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It is or course notorious that philosophy 

frequently ts the hand maiden or things as they are--status 

quo. Whatever the political or economio regime of a given 

! age might be, philosophers will always be on hand to ground 

! that particular regime metaphysically, to justify it to 

philosophic argument. In a way that is but natural. 

Aotion always precedes thought, and experience comes before 

perfeotion. Experiences come aa a result--r am speaking 

now of group experiences, of course,--group experiences 

,, cone as a result of political upheaval or conquest or 
11 

1 discovery or soientifio invention, and these new experiences 

give the whole trend of life a new direction The supreme 

culture they will tum sharply aside. Men gain new 

11 attitudes, new points of view, new mannerisms, new 

1
' convictions as a result or these social, political or 

eoonomioal changes that have taken plaoe in their lives. 

Then philosophers appear to prove by logic and reason that 

the new conditions, the latest points of view, are the 

truths now and the older points or view are false. 

That is particularly true of moral philosophy. 

Moral philosophy is, by and large, a sort of a label to the 

moral status of an age. What is is being moralized. Just 

as Mr. Bertrand Russeil, for example, today is attempting to 

moralize, to justify the metaphysioal arguments of the moral 

iaxity ot our age. It is not his philosophy which oauses the 
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moral laxity; it is the moral laxity which oauaes his 

phi~osophy. oooaaionally a. moral philosopher wili appear 

who will oonatruot an epoohal: system without rererenc e 

to the politioal or sooial setting or his time. He will 

be or no influence upon his age; he will be completely 

ignored. Perhaps centuries later life will catch up 

with his theory, and then he will be redaovered. And 

then people will say that he was a pathfinder for the 

human raoe. He was not that at ali. Lite found the 

path. He was just lucky that lire found the path which 

he 9rognostioated. He was right; he oould just as well 

have been wrong·. 

I say all this by way ot introduotion to my 

subjeot this morning. There have been many moral 

philosophers sinoe the beginning of the refleotive lite 

or our race, who have over and over again produced very 

erudite, very plausible, very confiicting theories about 

the role of woman in sooiety. And they did it,as they 

thought, they based their conclusions, as they believed, 

upon objective a.ent1t1o reason. In reality all or them 

based their conolusion upon the glossed and varnished 

prejudioes or their times, which prejudices derived from 

the eoonomio set-up or those . times. 

Thus, for example, when woman was eoonomio

ally dependent she was looked upon as inrerior. Naturally 

so. We still look upon a person who is economically 
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helpless as somehow interior. And because she was 

dependent eoonomically, and therefore re arded as 

inferior, philosophers appeared on the aoene who proved 

quite conolusively,--to themselves, at least, to their 

age, that woman was oonstitutionally and providentially, 

irrevocably inferior. Thus, for example, the very wise 

Greeks, who, after all, gave us philosophy and logio, and 

who wee the fi~t to attempt to build up a coherent 

system or ethios,--theae ancient wise Greeks too looked 

upon wanan as constitutionally interior. The greatest 

ot them, Aristotle, said, n'l'he male is by nature superior 

and the female inferior. And the one rules while the 

other is ruled." Very simple. 

rn that brilliant Athenian oivilization, 

whioh in many ways we haven't yet approached today, woman 

occupied a position nothing short or coddled slavery,-

exoept, or oourae, the public Athena. The Greeks praised 

the intelleot, but they denied intellect to woman; and in 

the later neo-Platon1o philosophy, the principle or evil 

in society, in the universe·, was always looked upon as 

phenomenon. Even among r~ligious leaders that same 

moralizing took place about woman. 

Thus the great propagandist or Christianity, 

Hall, advised men as follows: "Let your women keep silent 

in the churohea, while it is not permitted them to speeoh; 

but they are commanded to be under obedienoe, as also saith 



the law." And one of the foremost ohuroh fathers 

thus catechises about woman, ~-st. Christopher. "What is 

woman?" he asks. And he answers: "But an enemy to friend

ship, an unavoidable punishment, a necessary evil, a 

natural temptation, a wicked work ot nature cove.red up 

with shining varnish." They are varnished. 

And even our own Bible, which has so many 

noble, complimentary things to say about woman, and 

provides so many heroic types or woman, oocasionally 

slips into that same attitude towards woman. For example, 

in the early chapters of the Book of Genesis, when woman 

is scolded and cursed for her yielding to temptation, the 

Bible says: n:vith whom. you shall walk. ''"And thy desire 

shall be unto thy husband, and he shall rule over thee." 

rt is or course signitioant that the author or this 

passage looks upon this as a curse, presumably, in the 

Garden ot den, where the condition ot man's superiority 

over woman did not prevail. 

This attitude towards woman prevailed 

throughout Europe until very, very reoentl7. The Christian 

Churoh regarded woman more or less as a temptress, a sex, 

a contamination. And when you read the literature of the 

Middl.e Ages, in the drama or the Middle Ages, ycu will 

find over and over again this note struck,--that woman 

1s to blame for everythins. Econom1oally dependent, 

therefore interior, therefore the aoape goat, therefore 



the source or all evil. 

Thus you will find, you may recall, that 

tamous passage from the play or Thomas Otway, of the 

seventeenth century, who also oharaoterizes woman. 

""7hat might else have not been done by woman? Who was 

it betrayed the capital? A woman! Who lost Mark Antony 

to the world? A woman! Who was the cause of a long 

ten years war, and laid at last O Troy in ashes? 

A womant" . • • 

You will find playwrights ot our own day, -

SWinburne, EUgene O'Neill,--who subeanso1ous17 attribute 

nearly all of human woe to woman. In 'The strange 

Interlude~ a woman goes through nine aots i1ke a vast 

devestation, a fury, destroying nearly every man she 

comes 1n contact w1 th. 

!'he age of chivalry in Europe d1 d not in 

the least improve the condition of woman. It really did 

not exe.it her position. The knight fought for his lady 

fair, but his lady fair was a very weak sister, an 

impossible person--too good for human daiiy food; an 

unreaiit7. Ludwig has some very thiok things to say 

about women in his book on the last of the kaisers, who, 

strutting about in his arrogance, was fond of saying 

that woman was only good tor three things, as you will 

racall---ohildren, kitchen and oooking. 
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Now the interesting thing is that it was not 

alw~ys so; and here again is one of the ourious faots or 

history. trany of us are prone to think of human progress 

as a sort of oontinuous affair. :Mankind advances along 

a solid front from the jungles to the present day. Nothing 

oan be further from the truth. Progress rather works in 

oyoles, and sometimes retraces its steps. Were progress 

oontinuous we would be justified in assuming that in the 

year 1900 A.D. mankind in eveey regard was better oft 

than mankind in 900 A.D. or 3000 B.C. But it is not at 

all the oaae. 

This is ~rtioularly evidenced in the 

attitude of the raoe to woman. In many ancient civiliza

tions, in many primitive civilizations, woman occupied a 

far more honorable and important position than, say, in 

England fifty years ago. Among some of the tribes in 

Asia and Atrioa and America woman was the absolute equal 

or man. In tact, she was looked upon in many tribes as 

the principal parent, and ancestry was traced not by 

forefathers but by roremothers. In the political lite 

or the tribe, of the olan, she was the equal or man, 

sometimes the superior or man. She was governess, priest

ess, ruler, warrior, counselor. rr you were to study the 

mythology of the Norse, the Greeks, the Semites, the 

Hindooa, you will find that the rem.ale goddesses rendered 

oftentimes their share tar the aaim power and sovereignty 



as the mate gods. 

That is a reflex, a recondition of human 

society where woman was the equal or the superior ot man, 

because the theology of the people also reflects its 

political, social. and eoonomio lite. Woman in those 

days was economioally independent, and therefore she oould 

demand her rights, and there were no philosophers on hand 

to prove oonolusively that woman was constitutionally 

and providentially interior. 

The attitude of woman in many or the older 

civilizations is very much like that of the 31st chapter 

of the Book of Proverbs which I read to you,--the most 

magnificent tribute paid to women in the literature ot 

the world; and it you will remember, woman in this 

ohapter 31 is portrayed first as valorous. She is not 

the woman o~ the seraglio, of the harem; not the woman 

of the Hindu purdah. She is the busy, active, valoroo.a, 

industrious woman working in a great world. She 1s not 

the timid, helpless, Victorian type or womanl she is not 

the impossible woman of the age of oh1 valry, and she is 

not the flapper of our own day. She is a co-partner and 

oo-worker with man in the business of lite. ff~e worketh 

willingly with her hands, she eateth not the bread or 

idleness." She helps her husband when possible. wShe 

considereth a field, and buyeth it." She is strong. 

"She girdeth her loins with strength and maketh strong her 
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arms." She is wise. "'She openeth her mouth with wisdom." 

She is dignified. ''Strength and dignity are her clothing. w. 

But woman lost her e oonomi o independence, 

and with it lost her strength and dignity; and Europe 

proceeded, over a period oftwo thousand years, to degrade 

woill!ln; and her condition was degraded up to very recently, 

and the change came about not as a result ot the feminist 

aovement, but also as a result or the economic revolution. 

The machine emancipated woman; the machine equalized 

woman's status with that of man. The machine could use 

the two hands or a woman just as much and just as readily 

as the two hands of a man. During the war thirty million 

men left industry to go to war, ana thirty million woman 

stepped In and carried on, and there was no break, no 

loss. 

The machine discovered for woman that she is 

fit for almost every economic job that man 1s fit for. 

In all but some 35 out or 570 odd oooupationa in the 

United Statea, according to the census of 1920, American 

women are represented, that work,--wage earners. 

Now as woman discovered her economic 

competence, she also discovered a measure ot economic 

independence, and w1 th economic independence her status 

began to improve. She began to gain in strength and 

dignity, gain in eoonomio power; she began to demand laws 

which would protect her rights. Such lawa were soon 
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enaoted. Eight and a halt million women working in the 

United States are an economio faotor of first importance, 

and they raise the whole status or woman oonsiderably 

higher. 

The indust r1 ai re vol ut ion whi oh made 

possible the emanoipation of woman econom1oal1y made 

possible her emanoipation politically. Our whole democracy 

is a result, by and large, of the industrial revolution, 

and woman entering the economic life soon began to demand 

political rights, because you oannot disassooiate eoonomios 

from government; they are too oiosely interrelated. Woman 

needed the vote to protect herself in the eoonomio field 

of oompetition; and so before 101)8 we had woman suffrage, 

and today we have women not onl y as voters but as legis

lators, as mayors, as governors, as congressman, as 

judges. e have national and internati on.al organizations 

or women to protect their rights. 

And the next step was eduoational emancipation. 

our economic system today demands a degree of education; 

our democrat1o dogma, which derived from our econanic 

philosophy, demands popular eduoation. 1'10t so ve -ry many 

years ago only boys were educ~ted; the giri had to be 

satisfied w1 th what she could pick up in the home. . ell 

today there are actualiy more girls in our secondary 

schools than boys. ithin the last twenty years there 

has been an inorease of a thousand percent in the number 



ot women registered in our colleges and universities. 

Ninety-six percent as many women received their 

bachelors' degrees, their A .. , as men; and there has 

been a phenomena! increase in the number of women 

attending graduate schools,--three out of eight are women. 

And wanan has walked fn, has practically taken possession 

ot our entire elementary educational system. Eighty-eight 

percent of all. school teachers are oomen, and some sixty

two percent or high school teachers are lve>men. 

Cf course that is conducive to criticism 

on the part or men, and such criticism has been forth

coming. You may recali recently Profesaor Rogers, ot 

the rassachusetts School of Techno~9gy, lodged a diatribe 

on the preponderance or women in the educational system 

or America, claiming that that is hurtful to the national 

cha1'oter, to the national. mentality. or course I am in 

no position to judge that. I don't know that anyone is. 

?!hat is true is that any preponderance ot 

any one sex in any department, cultural departnent of 

national lite, is undesirable. And woman entered not 

only the eoonom1o, pol1t1cai and educational field, but 

nigh every tield or human endeavor,--the profession, 

literature, art, soienoe, social service; and the last 

generation or two witnessed actually a marvelous woman's 

renaissance suoh as nank.1nd has not seen in thousands ot 

years, so much so that many men have become frightened. 
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You will find two classes or people,--one 

class which definitely resents this advance or wan.an, 

and one class which woefully, lachrymosely laments it. 

Those who resent it belong to the class which beholds 

on the horizon a feminist terror. They olaim that woman 

is about to dominate life, that Am.erioa is be1I}8 feminized. 

Not that woman is crowding man out or industry, but that 

her opinion, her tastes, her attitude are becoming 

dominant in American life. And you hear such voices 1n 

England today. The writer, the theatre, the newspapers, 

educators, m1n1aters, artists are beginning to cater to 

woman. Man has shut himself in quite effectively in 

his little world or pleasure. He has left woman free 

to develop herselr cul"'1raliy, to set social standards, 

to supervise education, and sooner or later to take 

control of politics. 

She has the tine, she seemingly has the 

ability, she certainly has the desire. Particulariy 

are these people arraid of that aggressive cerebral. type 

of woman, that matriarchal busybody, that has appeared 

in the land, that has gone on a rampage throughout this 

country, determined to reform everything or die in the 

attempt. And these people are actually afraid that 

sooner or later woman will oome to look down upon man, 

just as man up to very recently was supposed to have 

looked down upon woman. 
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The seoond group or people are not enemies 

or womankind, but they lament what they think is the loss 

of a oertain womanliness, a certain loviiness in woman , 

as a result ot her entrance into the busy arena ot I.ire. 

She is in danger of becoming more or less shop worn . . Now 

or course these people seem to be under the spell or what 

we may oaLl. a cultural.. lag; they still have in their 

minds this idyllic picture of the woman as the sheltered 

wife and mother,--exolusivel.y that; and that of course 

today is very unreal.; it is a futile idealization ot 

woman today. Life has decreed othervsise, and we have 

got to revise our philosophy, that's all .. 

With eight and a hali' million women working 

in the United States, with . two million married women 

working, this picture of the sheLtered wife and mother 

in the home --it is a pretty one but it is an unreal one, 

a lackada:lsioal one. And r, for one, don•t know but what 

there is more grace and charm in a lire which is developed 

in the great worl.d, which rounds out oompletel.y its tuii 

oirole or human wants and needs and powers, than in the 

cio1stered 11:re. 

Onthe other hand, while it is true that we 

must revise our traditionai idealist's picture or woman, 

we ought not to over-estimate that picture, either. The 

chief :t'unotion ot womanhood is st11i as it has been since 

the beginning or time--that ot home maker. o:r twenty-six 



millions or wcnen in the United-States who still find the 

rearing or children and the management of a hone a full 

time responsibility, a full time job, less than five 

percent of American homes have servants. Over ninety-

five percent or mothers in homes have to rear their own 

children, manage their own hone, and it has been estimted 

that the period in the average American home when there 

are children under sixteen which need parental. care and 

guidanoe is over twenty-three years, and that is a long 

time in the life or a person. 

The average Am:,rican 'M)man is not wasting 

away because of idleness, and she does not require 

neurologists and specialists in ps~ohology to save her 

from. a mental. breakdown because of the boredom. of 11te, 

because of the tedium of life. By far the largest 

number of women look upon the task or rearing children 

and of training them into fine manhood and wananhood aa 

their supreme obligation and supreme privilege; and when 
. 
.U i said and done that will remain so until the end or 

ti.me. Nothing that woman can do is comparable to this 

task, the eternal task or life building and character 

building, which is her supreme privilege even as it is 

her biologic mandate. 

And so whatever you hear said nowadays 

about modern woman, please remember that be.aioally the 

role or woman 1n modern 11:re has not changed. woman haa 



a little more iersure today, tortunateLy. Labor saving 

devices in the home, more scientifio management in the 

home, and the k~owledge of how to relegate some tasks 

to others have given woman a greater degree of leisure. 

That is very fortunate,--fortunate for herself and for 

her husband, for her children. She is able to continue 

her development, her mental- and spiritual devel.opmen t 

a bit, and by so doing she is able to enrich her heme 

lite of the children. 

The married woman who works outside of the 

home, if that work is not taxing, and if it does not 

interfere with her proper management or the home, is a 

person who is not at all in need or our commiseration. 

In many .ways slie is to be envied. A woman who is alale 

to combine the two jobs, that or the home maker and th~ 

wage earner, is not at all a person to be pitied. I 

know or no better cure for a restless and nervous woman 

who is trying to escape the futility and the lon11neaa 

ot lite, whose children are grown and the hane no longer 

requires tull tine attention,--r know or no better cure 

tor her than the procuring of a real job. 

It is infinitely better than running from 

one card party to another, or trom one tabloid leoturer 

to another. Being engaged in e.n occupational and pro

fessional way, meeting people in the outside worLd who 

are busy in the real business or earning a i1v1ng, and 



producing something or real. eoonanio value, oannot help 

but be a stablizing inf+uenoe in the lite or anyone, ot 

a builder of character; and for such a woman her home will 

gain in attractiveness and in lovline.ss when she comes back 

to it after a hard day's work, as to a place of retuge, 

and peace and beauty, rather than the home being, because 

other unutterable boredan. and idleness, a place tram 

which to escape. 

The woman who works and is to be pitied 

is the woman who has to .:>rk because our economic system 

does not make it possible for the average workman to 

earn a temily wage; that woman who has to put in a hard 

day's work, who gets up eariy 1n the morning when it is 

very dark, or stays up late at night with her tiring eyes 

to keep her house rrom completely breaking down before 

her; whose children are not full grown; who has to plaoe 

her children out with neighbors,--and there are hundreds 

ot thousands or those women 1n America today,--it is this 

woman who is to be pitied and it is this woman who is an 

independent of our civilization. This woman does not 

belong to the nweaker" sex; she is the strongest of the 

strong. But our c1Vil1zation is breaking her and 

destroying her. 
' 

I think all this talk about the feminist 

peril is what we are fond or oall1ng ''stus." It ia 

academia balderdash. It is one with the yel.low peril. 

-15-



and the red peril-, the peril or democracy, and alll this 

other kind or peril which weak stomched professors 

envisage whenever life moves away from their cherished 

hobbies and philosophies. Of course the professional 

feminist is a bore and a nuisanoe, but the modern woman 

is not a professional feminist. She is too sensible for 

that. What she wants and what she will get is the right 

to 11 ve and work as an equal; not as a superior or aa 

an inferior but as an equal with man,--equal. though 

different. 

The quality do es not at al.l imply similarity 

of identity. What the modern woman wants is to share 

equally in the burdens of lite, but also in the com

pensations or life. She wants to be able to complete 

her personality as ideally as possible, so that she may 

in turn be enabled to enrich the personal.! ties. of those 

who come within the sphere of her influence. She wants 

a bit more of independence, so that she may become more 

intelligently cooperative. She wants more freedan so 

that she may become more intelligently self-disciplined. 

And if man is losing out, it is not a 

or1t1o1am. of woman but a criticism of man; and I think 

man is losing out in some departnents of our national 

l.ite. tan must acquire for himselt a new set of values, 

that's all. rr the only thing that is worthwhiie in 

lite is business and making money, then he ought not to 
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biae woman for conquering every other department in 

our national lire. If man is satisfied to permit himsel~ 

to be ground down by the machine, or to become a cog in 

a machine, and that's all., --it he thinks that is all. 

that life ia, and that is alL or the glory and the beauty 

that life can offer, then he sureiy ought to have no 

oritioism. to make of women who find that life may hold 

other satisfaction and other adventure and other beauty 

and other g:tocy. 

Man m.ust not pennit himself to be crowded 

ott the cultural stage of life, as he is being crowded 

off today. He too must discover a new equilibrium in 

his life,--on the one hand, activities for earning a 

living; on the other hand, activities for perfecting a 

lite. 1:Vhen he does that he will find that he has nothing 

to rear from any competing sex, but that shoulder to 

shoulder with woman he will be able to advance along the 

climbing terraces of the free, tu.l.l and adventuring 

human life, the life of mind and spirit. 

There is no stronger sex and there is no 

weaker sex. Society decrees whioh shall be stronger and 

which shali be weaker. Society has now decreed that woman 

shall not be the weaker sex. It remains now to see 

whether sooiety 1'111 deoree that man shall be the weaker 

sex. 

----o-.... 
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