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"PLAIN WORDS ON THE WOMAN QUESTION.

Xr any species or mce desires a continued existenée, then above all
things it is necessary that that species or race should go on repro-
ducing itséls. : e |

-* This, I am aware, is &n obvious platitude; bat I think it was
John Stuart Mill who once said ‘there were such things in the
world p6 luminbus platitndes.. Some traths are so often taken for
granted in silence, that we are in danger at ftimes of quite losing
#sight of them. And ns some good friends of mine have lately been
accusing me of *barren peradoxes,” I 'am inxiows in this paper to
avoid all appearance of paradox, barren or fertile, and to confine
nyself sirictly to the merest trulsms. Though the truizmms, to be
sure, are of a particular sort top much overlooked fn contréversy
nowadays by a gertain type of modern lady writers.

Let us look then briefly at.the needful conditions under which
elone the humen race can go on reproducing itself, :

If every womsn mairied, and every woman hed four children,
population ‘would: rémain just stationary. Or rather, if every mar.
riageable adult man aud woman in s given community were to marry,
gx;:d if every marriage proved_ferftile, on the average, to the extent
of Your childres, then, under favourable circumstances, that com.

manity, T take it, would Just keep up its numbers, neither inecreasing

nor decressing from generativn fo generation. . If less than all the
odult men and women married, ot if the marriages proved fertile on
the average to a less degree t}mfa four children apiece, then that
community would grow smaller and smwaller. Tn order that the com-
munity may keep up fo its normal level, therefors, either all ndults
must marry and produce fo this extent, or else, fewer marrying,
?hose fow muat have families exceeiiing on the average four children,
in exact proportion to the rate of dbstention, And if the community
i to incrense (which on Darwinian principles I believe to be a condi-
tion precedent of national henlth and vigour), then either all adults
must marry and produce more than four children apiece, or else,
fower mairying, those few must produce ‘as many more as will com-
pensate for the abatentidn of the rémainder and form s small surplus
it eI:otheqemtion. A :
Britain, st the present day, I believe I am right in deducing
(siter Mr. F. Galton) that an nvepage of ibout sigx ¢hildren peﬁ
xagrisge (not per hend ¢f ferale inhabitants) is necestary in order
fo keep the population just statjo'nn;ry. Axnd the sciusl number of

children per marriage iss little in €xcess'of even that high Agure,
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thus providing for:the regular increase fromi ceénsus to cenaus and
for overflow by amigration,

These facts, nll platitudes 88 they are, look so stertling at firss
sight that they will probably need for the unstatistical reader s little
explanation and simiplifieation. T

"Well, suppass, now, every man and every woman in a given cor-
munity were to marry; snd mippose they were in each case to pro-
ducd two children, n boy and a girl; and suppose those children were
in every case fo-attain ‘maturity: why, then, the next gengration
would exactly reproduce the last, esch fatht;r “being representegi'by
hia pon, and each. mother by her daughter, ad infinitum. (I pur-
posely omit, for simplielty’s snke, the  complicating factor of the
length and succession of generations, which by good lick in the
case of the humnn species practically enncels itself) Dut as a matter
of fact, all. the children do not attain maturity: on the contrary,
nedrly half of them die befors fremching the age of manhood—in
some conditions of life, indeed, nhd in some countries, more than
balf. . Roughly spealdng, therefore (for I don’t wish to heeome o
statistical bore}, itimay be said that iz order that two children may
sttain maturity and be capable of marriege, even under the most
favourshle circumstances, four must bo born. © The other two must
be provided to cover risks of infant or.ndolescent mortality, and 1o
insure ageinst infertility or ineapacity for marriage in later life,
They are wanted to make up tke categories of soldiers, sallors, imbe.
ciles, cripples, and incapables generally. So thaf even if every pos-
sible person married, and if every married pair had four children,
we should only just keep up the numbor of our population from one
age to mnother, o ‘ SR .

Now, I need hardly say that not every possible person does marry,
and that we do actuaily a good deal more than keep up the number
of our population, Therefore it will at once boclear that éach nctual
marriage is fertile to considerably more than the extent of four chil-
dren. That s, indeed, s heavy burdes to lay upon women. . One
aim, &t least, of social reformers should ceffainly be to Lghter it ng
much as possible. =~ . ) - '

Nevertheless, I think, it will be abundanily apperent from these
simple considerations that in every community, and to all time, the
vast majority of the women must bécome wives and mothers, and
must bear at least four children apiece. If some women shirk their
natural duties, then a heavier task raunst be laid upon the remainder.
But in any csse almost sll must becoms wives' and mothers, ond
Almost pll must bear at least four or five children. In our existing
state six ayo the very fewest that our country can do with.

" Moreover, it is pretiy cleat that the best-ordered commumiy
will be. ane where 8i'largs & proportion of the women as posaible
marry, and where the burden of malernity is thus ‘most evenly sherld
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between them. Admitting that certain women may have good
feasons for avoiding maternity lon various grounds—unfituess, or,
what is probably much ‘the same thing at bottom, disinélinstion—
and admitting also that whete suich good reagons exist, it is best thoso
worden- should reinain unmarried, we must still feel that in most
cases marriage is in itselt desirable, and that limited families are
better than large ones. .Jn other words, it is best for the commranity
at large that most women should ‘marry, and should have moderate
families, rather thin thet fewer sheuld marry sod have unwieldily
large onea; for if families are| moderate thére will be o greatér
‘reserve of henith and strength left in the mothers for each birth, the
production of ¢hildren can be epread more slowly dver a longer time,
and the family resources will beiiless heavily taxed for their ‘main-
tenance and éducation. JXbcidentally this will benefit both parents,
as well as the comminity, That is fo say, where many marringes
and ‘gmell families are the rule, the children will on the average be
‘born healthier, be better fed, and be launched more fairly ‘on the
world in the end, - ‘Where marriages are fewer and fomilies large,
the strain of maternity will be most cofistant and most heavily felt;
the father will be harder-worked, and the children will be born
fecbler, will be worse fed, and will start worse equipped in the battle
of life. : ’ T .

" Hencé I would infer that the goal a wise comrmunity should keep
in view is rether more marringes'und fewer children per marriage,
‘than fewer marriages and more children per marriage. S

Or, to put thése conclusions snother way: in any case, the vast
majority of women in any community muet needs become wives and
mothers: and in -the beat«qrdéreél sommunity, the largest possible
number will doubtless become so,lin order to distribute the burden
equally, and to produce in the end the best results for the nation,

Well, it may be brutul and unmenly to admit these fucts or t6
jnsist upon these facts, ns we are coften told it is by meiden ladies;
but still, if we are to go on existing at all, we must look the facts
fairly and squarely in the face, ahd must see how modern tenden-
cies stand with regard to them. oL

Now, I have the greatest sympathy, with the modern woman’s de-
mand for emancipition, I am 0 enthusiast on the Woman Ques.
tion. Xndeed, so far am I from wishing o keop her in subjection to
mian, that I should like to see ker a grent deal more emancipated
than she herself ns yet at a1l desires. Oxly, her emsncipation must
not be of -a nort thot interferes in'any way with this prime natural
necessity. To the end of all time, it in mathematically demonstrable

(1) Ok, yes, I know s}l about Efalthus; but 3fr. Galton has shown thet a certain
amount of over-populstlon is necesmary for survival of the fittest, snd that if the best

sad smoet intellipent clases abataln, the wordt s5d Towest will sarely make up the ee-
way for them, ' : ‘
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that most women must becomeé thegmothers of at least fouy children,
or else the mace must cense to exist. Any supposed solution of the
woman-problem, therefore, which fails to look this fact straight in
the face, is o'false solution. - It cries “ Pence, peace!” where there
jano peace. I substitutesa verbal juggle for a real way ont of the
dificnlty. It withdraws the attention of thinking women from the true
problem of their sex to fixit on sidé-issuesof comparative unimportance.

And this, T beliéve, is what almost all the Wpman's Rights women
sre sedulonsly doing at the present day. They are pursuing o
chimmra, and neglecting to perceive the true aim of their sex. They

~ -

are setting up & false and uasttainable ideal, while they omit to
renlise the true and attainsble one which nlone is open to them.

For Jet us look again for a moment st what this all but universal
necesé:’ty of maternity implics, Aquo;,!: every womas 'must. bear
four or five children. JIn doing so she must an the average use up
the ten or twelve best years of hex life:; the ten or fwelve years that
jmmediately suceeed her attsinment of complete womanhood. For
note, by the way, tht these women must also for Ehe most part marry
soung: as Mr. Galton has shown, you can quietly and effuctunily.
wipe out & roce by merely making its women all marry ot twenty-
eight: morried beyond that age, they flcn't‘prbglace' children enough
to replenish the population. Agoin, during.these ten or twelve
yesrs of child-bearing'at the very least, the women can’t conveniently
earn their own livelihood ; they must be provided for by the lnb‘uurlof
the .men—under existing circumstances (in favour of s which I
bave no Philistine prejudice} by their own husbands. It is true that
in the very Jowest stateof savagery special provision is seldom made
by the men for the women oven during. the periods of preguency,
childbirth, and infoncy of the offspring. The womnen must I1‘ve (as:
smong the Hotteitots) over the worst of these periods on their own
stored-up stock of fat, like hibernating bears or desert camels. Itis
true nlso that among savage races geverally the women hove to work
as hard as the men, though the men bear in most cases tii'a lafg:zr
share in providing actual food for the entire fomily. Butin eivil-
{sed communities—iand the more eo in proportion to ‘their degree of
eivilisation—~the men du mnost of the hardest wop]—:,'und_‘ m ;::i‘rticu.}fm
take upon themselves the duty of providing for'the wives and chil-
dren, -The higher the type, the longer are the wives and children
provided for. - Analogy would lead one to suppose (with Comte) that
in the highest communities the men would do all the work, and the
-women would be left entirely free to undertake the management and
education of the children. . DR

Beeing, then, that these necessities axe Inid by'the _v_ery,;:_mmre.of
‘our orgenization upon women, it would appeor as ‘though two duties
were clearly imposed upon the women themselves, and upon a:}l thcg{o
men who sympathize in their welfare: First, fo sec that their train-
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ing and education should, fit them shove everything else for this
. their miain function in life; and, second, that in considerstion of the
* special burden they have to bear in connection with reproduction
all the rest of life shonld .be made as light and easy and free for
them as possible. VWe ought frankly to recognise that most women
zanst be irives and mothers: thaf most women should therefore be
-trained, physicelly, morally, nogiaffly, end mentally, in the way best
fitting them to be wives and mothgrs; axd that all such women have
‘ xight to the fullest and most generous suppert in carrying ous their
. functions as wives and miothers. . -
. And here it is that we seem to come in conflict for a moiment with
most of the modern Woman-Question agitators. - Isay for & moment
only, for I am not going to admit, even for that brief space of time
that the doctrine I wish fo st forth here is one whit less advanced.
one whit less radical, of one whit less 'e'mnucipatory than the doctrine
laid doivn by the most emancipated women. Op the contrary, I fecl
sure that while women ere crying for emancipation they really want
to be left in slavery; and that it i only a few exceptional men, here
and thar'g in the world, who wish t6 sce them fuIIy and v;holl\'
enfranchised. And those men are not the ones who take the Tead
“in Es‘owaiied Wagmn’s Rights movements. - .
or what is the ideal that most of these modern wom itators
set befpré_ them ? Is it not clearly'the ideal of an uns:;?; f:rg;::;:;
Are they not always talking t6 us us though it were not the fuct that
most Women wmust be wives and mothers # Do they not treat any re-
ferente to that fact as something ungenerous, vngentlemanly, and
almost brutal ? Do théy not talk about our casting their pex in
the:r:tee;th * P—as though any men ever resented the imputation of
menliness. Nay, have we not even, many times Iately, heard those
women who inelst upon the ‘essential womanliness of women de-
soribed as tm'itors to the cause of ‘their sex”? Now, we men are
(rightly} very jealous of dur virility. We hold it a slight not to be
borné that anyone should impugn dur éssentisl manhood, - And we
do well to be_az'agry: for virility is fthe keynote to all that is best:
and most fqrex?ie in the masculine character. Women ou ght
(equally fo glary in their femininity, A woman ought to be ashamed
to say she has no desire o become n wife and mother, Many such
women. there are no doubt—it ia to be feared, with our existing
‘raining, far too many : but instead of boasting of their sexlessness
28 & matter of pride, they pught to keep it dark, and to be ashamed
of it-—as ashamed ss & man in a like prodicatnent would be of bis
{mp?tgncg. ' Th?_v- ought to feel they have fallen short of the healthy
instinets of their kind, instead of posing as in some sense the cream

£ the uns : : .
:be W:ﬁzix?’eue,- on the strength of what is really a functional

5 -Unfortunately; hotever;
able number gf the sblest women have been; mialed into taking this

‘Just'&t thie present moment, & consider-
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unfeminine side, and becoming real « traitors to their sex” in 8o far
ss they endeavour to dssimilate wopen to men in everything, and v
pub upon’ their shoulders, as & glory and privilege, tho burden of
their own support. Unfortunately, too, they have ereeted into an
idea) what is reslly an unhappy necessity of the passing phase.
They have set before them as an aim what ought to be regarded as
a pis-aller. * And the rensons why they have done so are sburiduntly
evident to anybody who takes o wide and extended view of the present
cristé—for o erisis it undoubtedly js—in'the position of women.

In the first place, the movement for the Higher Education of
Women, in itself an oxcellent and most praiseworthy movement, hasat
first, almost of necessity, taken a wrong direction, which has entailed
in the end much of the présent wnessiness. Of coufse, nothing
could well be worse than the so-ealled education of women forty or
fifty years ago. Of course, nothing could be narrower than the view
of their sex then prevalent ns eternally predestined to suckle fools
and chronicle small beer. Dut when the need for some change was
first felt, ingtend of reform taking a rational direction—instend of
women being educated to suckle strong and intelligentchildren, and to
order well a wholesome, beantiful, reasonnble household,—~the mistake
was made of educating them like men-—giving e like training for
totally unlike functions. The result was that'many women become
unsexed in the process, and maony others acquired 2 distaste, sn un-
natural distaste, for the functions which nature intended them to
perform. At the present moment, o great majority of the ablest
women are wholly dissatisfed with their own pésition as women, nnd
with the position inposed by the facts -of the case upon women
generally : and this as the direct result of their false education. They
have no renl plan to propose for the future of women o3 a sex: bul
in a vegue nnd formless way they protest inarticulately against tho
whole feminine function in women, often even going the length of
talking as though the world could get slong permanentily without
wives nnd mothers.! .

" In the second place, o certain real lack of men to marry, here and
now, in certain classes of society, and those the classes that lead
thought, has made an exceptional number of able women at present
husbandless, and thus ha¥added strength to the feeling that women
must and ought to earn their own living. How small and local this
cause is I shall hereafter try to show: but there can be mo doubt
that.it has muck to do with the present discontents among women:

- There is a feeling abroad that many women .can’t get married : and
* this feeling, bolstered up by erronecus statistics and misunderstood

facts, has greatly induced women to ercct into an ideal for all what
{1y A lhért:tima nzo I ruceived ant anpry lettor from a eorrespondant in Tows, full of

* eurious hluster about *dolng without the men sltogetber.” . Apparently this lady

¥éally imagined thal the human rucéozuld Lo recruited from tho zrossborry ey,
YOL. -x;."l.A N.E. 11
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is yeally a pis-alfer for a small fraction of their body-—self-support in
competition with men. '
. But are there not seven hundred thotssnd more women fhan men
‘fn the United KingdomP And must not these seven hundred thou-
" sand be ennbled to earn their own living? That is the one solid fact
which the “ advanced ” women are always flinging at our heads; and
- that is the one fallacious bit of statistics which seems at first sight to
. give some colour of zeasonableness to the arguments in favour of the
defeminization of women.
As a'matter of fact, the statistics are not true.  There are not
700,000 more women than men, but 700,000 more females than
males in the United Kingdom. The people who say *sever hundred
thousarid womep,” pictare to themselves that vast body of marringe.
able girls, massed in & hollow square, and Jooking wbout them in
vain ascrose wide leagues ‘of. country for non-existent husbands,
But ‘figures nre things that always require o be explsined, ond
sbove all, to be regarded in their true proportions fo one another.
These 700,000 females include: infants in arms, lunatics, sisters of
¢harity, unfortunates, ond ladies of eighty. A large part of the
-excess is due to the greater longevity of women ; sud the number
comprises the great mass of widows, who have once in their lives
possessed & husband .of their own, and havs outlived him, partly
because they are, as a rule, rounger, and partly by dint of their
_stronger constitutions. Moreover, this total disparity of 700,000,
“ineluding babies, lunatics, and widows, is a disparity on o gross
ypopulation of something more than thirty-five millions. Jooking thess
figutes straight in the face, we find the actual proportion of the
sexes to be as 172 males to 179 females. Speakiing very roughly,
this ‘makes about four femsles 'in every hundred, including babics,
widows, and so forth; who haven't & complementary male found for
them. This in itself is surely no very terrible disproportion. It:
doesn’t more than cover the relative number of women who are’
naturally debarred from marriage, or who under no circumstances
would ever submit to be married. Out of every hundred women,’
roughly speaking, ninety-six have husbands provided for them by
nature, and only four need go info a nunmery or take to teaching
the higher mathematics, . And if the marriagenble men end women
only are reckoned in the account, ns far as T can ‘gather from exist-
ing statigtics, the disproportion sinks fo & quite insignificant fraction.
- Nevertheless, it is a fact, that both in England and America the
marriageable men of .the'middle and upper classes are mot fo the
fore, and that accordingly in these classes-the discussing, thinking,
agitating classes—an undué proportion of women remains unmarried..
The couses of this class-disparity sre not far to seek. - Tu America,

_ the .XQEB&!&mh&&goﬁaweszrfhﬁxhg}m&_hw.ﬁ.-.mmjha&?ﬁﬁﬁ.ﬁ,.,. R

" the mavy,4n the. Indian Civil Service, in the Cape Mounted Rifles.
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Eemsheepfamgm New Zealtmé, ranching in Colorade, growing
tes in Assam, planting coffee in Qeylon; heiss cowboy in Montana,
or & wheat-farmer in Manitoba, or a dinmond-digger at Eimberley,

or & merchant af Melbourne: in short, he is anywhere, and every-

where, except where he ought td be, making love fo the pretty girls

in England. . For, being a man, 1, of course, tako it for granted
that the first business of a girl is to be pretty. -

Owing to these causes, it bas unfortunately happened that &
petiod of great upheaval in’the female mind has coineided with a

_period when the number of unmarfied women in the cultivated

classes was abnormally- lafge. The upheaval would undpubfedlly
have taken place in our time, even without the co-operation of this
Jast exacerbating cause. ~The position of women was not o position
which could bear the fest of nineteenth-cemtury serutiny. “Their
education was insdequate; their social status was humilioting ;
their political potwer was nil;- their practical and personal grievances
were ingumerable: sbove ull, their. relations to the family—to their
Busbands, their children, their friends, their property-—was simply
jnsipportable. ' A, real Woman Question ‘_thcre s, and is,.a‘nd
must be. The pity of it is that the coincidence of its recognition
with the dearth of marriageable men in the middle and uwpper classes
bhas largely deflected the consequent movement. ‘into wrong and
essentially impracticable channels. o '

For the result has been that instead of subordinating the claims of
the upmarried women fo the claims of the wives ‘and mothers, the
moverhent has subordinated the claims of the wives and mothers to
the claims of. the unmarried women. Almest all .the Woman's
Rights women have constantly spoken, thought, and written os
though it were posiible and desirable for the mass of women to
gupport themselves, and to remain unmaz‘m.ed for ever. The point
of view they all tacitly take is the peint’_oi view of the gelf-supporting
spinster. Now,the self-supporting spinster is undoubtedly o fagt—
.o deplorable accident of the passing moment. Frobably, however,
even the most rabid of the Woman's Rights people would admit, if
hard -pressed, that in the best-ordered community alrost” every
. woman should marry at fwenty or thereabouts. "‘»Ve _\:)ug}}t, of
course, frankly to recognise the existenco of the deplorable necident;
we ought for the moment to meke things as cosy and, smooth a3
posgble for her; we ought to remove all ;.mafessmnnl, bnrrx.ers, to
‘break down the absurd jealousles and' prejudices of men, to give her
foir play, and if possible a little more ‘thao fair play, in the ‘siz?nggle
. for existence. S0 much our very chivalry ought to make obligatory

“mpon us. That we should try to handicap her heavily in the race fot

"'to realise that she is an abnormality, not the womau of the future. We
112

.

Jife jsn shame to onx manhood. __Butweoughint the same time fully



N

.

-,
-~
o
P

456 PLAIN WORDS O THE WOMAN QUESTION.

ought not to erect into an ideal what is in reality a painful necessity
of the présent transitional age. 'We ought always cleaxly to bear in
mind-—men and women alike—thnt to all time the vast mjoﬁty of
-women miustbe wives and mothers ; that ém those women who become
‘wives gnd mothers depends the future of the race; and that if either
clhas mugi-,_bg sadrificed to the other, it is the spinsters whose type
.perishes with them that should be ssorifieéd fo the matrons who
‘carry on the life and guelities of the species.  ~ . .
* For this reason & scheme of female education ought o be mainly o
scheme for the education of wives and mothers. .And if women
- realised how noble and important a task it is,that falls upon
mothers, they would ask no other. If they realised how mag-
pificent 8 nation might be moéulded by mothers whoe devoted
themselves faithfully. and  esrnestly to* theirv great privilege,
_they would be proud to carry out the duties of their maternity,
Instend of that, the scheme of femele education now in vogue is a
scheme for the production of literary women, gchac!mi.q%ressés,
‘hospital nurses, and lecturers on'cookery. All these things are good
in themselves, fo be sure—T have not ‘a word to eay against them;
but they are not of the centre. They are side-lines off the main
siream of feminine life, which miust always consist of the maternal
element. “ Buf we can't, know beforehand,” may the advocates of
-the.ma.m;in"h tlmining, “which women ars going to be married, and
shich to be spiusters” Exactly so; and therefore you saorifice the
«.anny to the few, the potential wives to the possible ledy-lecturers,
. You sperifice the race to & handfol of burren experimenters, What
8 thus true of ‘the blind groping after female edutation i true
‘throughout of almost all the Woman Movement. It gives procedence
1o the wrong element in the problem. WWhat is essential and eternal
it neglects in favour of what is secidental and temporsry. - What s
feminine in wonien it neglects in favour of what is masculine. - It
atterapts o ovetride the natural distinction of the sexes, and to make
‘women men——in all but virility. ) . 4
The exact opposite, I believe, is the truo line of progress. . 'We
are of two.sexes: and in heslthy diversity of sex, pushed to its:
_utmost, lies the greatest'strength of all of us, Alake your men
: vxrge. : make your women womanly, Don’t cramp their intelligence:
-don’t compress their waists: don’t try to turn them into dolls or
dancing girls:: but freely and equally develop their feminine idiosys-
crasy, physical, moral, intellectnal,  Let theim be healthy in body:
let them be sound in mind: if possible (but here I know even the
- most advanced emong them will object) try to preserve them from the
tyr&nny of the?r own chosen goddess'and model, Mrs. Gnnidy; In
one word, exmiicipate woman (if woman will let you, which is more

A ""thnn:doubtful}“b' "ﬁ'Iﬁéé’Eé?"Wéffﬁﬁ”im“’ﬁﬁf 'ﬁmaﬁné’ﬁ"i}—iﬁ'iﬁﬁiﬂéﬁ o

epicens sutomaton,
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- That last, it is to be feared, is the one existing practical result of
the higher education of women, jip to date, Both in England end
America, the women of the cultifated classes are becoming unfit to
be wives or mothers.. Their sexuslity (which Hes at the basis'of
everything)-is enfeebled or destroyed. In some cases they eschew
marriage altogether—openly vefuse and despise it, which surely
shows a lamentable weakening of wholesome feminine instincts. In
‘other cases, they marry, though obviously ill adnpted.to bear the
strain of maternity; and in such instances they frequently break:
down with the birth of their first or second’infant. - This evil, of
course, is destined by natursl means to cure itself with time:.the
faThilies in question will mot be represented atall in the second gene-
ration, or will be represented .only by feeble and fuiile descendants.
In a hundred years, things will have righted themselves. - But mean-
while, there is o danger that many of the most cultivated and able
families of the English-speaking race will have become extinet,
rough the prime error of supposing that an education which is.
good for men must necessarily also be good for women. :
1 said just mow. that meny women at present eschew merriage,
and that this shows a weakening of ‘wholesome femipine instinet..
Let me hasten to add, for fear of misconception,—-I mean, of course,
if they eschew it for want of the physical impulse which ought to beas.
present in every henlthy woman #s in every healthy man. Thatin-
dependent-minded women should hesitate to accept the terms of
marriage as they now and here exist, I do not wonder. But if they
have it reslly at heart to alter those terms, to escepe from slavery,
o widen the basis of the coniract between the sexes, to put the wife
on » higher and safer footing, most seneible men, I feel sure, will
heartily co-operate with them. Asa rule, however, 1 observe in
sctual life that “advanced” women are chary of either putting-
forward or sccepting modifications in this matter. They dread the:
frown of their Grundion deity, They usually content themselves with-
vagne declamation and with ercoting female celibacy into a panacen for
the ills that woman is heir to, while they refuse to meddle at all in
definite terms with the guestion of marriage or its substitute in the
future, - While denouncing loudly the supremacy of man, they seem
ready to shake off thatfupremacy only for the celibute minority.of
their - sex, without attempting to do anything for the married
majority. .~ =
" To sum up the point whither this long, and I confeds discursiye,
‘argument is tending. Thers is, and ought to be, s genuine Woman
Question and & genuine Wompn Movement. But that movement, if
it is ever to do any good, foust ‘ot ignore—nay, on the contrary,
must frankly end wnreservedly accept and embrace the fact that the

mothers (and when I say *wives,” I say 5o only in the broggest



458 PTAIN 'WORDB OX THE WOMAN QUESTION.

sense, mb;ecf, to all possible expansions or 'modifications’ of the
naturs of mfehoo&) It must also recognise the other fact that in
axn ideal oommnmty the greatest pom'ble nnmber of women shonld
be devoted to the dutiés of mi'ermfy, in order.that the &verage
‘family may, be kept small, that is to say, healthy and ‘educable. 1t
must asxune as its goal, not gemral celibacy and the independence
of women, but génersl marriagé and the smple support of women
by the men of the community. “While allowing that exceptional
circumstances call for excepﬁonal tenderness towards thoie women

+who are now compelled by untoward conditions to earn their own

Tivelihood, it will avoid crenting that sceident into a positive’goal,

and it will efideavour 1 lessen the necessity for the existence of suck’

exceptions in the fature. In short, it will recognise maternity as
the central function of the mass of women, and will do’ everything
in its power to make thai maternity as healthy, as noble, and as little
burdensome as possible.

If the  advanced” women will meet ua on this platform, I believe
“the majority of *advanced” men will gladly hold out to them the
right hand of fellowship. Asa body wé are, I think, prepnre& to re-
-consider, and to reconsider famdmmta}ly, witheut prejudice or pre-
conceptmn the entire guestion of the relations between the sexcs—

which is & great deal thote than the womer are prepared to do.’

“We are raady to make any-modifications in those relations which
will satiafy the woman’s. just aspiration for personal independence,
for intellectual and moral development for physical culture, for
politival activity, and for a voice in the arrangement of her own
affairs, both domestic nud pational.” As a matter of fact, few women
will go as far in their desire 1o ema.nmpata woman as many men will
go. It was Ibsen, not Mrs. Tbsen, who wrote the Dolt's House. . It
¥as woren, not men, who ostracized Gwrga Eliot. The slavishness
'begotten fn women by the re‘gmls‘ of man is what we have most to
fight against, ot the slave-driving instinct of the men—now happily

benomzng obsolete, or even changing into a sincere desire fo do equal

justice.” But what we must nbsolntely insist upon is full ‘and free
recognition of the fact that, in apite of everything, the race and the
nation must.go on’ Feproducing themselves. = Whatever modi-
fieations we make must not interfere with that prime necessity. We
will not aid or abet women as o sex in rebelling egainst maternity,
or mqua:rellmg with the constitution of the solar system. Whether
we heve wives or not—and that is o minor péint about which I, for
one, am supremely unprejudiced-—we mnst ot least have mothers.
And it would be well, if possible, to bring up those inothers as strong,

a8 wise, as frec, as sane, as healthy, as earnest, nnd ns efficient as we'

“can meke them.. I this is barren paradox, 1 am content to be para-
doxical; if this is rank Toryism, I am content for once ta be reckoned
__smong the Torjes, : e ERANT ALLEN.




