive wives and fertile—if not particularly competent
~—mothers. Their educadon is largely conventual; it is
limited and pious. Exquisite embroidery and the cooking
of elaborate dishes are thought more important items of
their curricula than hygiene, social science or elementary
economics, though these would, one might think, actually
serve them better even in their specialised destiny as house-
keepers and mothers. Girls may not travel mlczapcroncd.
Courtship is a whole-time cult, yet marriage is usually
dictated by family interest. The reja through which com-
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pliments are whispered, the mantilla employed as a veil to
emphasise hidden charms, the parade to church where
young men may be spied Lhrougfl interlaced fingers, notes
dropped, and assignations made—these symptoms of semi-
harem status are still observed in modern Spain.

But there are signs of another way of life. A few years
ago the Intcrnational Federadon of University Women
held its conference in Madrid and aroused great interest
all over the country. Not only had Spaniards an oppor-
tunity of meedng distinguished women scientists, adminis-
trators, lawyers, writers, educationalists and technicians
from other nations, but the visitors had the opportuniry of
meeting those Spanish women who have already escaped
from behind the scroll-worked grill and become doctors,
athletes, lecturers and organisers in their own country. In
1933 when women for the first time exercised their par-
liamentary franchise, five were elected as members of the
Cortes. One girl, Margarita Sallavernia, passed fifteenth
out of 270 into the Diplomatic Service, which s, in Spain,
now open to women. Another, under the pseudonym of
“Hildegart” established an astonishing reputation as
lecturer and writer upon sociological subjects. When only
seventeen she published studies of The Eugenic Problem,
Sexual Education and The Limitation of Offspring, and gave
lectures in crowded halls until this year her mother, in
a tragic frenzy, killed her.

Two influcnces tug at every Spanish woman. The laws
of property, the customs of society, the whole burden of
tradition and prejudice, and the influence of the Catholic
Church combine to stercotype the old position. But the
leaven works. The equalitarian movement pulls the other
way.

What has happened in Spain is not unique. The Latin
Republics of South America had a tradition which, if not
so rigid as that of Spain, was no more enlightened. Cit-
cumstance and the exigencies of pioncering communigfe:
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broke down the habitual confinement of young girls except
in the cities, but the Catholic influence there too tended to
stereotype traditional manners. Recendy, however, al-
most by accident, South American republics have vied
with each other to encourage the international feminist
movement. At Geneva, delegates for Chile or Venezuela
have found the support or presentation of equalirarian
resolutions a good opportunity for national advertisement,
and what has been begun from one motive may sometimes
be followed up from others. At the seventh Pan-American
Conference ar Montevideo the National Woman's Party
of America, backed by women from the Southern Repub-
lics, was able to secure a treaty signed unanimously by the
states-members, securing equal laws of nationality for all
citizens of both sexes—a legal issue which is still being con-
tested in Europe, where twenty or more different inter-
pretations of nationality are accepted.

Among the fourteen countries which made constitu-
tional declaradions of equality between the sexes after the
War, Norway, Sweden and Denmark were not included ;
yetit isthere that—ourside Russia—the principle of equality
is most actively practised; nor was Holland mentioned, a
country in which the woman’s movement has progressed
certainly as far as it did in England. Constitutional
guarantees, are, after all, mainly symbolic.

The three Scandinavian states have pursued their own
social evoludon, aided by a harsh climate, a Protestant
philosophy, and a natural vigour of temperament. The
first made the kind of languorous sitting about and vapid
flirtadon of Southern countries less agreeable; the second
encouraged independence of mind and freedom from the
particular difficulties of Catholic philosophy; the third
produced habits of social criticism which enabled artists
like Thsen to exercise so wide an influence. To-day we are
apt 1o forget how revolutionary was his original exposure
of the Dependent-Child-Wife in Nora Helmer, the Mother
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who-sactifices-All-for-her-sons in Mrs, Alving, or the
Lady-from-the-sea who, out of boredom and lack of
proper responsibility, lost all contact wich reality. In con-
sequence Norway and Sweden have to-day perhaps the
most enlightened social systems in the world. At inter-
national conferences the Scandinavian women are regarded
as natural leaders. In July 1933 when the Open Door
International held its conference in Prague, one delegate,
Dagny Bang of Norway, reported how her government
gave equal protection to workers of both sexes; and how
m 1928 the Oslo Town Council had tried to discriminate
against married women employees, but a vehement press
campaign soon put an end to that. Consequently various
minor evidences of social change appear in North-West
Europe. For twenty years, for instance, in Hangesund
two women have run a shipping firm of their own, con-
sisting of six steamers amounting to 23,550 tons. They
personally control repairs, engage their captains, and make
their contracts. No one seems to judge their occupation
strange. Withaout apparently thinking much about it they
have as successfully broken the line between “women's
interests” and “men’s interests,” as the English woman
electrical engineer, Miss Jeanic Dicks, who secured the
contract for re-wiring Winchester Cathedral.

This is old history. ‘What is newer and more surprising
is che evidence from further East, from the strongholds of
the harem, of child marriage and sad. The news we
receive is fragmentary and conditions obviously differ from
place to place and individual to individual. Every sign of
emancipation could be matched by twenty proofs of servi-
tude; but opinion is stirring. Changes are coming more
quickly than the West may realise.

+ For centuries, wherever Turkish dominion had touched
" Europe, those countries were notorious for their subjection
of women. Mustapha Kemel Pasha in one year reversed
Turkish policy; he discouraged the veil, the harem, the
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illiterate dependence of child wives. He introduced gitl
typists into government offices, and allowed “Miss Tur-
key” to parade unveiled in European Beauty Competi-
tions. In 1933 an event of peculiar significance occurred.
The municipality of Istambul abolished the two rows of
curtained seats reserved in tram-cars for women. Hence-
forward they must sit with men and scramble for places as
they may. They have become citizens and must accept
the inconveniences as well as the privileges of equalicy.

In Iraq where Mahometan custom and thought are
preserved with militant freshness, at the memorial service
in 1933 to King Feisal, five hundred women came to
mourn unveiled. Travellers from Palestine report that,
in spite of the electrical hatred between Jews and Arabs, it
is impossible to restrict all exchange of social influence.
The veiled Arab women see the Jewish immigrant girls
working beside their male colleagues. They hear stories
of women doctors and agriculturalises. They see evidence
of freedoms undreamed of, or previously condemned as
impious and destructive. At Nahalal near Haifa is a farm
run entirely by girls. News of this kind spreads quickly.
There are reports of new activities in Persia. In 1933 the
divorce laws, hitherto weighted hopelessly against wives,
were reformed and made more equal.  In Egypt, where the
ruling caste is averse to social change, things are happening,
A “Union Feministe Egyptienne” has been established.
Hitherto its activities have been mildly philanthropic. But
it received some government support for a dispensary
which it has founded at Cairo. It is taking an’ active
interest in educadon. In England, too, much of che
woman’s movement began in social philanthropy and
school reform. In Egypt also, there has appeared the
phenomenon of Mlle el Nadi Loutfia, an air pilor who, on
December 23td, 1933, won a day’s round in the North
African desert air race. Amy Johnson’s flight to Australia
exercised a considerable effect upon the imagination of
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young Englishwomen to whom the thought of women
pilots was not new; the influence of Mile el Nadi Loutha
on Egyptian girls must have been far more disturbing. In
Cairo, 100, there is an Evangelical Christian Mission college
directed by an Englishwoman which trains Egyptian
women to be preachers and evangelists.

Few psychological changes are so powerful as those
which persuade people that they can do things of which
they previously thought themselves incapable.

The changes in the Near East are mild compared with
those in the Far Bast. We have taken for granted perhaps
that when Burma sent delegates to discuss its consttution
in London, they should include a2 woman; but Dr. Daw
Saro Sa, medical practitioner and administrative organiset,
is really a portent among Asiatic women. The Indian
Franchise Act of 1919 gave provincial Legislatures power
to enfranchise women on the same terms as men. That
was revolutionary in theory; in practce it meant litde,
because the property qualification excluded all women but
a very small minority—1 per cent. of adult females in
Madras, .8 per cent. in Bomﬁay, .3 per cent. in Bengal and
only .2 per cent. in the Central Provinces. Over twenty
men to one woman have the right to vote; women receive
less education than men; the purdah system and the social
if not physical martyrdom otP widows persist; 322,000 of
them are under fifteen years of age; and 126,000 Indian
mothers die yearly in childbirth, many being themselves
children of thirteen or litle over.

Bue Indian women themsclves are working to change
these conditions. In 1917 the Women’s Indian Association
was founded in Madras; in 1925 the All India Women's
Conference, and the Nadonal Council of Women in
India. The constantly expanding membership of these
organisations now runs into millions, and the views which
they expressed and reported to the members of the Joint
Select Committee on India’s Constitution are anything but
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reactionary. They prefaced their report with the following
remarks on “‘Fundamental Rights”: “We strongly urge
the necessity of the specific recognition of women’s in-
herent right to full cinzenship and equal opportunities with
men for public service to the country. Therefore, in the
declaration of Fundamental Rights, we wish it to be clearly
stated thar sex shall be no bar to any public employment,
office, power or honour and in the exercise of any trade or
calling.” Tt is significant that in their comments on con-
stitutional changes, these organisations strongly disapprove
of the enfranchisement of wives and widows of persons
possessing property qualifications, because “such a pro-
posal is a direct negation of the woman's inherent right to
citizenship.” They want enfranchisement to be indepen-
dent of the extraneous factor of marriage. “There exists
a very strong feeling amongst the members of our Organi-
sations who perceive that they, as woinen, are in them-
selves a vitally integral part of the body politic.”

. This is as clear an afhirmation of the desire for equality
as one could find in Europe. Nor is it an academic aspira-
tion. The part played in the recent history of India by
distinguished women, by Mrs. Besant, Mrs. Sarojini
Naidu, Mrs. Metha of Ahmedebad, Mrs. Muthulakshmi
Reddi, Mrs. Shareefah Hamid Ali, or Mrs. Kamala Nehry,
demonstrate that Indian women can produce political
leaders as able, as daring and as devoted as any in the more
Western countries.

China presents equally violent extremes of evidence.
We hear of 2 woman revolutionary general, organising
her military staff, and of gir! children sold by their parents
into an “adoption” which is neither more nor less than
slavery. At the Ginling College, Nanking, Chinese girls
can receive a universiry education along the most advanced
American lines, and through vast provinces a traveller
might journey days and nights without encountering one
literate woman. In the areas affected by Russian influence
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the doctrine of equaliry for Communist proletarians, with~
out regard for sex or race, militates against the deeply
engrained tradition of masculine domination.

The march of the women is never regular, consistent nor
universal. [t advances in one place while it retreats in
others. One individual looks forward, another backward,
and the notions of which is “forward” and which is
“backward” differ as widely as the directions followed.

Moscow has a Plan

One country alone seetns to have made up its mind about
women’s position. Evidence of what actually occurs in
Russia may differ; opinions about its desirability violently
disagree. But one thing is beyond contradiction. The
communist theory has quite unambiguously stated the
complete equality of status of men and women, and the
Soviet Government has attempted with varying degrees of
success to put this theory into practice. The rest of the
world may march hither and thither along intersecting
paths ; Moscow has a plan.

The Plan seems the matter of chief significance. [ have
not been to Russia. Here as elsewhere 1 must rely upon
travellers’ reports and upon the statements of those who
have created the U.S.5.R. Obviously experience varies.
Russia is as much Asiatic as European. Untl Peter the
Great turned the cyes of his subjects westward, opened the
terem, commanded that brides and bridegrooms should
meet each other before marriage, forbade the use of the
veil, and encouraged women to come to court and mix
freely with his followers, conversing as though they were
tdhemselves human—an extracrdinary innovation—R ussia
was lictle further advanced than Turkey when taken over
by Kemal Pasha. Emperor and Dictator used the same
brusgiue methods.
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The cighteenth and nineteenth centuries saw the gradual
education of aristocratic women, and a civilising of social
habit; women took part in the liberal and revolutionary
movements which followed, in 1861, the abolition of serf-
dom. Secondary schools were established, medical degrees
gained, the professions entered. Krupskaya, Lenin's
remarkable wife, served her apprenticeship to revolution
in the Sunday Evening Adult Schools. The Women’s
Political Club of St. Petersburg became, early in the
twenticth century, a rendezvous for political and social
reformers. )

But the great mass of the people remained ignorant,
illiterate and superstitious, submitting to old traditions of
wife-beating and masculine domination. _

The communist thesis, as ic was developed by the men
and women who made the Russian Revolution, recognised
no such masculine ascendancy. The people who counted
were those members of the working class who accepred
the Marxian thesis and revolutionary discipline. As the
early Christians recognised in the Kingdom of Heaven
neither male nor female, Jew nor Gentile, bond nor free,
so the exiled revolutionaries imagined in their utopian
republic no distinction of race, sex or nationality. Faith
a&d works were in both cases the qualifications for citizen-
ship. :
“Without the women,” wrote Lenin, “there can be no
true mass movement.” That is not so surprising a state-
ment. Conservative members of parliament say no less
to ladies of the Primrose League. Herr Hider has said i
about Germany. But Lenin went further. “It is our task
to make politics accessible to every working woman,” he
said. To make politics accessible means to make education
accessible, to make membership of political clubs and
organisations accessible, to make authority accessible.
“Very few men, even among proletarians, think how much
labour and weariness they could lighten for women, in

183



WOMEN
fact save them altogether, if they would lend a hand in

‘women’s work.” . .. We must root out the ancient order
of the lord and master to the last fibre,” he declared, in a
letter to Clara Zetkin quoted by Fannina Halle in her book
on Women in Soviet Russia. Now this seems going further
still—going indeed to the very roots of the marter. For
it is one thing to urge, as we have done in England, that
women must be given education and opportunity to exer-
cise it; it is another thing to suggest that those domestic
responsibilities which still lay a double burden upon them
should, as far as possible, be shared.

This is, I think, the great innovadon of Sovier Russia.
In its constitution, it offers no more than Latvia or Ecuador.
In its social services, though its intentions reach further, its
practice does not, [ gather from the strange varety of
evidence, compare favourably with what is offered in
Holland, Czecho-slovakia, Great Britain or the United
States. Russia is very proud of its clinics and hospitals,
schools and maternity services, but Western capitalism
could sall probably give it points on these.

Where it leads the way completely is in the clarity of its
position. Wherever it is possible to grant women equalicy
simply by passing a decree, that has been done—in mar-
riage, in divorce, in wardship, in property, in working con-
ditions, in rules of citizenship. Further, wherever it is
possible by law to carry that equality through to its logical
conclusion, this is done. The most fundamental test of all,
woman’s right to bear her child when and where she
chooses, and not to bear it even after conception, if she
chooses, is not only recognised but made practicable.
There is no legal penalisation of the child ofp unmarried
parents. “‘The procreation of children,” runs a decree of
December 28th, 1917, “is a sodal functon of women’'—
not the social function as the Catholic code implies, but a
social function and one which must not be handicapped by
artificial obstacles, by dismissal from work and by avoid-
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able discomfort during pregnancy. Eight weeks’ leave of
absence are allowed before and after childbirth; a baby’s
outfit and “nursing allowance” is granted to every married
woman on notification of childbirth. Pregnant women in
industry may be put on lighter work but must not be dis-
missed or transferred from one factory to another without
consent of the inspector. Nursing mothers are allowed to
arrive an hour later at their work, and to have rest pauses
for feeding their children, and no dismissal is supposed to
be allowed within one year of delivery.

The system of créches, gynacological clinics and homes
for mothers may be little better than those established else-
where, though the figures of 130,000 ordinary créches and
1,500,000 special harvest créches in 1931 sound formidable.
But the whole attitude of mind is new—rthat it is right for
women to work, right for them to produce children, that
the state is served equally by tractor drivers and by kinder-
garten teachers and that both may be mothers; that the
state should encourage this double réle as a service, and
_ not discourage it as a dangerous and self-indulgent experi-
ment—all ¢his is surely new.

There are other innovations. In no other country has
the attempt to abolish prostitution been so whole-hearted,
nor, perhaps, so successful; though reports about the
thoroughness of that success differ. Two commissions for
combatting the evil have been appointed—one before and
one after the institution of the New Economic Policy. In
1932 a circular recommended social and economic remedies
for what has always been treated in Russia as an economic
tacher than moral evil. The circular suggested caution in
dismissing women, the formation of co-operative groups
for unemployed women, improvements of training, homes
for destitute girls, vigorous measures against procuring and
the whole business of exploitation, and better organisation
of the treatment of venereal disease. Instead of Lock
Hospitals, Russia has now Prophylacteria where girls are
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treated, not as social pariahs, but as disabled citizens who
must be restored to health and competence as soon as pos-
sible. On the other hand the punishments for procuring,
for rape, for forcing a woman into prostitution, or for
infecting another person with venereal disease, are severe.
In 1931 a conference was held which would bardly have
been possible in any other country in the world. Marching
in Red caps, with a brass band, came 150 “former prosti-
tutes, now workers” to discuss their corporate problems
under the chairmanship of the head doctor of the Moscow
Prophylacteria.

Meanwhile within the party the range of vocational
choice is as wide as possible. Women are encouraged to
become engineers and agriculturalists as well as COOES and
scamstresses, and they are given every possible chance of
combining these occupations with wifehood and mother-
hood.

At the same time it is obvious that circumstances irrele-
vant to the theoretical plan of the government are having
quite as strong an influence as any deliberate policy upon
women’s life in Russia. The urban housing shortage has
contributed perhaps more than anything towards the dis-
integration of family life. It is not possible to chensh
traditional sentiment about a “home”” which consists of one
room in a small flatr populated by three or four families,
whence all dwellers escape as quickly as possible, the adults
to factories, clubs and communal dining-rooms, the child-
ren to schools, parks and créches. When holidays are
taken by individual ticket through a trades union or work-
ing club or school; when private hospitality is impossible
owing to lack of money, food and room space; when
“house-pride” has disappeared through lack of amenitics
of which one can be proud—then the lives of women are
forcibly dragged out of their former shape.

And many dislike it. Beneath the reforming enthusiasm
of convinced communists, the huge mass of the people
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obviously hug their ancient customs. Within the crowded
towns that are being rushed so ruthlessly through their
induscrial revolution, there are thousands of women who
sigh for the cosy, genial, friendly domestic life, for a hearth
that was a family alear, ikons that guarded family worship,
and meals that were family sacraments. Out on the great
plains the peasant women cherish their immemorial super-
stitions. Sometimes they may hear of starding innova-
tions. Ar Arlyuklinia in 1929 a hundred Cossack peasants
founded a Woman’s Commune, which has in this brief
period grown to a community of 424 women and 254
men, controlling an area of 7,185 acres. A harvest créche
may be set up for the village during che hot summer work
in the fields; schools may be built; a woman engineer may
drive her lorry or tractor down the new roads. But a
people so widely scattered, so heavily illiterate, so deeply
impregnated with village tradition, does not alter its habits
over mght. There are plenty of Russian men and women
to-day who vigorously resent these new “‘goings on” and
do not hesitate to say so.

But what is important is the intention of the govern-
ment and the direction in which all deliberate official action
is taken. It is true that Lenin was succeeded by Stalin, not
by a woman Tovarischi. It is true that among the mem-
bers of the Moscow executive, women play no conspicuous
part; thae the general of the Red Army is 2 man; the
ambassador to Great Britain is a man.

But the Soviet ambassador to Norway and Mexico has
been a woman. There are women aviators in the Red
Army and women officials in the Soviet trains,

The Soviet settlement has lasted only since 1917.

Since A.D. 17, since 1917 B.C., the older system held.
Equality of status was neither dreamed of nor desired.
Unfitted though most R ussian men might be for authority
when the Revolution came, the women were even more
0. Onc must permit at least a few generations to pass
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before considering the scheme as a failure. At least it is
a scheme—the first attempt to work out a way of life in
which men and women shall have equal work, equal
reward, equal responsibilies. Moscow has a plan.

The Conditions of Equality

Perhaps it is possible to generalise now with a little more
certainty about the condidons of equality.

It is then always unfortunate when a new experiment is
made under conditions which are, for extrancous reasons,
themselves depressing. Let us presume that the slump is
a temporary phcnomenon, with all that it means of 1dle
towns, nightly terror of dismissal, fear of blacklegging,
and resentment against those girls who have undercut men
and slipped into their jobs. After all, if this is not crue—if
the whole of Western civilisation is soon to be reduced to
the conditions of Jarrow or Gateshead—the position of
women is unenviable anyhow.

The first requisite would seem to be a rational philosophy
of life. That is not as remote and high-falutin’ a statement
as it may appear. So long as we permit our nerves and
instincts and traditions to over-ride our brains, our wills
and our independent judgments, we shall be afraid to
practise the disciplined experimentalism which the transi-
tion to equality demands. Wherever a civilisation deliber-
ately courts its old memories, its secret fears and revulsions

_and unacknowledged magic, it destroys that candour of
co-operation upon which real equality only can be based.
The journey of mankind up from the slime of primeval
forests has been a comparatively short one. We came trail-
ing—not only clouds of glory—but dreads and hatreds and
superstitions like jungle weeds. And those instinctive fears
are reinforced by social and economic circumstance. The
old dread of woman's magic power is added 1o the new
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dread of her industrial competition at lower wages. That
fear gives to society the same strained watchfulness one
finds also in countries where black and white or Jew and
Gentile live in murual distrust. One can hear to-day on
verandahs of South African houses snatches of talk uncan-
nily familiar: “The native has not the same obligations.
His standard of life is lower. The native is only a child.
He must be protected from polidcal, or economic, or, as
the case may be, social responsibiliry. This is no country
for a White man.” Or, “At least it’s a white man’s job.”
Substitute “woman’’ for “native,”’ remove the “white”
before “man,” and the remarks fall into their habitual
European character. The fear, the rcsu]ting contempt and
mutual resentment are the same. Not all fears may be
disastrous. There is the fear of the Lord which is, we are
told, the beginning of wisdom. There is the fear of fate
which is man’s mortal heritage. But the fear of the thing
we think to be infedor, the fear of the master for the slave,
is a fear which scars the soul.

We must refuse to throw reason overboard.

Then we must preserve some kind of mechanical civilisa-
ton. It is perfectly true that the Industrial Revolution,
controlled as it was by greed and complacency and short-
sighted initiative, did as much harm as good. The black
chards of decaying industrial towns tell their own tale of
ruthless power and squalid confusion. But so long as
men’s bones and muscles have to perform what machinery
now can do if we use it rightly, so long as tools are dlumsy
and navvy work essential, then muscle must count before
quickness and intelligence and men must count for more
than women.

Not that those callings in which men glory in their rough
strength need disappear. The crews of North Sea rraw-
lers may for generations boast of their power to keep at
worknight and day, without food on the slipping, ice-cold,
pitching decks undl they drop; agricultural labourers may
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still enjoy a day’s forking till che tendons of their backs and
thighs seem to swell and crack and the sweat rolls down
their chests. But farms can be run, and boats too, by
women if they choose to run them and to use their brains
to save their muscle. That is the real test.

Thirdly, we must have effective and accessible knowledge
of birth control. So long as women either are forced to
remain celebate, or are unable to plan their lives because
pregnancy may come upon them at any time, so long it is
mmpossible that as workers or citizens they should be as
reliable, as efficient, as regular as men. At the same time
the woman's function of maternity must be recognised as
a service to socicty, for which the community is prepared
to make special conditions, and not purely as a female
weakness which from time to ime handicaps the woman
worker.

Fourthly, I think that we must abandon military values,
I am not so sure of this. For the sake of civilisation, I am
convinced that it is necessary (just as we must overcome
the economic slump. There is a war to-day down the
mean streets of Tyneside and in the cotton towns of
Lancashire, as there was in France in 1917—and it is devas-
tating human lives). So long as we light-heartedly walk
about national defence and increasing our air strength
as though thesc were moves in an international football
championship we are heaping up grim crouble for the
children born to-day. We are spending on battleships
what we need for bathrooms, on ammuniton what we
need for maternity centres ; we are working for the destruc-
tion rather than for the preservation of human life. And
that—for traditional and biological reasons, is work which
does not appeal as much to women as to men. It may not
always be so. But for the present, military values and the
nationalist philosophy appear antagonistic to the equality
of women.

And fifthly, we need greater elasticity in our political,
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our economic and our social systems. We need to plan
our civilisation so that our institutions leave room for
individual difference. There is no reason why our srates-
men should so grossly overwork their nerves and bodies
while their minds atrophy among the political curiosities of
of St. Stephen’s, the Quai d’Orsay or Tammany Hall.
There is no reason why millions of trained workers should
loiter idle and wretched, while others, almost equally
wretched from exhaustion, should toil for eight, nine, ten
or more hours a day. In the adjustment which we shall
soon have to learn—or perish—there should be oppor-
tunity for women who are mothers to work and to super-
vise their houses, just as there should be time for men who
make motor-cars or quarry stones, at the same time to be
gardeners, administrators, or second violins in the munici-
pal orchestra,

We need, and we are, perhaps, bcginnini to achieve,
greater clasticity in domestic organisation. There may one
day be greater use of co-operation in domestic machinery

and planning. There are women who love the snug
individualism of their own back-yard, kitchen and parlour.
Lec them have it. There are others for whom the com-
munal kitchen and restaurant—as in modern luxury flats—
the professional cleaner with his electrical equipment, the
créche and nursery school, will solve a dozen at present
apparently insoluble problems. Men may learn to take a
larger share in household work, as they are learning to do
in America, 1 understand. Spinsters will help in their spare
time over-worked mothers, taking as compensation for the
loss of their leisure, the tender and charming pleasures of
bathing and feeding and amusing small children, and the
enjoyment of returned affection.

It is no use asking for equality if it is not going to make
us happier, wiser, more mature and vigorous human
beings. When we talk about emancipation, it is as well to
go alittle further and ask—emancipation from what? What
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are we ta do with our equality when we have built a
society in which it is possible to enjoy it2

There is the old story of the Chinaman ac the Chicago
Quick Lunch Counter who asked: “Now we have had
quick lunch, what do we with time saved:”

I think that the real object behind our demand is not to
reduce all men and women to the same dull patcern. Itis
racher to release their richness of variery. We sall are
greatly ignorant of our own natures. We do not know
how much of what we usually describe as “feminine charac-
teristics” are really “masculine,” and how much “mascu-
linity”” is common to both sexes. Our hazards are often
wildly off the mark. We do not even know—though we
theorise and penalise with ferocious confidence—whether
the “normal’” sexual relationship is homo- or bi- or hetero-
sexual. We are content to make vast generalisations which
quite often fit the facts well cnough to be tolerable, but
which—also quite often—inflict indescribable because in-
definable suffering on those individuals who cannot
without pain conform to our rough-and-ready attempt to
make all men good and happy.

It seems possible that in a wiser world we should walk
more delicately. 'We mighe, perhaps, consider individuals
as individuals, not primarily as members of this or that
race, sex and status. We might be content to love the
individual, perceiving in him or her a spirit which is divine
as well as human and which has litde ro do with the acci-
dent of the body. We might allow individual ability
rather than social tradiion to determine what vocation
each member of our community should follow.

And it is possible that in such a world we should find a
variety of personality undreamed of to-day, a social soli-
darity to-day rendered unimaginable by prejudices, griev-
ances, fears and repulsions, a radiance of adventure, of
happiness and satisfaction now only hinted at by poets and
prophets.
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At least we know definitely enough whither the other
ideal leads us. “We want men who are men and women
who are women,” writes Sir Oswald Mosley. He can
find them at their quintessence in the slave markets of
Abyssinia, or in the winding alleys of a Chinese city.
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SoMe OF THE LAwWS PASSED IN ENGLAND SINCE WOMEN

1918.

1922.

1923.

1923.

1925.

1926,

1926,

OBTAINED POLITICAL ENFRANCHISEMENT
Protection of Children

Affiliation Orders (Increase of Maximum Payment)
Act.

Criminal Law Amendment Act.

{a) Raised age of consent in indecent assault from
13 to I6,

(6) Took away plea of “reasonable cause to be-
lieve” that girl was over 16 except in cases
of men under 23 and first offence.

{¢) Extended limit from 6 to 9 months in which
action for criminal assault could be taken.

Bastardy Act.

Raised maximum amount payable by affiliation

order.

Intoxicating Liquors (Sale to Persons under 18) Act.
Forbids sale to persons under 18 on licensed
premises except where beer is sold with a meal.
Forbids treating to young persons under 18.

Widows, Orphans and Old Age Contributory Pen-
sions Act.

Gives children’s allowances:

ss. for first child of widow.
35. for subsequent children.
7s. 6d. for children if both parents dead.

Adoption of Children Act.

Court has to be sadsfied with circumstances of

adoption.

Registration of Midwives and Maternity Acts.
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1926. Legitimacy Act.
Legitimises children bom out of wedlock if
parents subsequently marry, provided that neither
parent was married to another person at time of
child’s birth.

1929. Infant Life (Preservaton) Act.
Amends law with regard to destruction of child-
ren at or before birth.

1920. Age of Marriage Act.
To raise age of marriage to 16 for both sexes.

1929. Children (Employment Abroad) Act.
Extends protection of a 1913 Act to children up
to 18.

1932-3. Children and Young Persons Act.
Provides further protection of Children; regu-
lates their employment, deals with juvenile
delinquents.

SOME OF THE CAMPAIGNS CONDUCTED BY ENFRANCHISED
WoMEN IN ENGLAND RESULTING IN REFORMED ADMINIS-
TRATION

Save the Mothers Campaign—for the reduction of maternal
mortality.

Infant Welfare Movement—for establishment of clinics
under local authorites for ante- and post-natal treat-
ment, advice on child welfare, etc.

National Association for the Prevention of Infant Mor-
tality.

Nursery School Movement—for the education, welfare,
health 2nd remedial treatment of the pre-school child.

Birth Control Movement.

School Feeding Movement—for the provision of school
meals or milk allowances to necessitous children.

Committee against malnutrition.

Children’s Minimum Conumittee.
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WOMEN'S SUFFRAGE IN THE EUROPEAN COUNTRIES.

Austria. Women were granted the vote on the same
terms as men on November 12th, 1918. They are
eligible to sit for Parliament.

BeLctiuM. Women are cligible to sit in the Senate and
Chamber of Deputies and on Municipal Councils
(1920-21). Only a limited number of women (war
sufferers, etc.) have a Parliamentary vote, granted in
1919. ‘They have municipal franchise on the same
terms as men, granted in 1920.

Burcara. Women have no vote.

CzrcHO-sLovARIA. Women granted equal suffrage and
cligibility, February 209th, 1920.

DENMARE. Women granted municipal suffrage in 1908,
Parliamentary su.f?rage on June sth, 1915 ; in both cases
with eligibility.

Estaonia.  After the war, when the Republic was de-
clared, women were granted the same rights regarding
franchise and eligibility as men.

FINLAND.  Men and women have had equal voting rights
sinee 1907.

FraNCE. Women have no vote.

GermaNy. In 1918 (November 9th) German women
gained the right to vote and sit in Parliament. The
former right they have retained, but under the present
regime no women have been permitted to seck elec-
tion to the Reichstag,
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GreaT BRITAIN. 'Women gained the partial franchise with
cligibility in 1918. On July 2nd, 1928, they received
equal franchise with men.

Greece. There is a limited measure of communal and
municipal franchise, i.e. for women over 30 who can
read and write.

Huncary. Women have a limited measure of franchise
with 2 higher voting age than men and educatonal
qualifications. They have the municipal franchise,
wich eligibility in some cases.

Itary. Women have no vote.

LatviA. Women were granted the franchise with eligi-
bility when the independence of Latvia was pro-
claimed on November 18th, 1918,

LrrruaMA, Women wete granted equal franchise with
eligibility on August 1st, 1919.

NETHERLANDS. Women granted equal franchise with
cligibility on September gth, 1919.

NorwAY. Women gained the municipal franchise in 1910
and the parliamentary franchise in 1913.

Poranp. In 1918, after the departure of the Germans, the
first Polish government gave women full political
righs. On March 17th, 1921, these rights were
written into the Constitution.

PorTUGAL. In 1931 the women of Portugal acquired a
limited Parliamentary and Municipal franchise.

RuMmaNA. In 1920 women obtained the municipal suf-
frage with eligibility subject to a number of restric-
tions. They have no parliamentary vorte.

SeaN. In 1924 a first measure of municipal franchise was
granted to women heads of families. In 1931 the new
Spanish Republic gave women equal suffrage with
men, with the right to be clected to the Cortes.

SweDeN. Swedish women acquired the municipal fran-
chise in 1862. During the years 1862-1918 various
other forms of franchisc were granted them. In 1919
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wherever the word “men” appeared in the Constitu-
ton, the words “men and women'’ were substituted.
This change was ratified by Parliament in January
1921, thereby giving women equal suffrage rights
with men,

SwiTZERLAND. Women have no vote.

Turkey. Although in 1923 a woman, the wife of Kemal
Pasha, was elected to the National Assembly, in 1927
women became ineligible as members. In 1930 muni-
cipal franchise, with eligibility, was granted. Full
electoral rights have been promised, but have not yet
been granted.

U.S.5.R. Women have equal rights with men.

Yuco-Stavia. Women have no vore.
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