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FOREWORD

Lady Ogilvie’s sojourn with us last autumn was a
memorable event for students, faculty, and friends of
Scripps College.

Although Scripps is privileged from time to time to
entertain educational leaders from near and far, it is indeed
a rare occasion when we can welcome the head of a younger
college than ours (which has yet to celebrate its thirtieth
birthday). Lady Ogilvie’s reference to her own St. Anne’s
College, Oxford University, as the “younger sister” of
Scripps is therefore as gracious as it is almost unique.

We are grateful to this distinguished and charming
administrator for her spirited apologia in behalf of liberal
education for women. We shall remember with warm
appreciation the things that she told us.

The address here presented was given on the lecture
foundation established by the late Mr. and Mrs. Oliver
Perry Clark. We are pleased to share it with our circle of
friends, including those who were unable to be present
during Lady Ogilvie’s visit to our campus.

]

Freperick Harp
President
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THE EDUCATION OF WOMEN

I am greatly honored by being invited to come to this lovely
college to deliver the Clark Lecture. I am only too well aware
of the fine tradition of Clark lecturers, and I know, too, of
the great reputation which Scripps College holds in the world
of education as a vanguard of liberal learning. In the words
of the President of this college: “Scripps believes that sound
education is the supreme means of ennobling and enriching
the resources and capacities of the human mind and heart.”
These are noble words, indeed, and words which reach out
far beyond the bounds of this campus.

I come from an older foundation, but a younger college than
Scripps. I bear with me messages of greeting and good wishes
from a younger sister college seven thousand miles away —
St. Anne’s College, Oxford, England. When I landed oft my
plane in Boston, in the middle of a hurricane, I lined up with
the other passengers — one of a somewhat battered and storm-
tossed party — in order to satisfy the immigration authorities
as to the reason for my journey. An official scanned my papers,
rather dubiously, I thought. Then light dawned. “Ah,” he said,
“you’re an educator.” And all was well. Today, all of us in
this hall are educators, either of ourselves or other people, or
even of both. Because of this, I make no excuse for the title
of my lecture — “The Education of Women.”

I believe the time is ripe for much thought on this whole
matter. | am strengthened in my conviction that you are
thinking of this problem in America as we are in Great
Britain, for I have been fortunate to have been able to study
the findings of the Commission on the Education of Women
of the American Council of Education. Their report — written
by the Director, Althea Hottel — is packed with wise and good
things. I recommend it to all of you who have not already
seen it. Its title is “How Fare American Women P”

Mary Donlon, in her stirring conference statement, is quot-
ed as saying: “This we know, the free way of life draws on
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woman power for survival almost as heavily as it draws on
man power. What we seem not yet fully to have learned is
that woman’s work and woman’s special talents, if used in
attacking community problems during less critical times,
might obviate the recurring crises that threaten to destroy the
already weakened fabric of our society. Women ask full part-
nership both in opportunity and responsibility because it is also
their homes and their children whose well-being ensures the
survival of civilization. . . . The home, citizenship, health and
welfare, the armed forces, production, education, the best use
of our leisure, and the control of everyday economics that un-
derpin the national economy, all these are facets of women’s
responsibilities and opportunities in the defence decade.” Sure-
ly this is a challenge to us all. Are we preparing ourselves, as
women, for such a task? Is the education we are giving to
women in high school and college of the kind to meet their ex-
pressed needs?

I realize a great deal has been said and written on the edu-
cation of young women, more perhaps in the past than at pres-
ent, and throughout history various experiments have been
tried. Some of these experiments are worth remembering to-
day. There was — perhaps the most continuous and successful
of all — the domestic education of young women at home, or
in the great household. Plato wanted them to learn “to make
men’s and women’s garments, also pastry and bread, living in-
doors and supervising the wool and the loom.” This was the
pattern for centuries. Alongside of it, in Christian times, went
their monastic education, the curriculum advocated by St. Je-
rome, consisting of religious instruction, reading, writing,
grammar, and spinning. For the daughters of the poor there
was education with an industrial emphasis carried on, often in
dreadful conditions, in charity schools. For the daughters of
the rich and noble the Renaissance gave a real meaning to the
advanced literary education of young women which had its
origins in the ancient world — the education of aristocratic
ladies, of the Lady Margaret Tudor, Princess Elizabeth, and
Margaret Roper. This was followed by the advanced social
education into which the literary experiment dwindled and
degenerated — the education of accomplishments and virtuous
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maxims. And finally, in our own day, the parallel education
of girls and boys for equal opportunities in professional, cul-
tural, and social life.

The end of an old story: “They learned happily together
ever after.” But will they? I wonder. There is nothing more
potentially dangerous, it may be argued, than to suggest a dif-
ferentiation of the education of girls from that of boys, particu-
larly in an age when public and domestic responsibilities are
very much more evenly shared between men and women than
ever before. Why dig up long-dead issues? Why make old scars
bleed anew?

My answer is: That is not what I am trying to do. I am not
looking backwards, but forwards. I want to pause for a mo-
ment and say: “Where do we go from here?” There are sev-
eral reasons why I think we ought to pause. One is the speed at
which women’s education has travelled in the last hundred
years. Looking down from my plane yesterday on the vast
Arizona desert, I realized that a hundred years is a long time
and that much can happen in it. It is a far cry from the days
of the covered wagons to those of the crowded roads between
here and Los Angeles. But the point I want to make is that one
hundred years ago the pattern of men’s education was already
set, and had been so for generations, and yet there were no
women’s colleges and only a handful of girls’ schools.

In the women’s movement of the second half of the nine-
teenth century America led the way which Britain was slowly
to follow. In 1846 an anti-slavery convention met in London.
The assembly was shocked to find the American delegation
contained four women, and decided they could only be suf-
fered to attend the conference shut away in a little gallery be-
hind curtains. When the four American women returned
home they were instrumental in summoning the Women’s
Rights Convention at Seneca Falls. The women’s movement
had begun — and in America. England followed, but the op-
position was great. The spearhead of the feminist movement
was higher education of women. These early pioneers in Brit-
ain had to face not only suspicion and stonewall opposition,
but what women find even harder to bear — ridicule. In the
sixties Godey was writing in his Lady’s Book: “The great mis-
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fortune which lies in the path of highly cultivated women is
the absence of active occupation for their mental energy.
Stimulate the sensibilities of your boys and blunt those of your
girls.” And thirty years later Oscar Browning could say, and
get away with it: “The best woman is intellectually the in-
ferior of the worst man.” Such examples could be multiplied
indefinitely; they are period pieces and must be treated as such.
But they make sense of the seemingly blind spot in the women
who planned girls’ education even fifty years ago.

The Buss-Beale generation in England and the early protag-
onists in America had to be fighters; they had to prove that
women had the intellectual equipment to justify a higher edu-
cation — and they did so abundantly. But they could not stop,
as we can, to examine how far the curriculum they had taken
over — a man’s education for a man’s world — was relevant
to their particular problems as women. Later generations of
women have come to realize this.

Miss Buss and Miss Beale
Cupid’s darts do not feel.

How different from us
Miss Beale and Miss Buss!

But we should not have been here today if these early women
“educators” had not had the courage to be “different.” They
won their battle and we have entered into our heritage.

Today, in the 1950, there are new factors which affect the
whole situation of women’s education, and of which we, who
care about it, should be fully aware.

The most important of these is the direct result of popula-
tion trends. For the first time in our history in England we
are faced with the prospect of an equal number of men and
women in the age group 25-35. This, taken in conjunction with
the high marriage rate and low average age of marriage, will
result in an almost complete lack of employable spinsters.
Whether we like it or not, the essential services, such as teach-
ing and nursing, will have to be carried on, part-time, by mar-
ried women. In America, the Commission’s report tells us, al-
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though women still outnumber men, the pattern is similar.
Women are marrying younger and having their children ear-
lier than in the 1920’s. Today 50.7% of the women working
are married, as compared with 30.3% in 1940. 33.4% — over
19 million women — are employed outside their homes. The
Commission considers that in more than four million families,
or one out of every ten, in the United States, a woman carries
the main responsibility for financial support of the family.

In both countries the dual role women will have to play has
been intensified by the spread of education. During the first
decades of this century college education was still only for the
few scholarly-minded girls from well-to-do homes, and it led,
In most cases, to a “career.” Many women graduates did not
marry, and others married late, after some years of profes-
sional life. Few, if any, foresaw a life whose most active years
would involve a concentration of thought and energy on the
day-to-day business of child-minding, cooking, washing, and
cleaning. It is not surprising that there was no question of pre-
paring them for such a fate by teaching them the domestic
arts. In 1880, it is true, Miss Buss required all entrants to the
North London Collegiate School to show proficiency in mak-
ing a buttonhole — just one. But thereafter no serious attention
was given to needlework. When I was at school forty years ago,
cookery classes were limited to the stupid girls in the class; the
clever ones learned Latin and algebra instead. Now thousands
of girls, many helped by scholarships, make their way each
year to college, on both sides of the Atlantic. After they gradu-
ate, a few will carry on with their careers, nearly all will marry
within a few years of leaving school. With the disappearance
of paid domestic help both in America and England all will
have to combine competence in the traditional domestic skills
along with the hard-won intellectual freedom which they have
inherited from their grandmothers and great-grandmothers.

With the general spread of education, too, the role of the
older woman in the community assumes a new importance,
“the dowager’s dilemma,” as it has been aptly called. There are
many reasons for this dilemma. These include the younger
age of marriage, the pattern of the smaller family, the narrow-
ing of the wife-mother role owing to families sharing so many
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of their functions with other social institutions, the greater ex-
pectation of life, and the prolongation of youthful energy
through recent advances in medicine. The failure of society to
employ the older woman when the period of her child-rearing
is over has been called “one of the most senseless wastes of
American life, that of the energy and intelligence of the mil-
lions of women whose sons and daughters have left home.”
In England, too, the community is slow to use them, yet we
need them for volunteer services outside the family and, if
they wish to work, in the labor forces of the nation. As for
themselves, many of them are restless. What are we going to
do about it?

Here then is the crux of the whole problem for us in Eng-
land, and for you in America. Women in the foreseeable fu-
ture will lead increasingly complex lives, encompassing home-
making, gainful employment, and community service. Will
the society of the next twenty-five years look upon women
chiefly as homemakers and secondarily as economic and politi-
cal contributors? Or will society expect women to manage
their many responsibilities in some sort of balance, retaining
the awareness, reflection, and thought necessary for wholeness
at each stage of their lives? How can the school and other social
institutions aid women to achieve wholeness in their various
patterns of life? How can they, I quote the words of the Com-
mission, achieve “tranquillity”?

As a result of all this, there has arisen an entirely new school
of thought on women’s education. For many in England it is
associated with Newsom’s book The Education of Girls, but
similar ideas are to be found everywhere — in the press, on the
radio, and among people interested in women’s education in
general. In America, Lynn White states the same problem and
approaches the same solution. The pendulum has begun, slow-
ly, to move backwards. Newsom states the problem in this
way: “We have to discover how far the present education, and
particularly the education of girls, is related to the function of
women in modern society.” It is not concerned with what the
function may ultimately become but what it is now, in the fifth
decade of the twentieth century. Mr. Newsom then describes
the function of women in modern society as he sees it. The
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great majority of young women leaving school will, in due
course, marry and have to face the day-to-day tasks and re-
sponsibilities connected with child-bearing and homemaking.
It is indeed a worthy and dignified function which may be
deeply satisfactory to the emotions, and one which makes in-
sistent calls on a high degree of common sense, adaptability,
and altruism. But Mr. Newsom is insistent on its intellectual
demands. He says to produce Homard a I’Americaine to per-
fection requires as much wit as to construe one of the more
obscure passages of Berenice. I don’t know if he is right, be-
cause I can’t do either. He would like high school education,
examination requirements, and college faculties to be directed
more specifically to the performance of that function. Mr.
White wants his young women to study the theory and prac-
tice of “Basque paella, lamb kidneys sautéed in sherry, and au-
thoritative curry.” He also quotes Tisserant approvingly that
“women should be educated so that they can argue with their
husbands.” He believes that “the neglect of the family by our
world of scholars damages the unconscious attitudes and value
judgments not only of women but of educated men as well.”
Why won’t college graduates have more babies, love their hus-
bands more, and run better homes? Something is wrong with
their education, obviously. Well, perhaps he is right. The chap-
ter of “New Approaches to the Education of Women” in the
Commission’s report is full of stimulating suggestions which
should be taken to heart by us all.

And vyet I think there is an element of danger in both Mr.
Newsom and Mr. White. Their doctrine sometimes gets om-
inously near that of a certain Mr. Greg in the Sazurday Post in
the ’70’s — “The essentials of a woman’s being are that they
are supported by, and minister to men.” Let us consider for a
moment Newsom’s phrase “the function of women in modern
society.” Man’s function is more varied perhaps, more connected
with things than people. We remember the words of Simone
de Beauvoir: “Man masters by act and by conceptual thinking.
Woman prefers to shape an environment for living.” But the
function of a great number of boys in the modern world is to
become scientists, engineers, technicians. Yet who amongst us
would dare to say that a purely scientific education was
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enough to train them for their function in the modern world ?
We would all agree that science, for all its power and benef-
icent activity, has its limits. “Science is dumb,” writes Sir Rich-
ard Livingstone, “when we ask it to explain the greatest hu-
man works or experience or emotions, exaltations, agonies and
love, and man’s unconquerable mind.” In their absorption in
education for their function in a modern world we would
want neither our boys nor our girls to risk losing, in the phrase
of Socrates, “the sight of the eye of the soul.”

W hat sort of education, then, do we want for young women?
In general, I think who teaches her and Aow she studies mat-
ter more for a girl than the subjects studied. I do not mean by
this that the necessary disciplines in the curriculum should be
neglected, but the freest possible scope, in spite of the bondage
of examinations, should be given to people to follow their own
choice. It is sometimes said that girls and boys cannot possibly
know what they want to learn. This has never been my experi-
ence, although sometimes the choices are rather startling. But
here wise advice, rather than direction, from deans and coun-
sellors, can do much. What is so important is that the spark of
real enthusiasm, without which no subject can come alive,
should not be quenched. You remember the words with which
Celia, in T. S. Eliot’s The Cocktail Party, is sped on her jour-
ney:

She will pass between the scolding hills and through
the valley of derision

Like a child, sent on an errand, in eagerness and
patience.

Patience is something all women have to learn, and learn early.
We wait for so many things to happen — for the menfolk to
come in from the garden for their meal, for the cake to bake
in the oven, for the clothes to dry on the line. Later on, we
wait for our children to be born. But eagerness is more illusive.
It can so easily flicker and die, damped down by the pressure
of everyday cares. Yet without it the life of the spirit dies, or
is never born. To foster eagerness, even in a strange place, is
the greatest task of any teacher. And this enthusiasm should,
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in college, be primarily found in work, not in extra-curricular
activities however inviting. I always remember the story of
the little girl in tears over her paint-box. When asked what
was wrong, she answered: “I do so hate my hobbies.” But it is a
far greater tragedy not to find genuine satisfaction in work
which must always be the core and focus of college life.

Secondly, I think that girls should learn at school and in col-
lege the things they will zoz learn on the job as, in the course
of time, they develop the technique of homemaking and child-
bearing. They must learn the habit of systematic thought and
mental concentration. Just because “their function in the mod-
ern world” is to be what it has to be, their education must give
them scope for “thoughts which wander into eternity.” “The
ability to think straight, some knowledge of the past, some
vision of the future, some skill to do useful service, some urge
to fit that service into the well-being of the community —
these are the most vital things education must try to produce.”
So Virginia Gildersleeve in Many a Good Crusade sums up the
aims of women’s education. For some this will be difficult, but
all, I believe, should be given an opportunity to get to grips
with the best, even if they have to “tag along” — even if they
do not do as well as the people at the top of the class. A little
Scots boy once uttered a profound truth on this subject. He was
reproved by his mother because every week found him at the
bottom of his class. At last he grew tired of her remonstrances.
“Dinna fash yersel’, Ma — the eddication is the same at the
bottom as at the top.” And for some at least will come the op-
portunity to experience that spiritual illumination which
charms

Magic casements, opening on the foam
Of perilous seas, in faery lands forlorn.

They will experience Housman’s “shiver down the spine” —
the supreme climax of intellectual excitement. Girls must
learn, through the discipline of reading books, and not only
through the too easy medium of television and radio, of peo-
ple, of places and ideas far outside the range of their own func-
tion in modern society. Vast stretches of a woman’s life
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consist of absorption in practical detail, preoccupation with per-
sonal relationships; there will be much boredom and monot-
ony. Only by what we learn when we are young are we given
the strength and resources

To suffer woes which Hope thinks infinite;
To forgive wrongs darker than death or night;
To defy Power, which seems omnipotent;
To love, and bear; to hope till Hope creates
From its own wreck the thing it contemplates;
Neither to change, nor falter, nor repent;

This like thy glory, Titan, is to be
Good, great and joyous, beautiful and free;
This is alone Life, Joy, Empire, and Victory.

In fact, what Mr. White calls “Education for Catastrophe.”
This chapter of his book I would recommend to you all. It is
full of nobility and vision. “Clearly,” he says, “education for
‘success’ in the usual sense — whether as a man or a woman —
is inadequate. We must educate not only to achieve success in
building careers and families but likewise for success in meet-
ing, handling, and transcending tragedy. In part, at least, we
must educate for catastrophe.” In other words, we must make
it possible for girls to live, as mature people, in their modern
world.

And, in addition, they must learn a skill which will be their
very own, and which they can share, if need be and when the
time comes, with the community at large, as well as with their
own family. The dowager can then return to her skill in mid-
dle life. When they learn this, is a matter for experts, of whom
I am not one. This skill need not be an intellectual one, and in
the vast majority of girls it will certainly not be so. But there
must be mastery in it, no matter how narrow the field, wheth-
er as scholar or research worker, in industry or in nursing, as
a teacher, a secretary, or a cook, each girl should be trained to
the limits of her ability and become a real mistress in her own
particular field. The ablest must serve most and take most of
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life’s burden. The other skills will come, I believe, as they are
needed. Only in this way, at this juncture of history, can we
help women to perform their dual role of homemakers and
citizens; only in this way can we satisfy the chief need of girls,
and of women generally, which is to be themselves.

All of what I have been trying to say — of education in the
“humanities” in the broadest sense of the word — is what you
are doing here so magnificently. To you, students of Scripps
College, I would say: “You are indeed fortunate: the lines are
fallen unto you in pleasant places. You have a goodly herit-
age.” But just because you are here, the world will expect
much of you when you leave the campus. You will be expected
to be wise, capable of forming balanced judgments on people
and affairs. You will be expected to be able to weigh evidence,
keeping what is good and discarding what is false. You will
have to be ready to refuse second-hand opinions and cheap,
lazy values. You will have to have the courage of your convic-
tions always. Because you have lived in a community like this,
your sense of obligation to others must spill over to them from
your private life, and you must be willing to share your gifts
and your skills with people outside your own homes. Above
all you must show the tolerance and compassion which spring
from true understanding. Of course all this will not happen at
once. Nothing worth while ever does. Quiller-Couch once said
that passing judgment on children in their school years — and,
I would add, girls at college — is like judging an apple’s flavor
in June. Given the right conditions in youth, we shall have a
rich maturity. The right conditions must take into account the
development of the spiritual life and the emotions as well as
the intellect, and only thus can we have a rich maturity.

It is the third part of us, the life of the spirit, which makes
for the real “function of women in the modern world,” with-
out which schools and colleges and curricula and teaching,
however good, can mean nothing. Let us not forget that “we
are such stuff as dreams are made on.” “We are born not of

blood nor of the will of the flesh, nor of the will of man, but of
God... .." Thank'God we are. . ..,

11

— e

i
|
|
|
|
|
|
i
|
|
|
i
!
;
i







150th Annivemary of kenry Clay. April 12, 1927,

My .Chairman:-
T em gald it has fellen to me, in paying tridute to the Great Com-
monar, to dwell upon those gualities of his mind and heart which 35§
imspire even the humblest citizwns to learn from him the primciples
which meke their cggntry gafe from imsidious foes to liberty workinmg
within as well as, agzackaofxnn foreigh enemies.

His love of country was of the truest type of patrietism, He loved
her imstitutions and he was faithful in his obedience to them, He
wanted his country to be great and he was willfng to do all thingd
which would emmoble her. His eminence as & citizen consisted im
his alZ@er viswon of what would advance and alsooahat would threaten
her glory. He had & marvelously clear undcrstu;ding that %ﬁn@;z:a&-.lc
depoended upon £¥e» sdherence to lew as laid down in t%‘&Conatitut‘on-
g2 unfaltering courage im the defence of tﬁiarightl ; and in seru-
pulous imtegrity, megnanimity and gelf-control im dealimg with
ether mations, whether they be stromg or weak.

The episedes of the war of 1812 with Emglend and then the little
war with the Semimole Imdians illustrated his lofty views ., Early in
perceiving the dangesr to our nation im submission to the emeroachments
of England upor our naval rights he had led in brimging about the
wer of ISI2., Ours hed seemed & feeble nation ix eomparisom with the
power of the mistress of the seas; but his esourage was not dismayed,
for he «o;ieved our cause was just, He had Pelpsd te brinmg that war
toe an honorable conclusiom., Simgulerly enough, the grestest triumph
of our _erms wsas the battle of New Orleans whieh owimg to the siew-
ness of eommunieation, was fought after the treaty of peace had been
signed irn Ghent. That battle had no effeet upon the war, but it had
filled our people with military pride and no doubt added to the wholesome

respeet for our militaty effieieney in foreign eountries, It made




2,
General Jaekson the hero of his countrymen,

Then c¢ame the pitiful little war with the Semigpdle Indians, also
esondueted by Gen,Jackson, with some lepses from reeognized law whieh
eaused Nenry Clay to make his noble defence before Congress of the
right of the Indiesng to reeeive from our government and our army thax

serupulous regard for established lew. He showed that the very weak-

ness of our foe should be A{; proteetion, because it should warn our

people to wateh over themselves lest militaty prestige or arrogance
of power should eat into our respeet €frlaw and the Constitution
whieh are the safeguards of our own liberties.towards pigh ideals

Yhen we see¢ the unfalteringattitude of Henry CI&JA during these

from exsmple
eontrasting events we Pay eateh a glimpse of the uplift whieh

n
Providence would give to the pecople when He bestows upon them the gift

of 2 -o9gqy eitisen. Li¢n & great vision, 1ike that of Henry Clay,




THE SPIRIT OF ’76.

ADDRESS

or

SENATOR A.. Q.. STANLEY,
OF KENTUCKY,
DELIVERED AT TAMMANY HALL, NEW YORK CITY, N. Y., JULY 4, 1922,
4 & [Printed in the CONGRESSIONAL REucorD July 6, 1922.]

“In the mental and physical vigor of her children, in industrial
enterprise, in financial strength, in martial achievement, this
Nation, unconquered and invincible, commands upon the one
hundred and forty-sixth anniversary of her birth the envy and
the admiration of the world, the acknowledged premier of the
planet, holding in her youthful and puissant hands the destinies
of a distracted globe.

“In reviewing the proud annals of the past, rich in historic
incident, one supernal fact stands, a thing apart, rising tower-
like above the material mastery of a continent, above the dis-
coveries of inventive geniug, the immortal labors of philosophers
and sages, above valor's inspiring victories on land and sea—
for that one and mighty thing is at once the inspiration and the
reward of all that we have ever hoped or thought or done—the
declaration of our independence of the domination or control
of any power on earth; it is more than a national liberation,
it is the eternal guaranty of personal freedom, it is the in-
estimable heritage of every citizen, rich or poor, high or low,
under the protecting aegis of the Stars and Stripes.

“After 4,000 years of vain endeavor and blighted hopes, weary
wanderers in the wilderness of oppression found in the New
World freedom’s promised land, where all men may stand erect
and unawed by human power, free to live their own lives, speak
their own thoughts, shape their own destinies, bending the knee
only to God, to whom alone they owe their independence and by
whose grace they will forever maintain and defend it. for,
said the immortal Declaration—

“ We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created
equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable
IS, G ¥ ong thenmivare B4, liberty, ard the pursnit of happinesgs :
that to secure these rights governments are instituted among mén
deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed.

“The fathers never contemplated a sort of ubiquitous govern-
niental Santa Claus, however benevolently disposed in the
exercise of unlimited and autccratic powers. The Federal Gov-
ernment was not made the source or custodian of a people’s
wealth or the censor of its manners or its morals: it was not
its function to prescribe its regimen or its faith, to curb its in-
dolence or reward its industry. No; its one mission wag, not
to create or bestow or limit ¢ these rights,’” but to secure them.

“To bestow a right implies its previous possession in the hand
of the grantor, and the rights secured by the Declaration came
not from governments, for it is self-evident—

“That all men are created equal and are endowed by their Creator
with certain unalienable rights,
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“No government having created, none save a despotism will
ever dare to invade or restrict them. It matters not whether
the abominable thing be attempted by a monarch or a majority ;
no name however euphonious, no form however popular or de-
lusive can excuse the execrable act of oppression. For ¢ when-
ever any form of government becomes destructive of these ends
it is the right of the people to alter or abolish it.

“For long and weary years patriots, patient but vigilant,
without a thought of secession or rebellion, sought to preserve
these ‘unalienable rights’ secured by the great charters and
denied by a stupid king and a bigoted ministry ; revolution came
only when reform was impossible,

“¢In America,” said the calm Andrew Elliott, of Bostongg peds

ple glory in the name and only desire to enjoy the liberties ef
Englishmen.’

“ Before the Battle of Lexington, Franklin had ‘ never heard
of the least expression of a wish for a separation,” and John
Adams declared that the charge that ‘any pant after inde-
pendence ’ was a ‘ slander on the Province.’

“ ¢ Before the 19th of April, 1775, relates Jefferson, ‘I never
heard a, whigper of a disposition to separate from Great Britain.’

“In 1774 Washington wrote, ‘ No such thing as independence
is desired by any thinking man in America,’ and two years
later he asserts, ‘ When I first tcok command of the Army I
abborred the idea of independence; but now I am fully con-
vinced that nothing else will save us.’

“The author of the Bill of Rights, George Mason, aptly ex-
pressing the opinions of his compatriots, declared that prior to
the wasting of their fields, the devastation of their cities and
massacre of their sons he had been ‘ well affected to the King
personally and to his Government; one who adored the wisdom
and happiness of the British constitution and preferred it to
any that then existed or ever had existed.

“It was not to overthrow this ‘ constitution’ or to supersede
it that the Continentals took up arms, but as free Englishmen
to retain and maintain their ‘ unalienable rights’ under it.

“‘We will, swore the minutemen, ‘to the utmost of our
power and abilities defend all and every of our charter rights,
liberties, and privileges, and will hold ourselves in readiness at
a minute’s warning, with arms and ammunition thus to do.’

“ What were those precious ‘charter rights,” liberties, and
privileges for which the ragged Continentals with their flint
locks: stood ready ‘at a minute’s warning? to do and to die?

“They are the ‘unalienable rights’ of the Declaration of In-
dependence, they are the body of the Constitution of the United
States, they are the Bill of Rights, the ‘holy of holies’ of that
instrument, without which the Colonies would never have
adopted it. They are Magna Charta, the Petition of Right, and
the Declaration of Right all in one. They are the sum of the
solemn guaranties of every government proud scions of the
Saxon race have ever acknowledged or obeyed in a thousand
years, for which here and beyond the seas, from Yorktown to
Runnymeade, they have stood willing and ready to fight, and, if
need be, gladly to die.

“As their valor maintained them then, O God of nations and
of battles, may our wisdom preserve them now, inviolate and
eternally ours.
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“ Liberty to the Saxon is not the dream of some doctrinaire
obscured in a philesophic haze ; it is not without, it is within him—
a vital, living, pulsating thing, a part of his very soul. It is
concrete. It is sensitive to the touch and, like his body, to
threaten or profane it is an intolerable degradation.

“This passionate, jealous, indomitable devotion to personal
liberty and personal independence is the very hall-mark of the
race. To it is due its puissance in war and its moral grandeur
in peace. It glorifies all its history, and when history is lost in
the twilight of tradition it lends dignity to the savage and
illumines the hut and the hearthstone of the barbarian in the
wilds of Schleswig and Friesland.

“*Fhe institution of trial by jury had its genesis in this stub-
born maintenance of the inviolate sanctity of his person and
the privacy of his home, forever free from any form of govern-
mental intrusion save by the consent of his fellows and his
peers.

“The basis of their society was the freeman ”—

“ Says Green.

“He alone was known as ‘the man’ or ‘the churl’ He was ‘the
free-necked man,” whose long hair floated over a neck that had never
bent to a lord. !

“According to Tacitus—

“ Each dweller within the settlement was jealous of his own isolation
and independence among his fellow settlers.

“Older than our civilization, older than our faith, are these
institutions, cherished by our Scandinavian forbears still clad in
the tawney hides of wild beasts and the worshipers of Thor and
Woden. Upon the independence of the individual, upon the
sanctity and security of the home, upon local self-government,
Saxon civilization is builded, and to it that civilization owes the
dominance of the world and the highest measure of freedom
ever enjoyed by the children of men.

“The Saxon conquest of the British Isles was not the inva-
sion of a hostile army ; it was the exodus of a whole peoyple.

“ War was not sooner over—

“Says Green—

“than the warrior settled down into a farmer, and the home of the
peasant churl rose beside the heap of goblin-haunted stones that marked
the site of the villa he had burnt. Little knots of kinsfolk grew to-
gether in ‘tun’ and ‘ham’ beside the Thames and the Trent as they
had settled beside the KElbe or the Weser, not as kinsfolk only, but as
dwellers in the same plot, knit together by their common holdings within
the common bounds. Each little village-commonwealth lived the same
life in Britain as its farmers had lived at home. KEach had its own
moot hill or sacred tree as a center, its ‘mark’ as a border; each
judged by witness of the kinsfolk and made laws in the assembly of its
freemen, and chose the leaders for its own governance, and the men who
were to follow headsman or ealdorman to hundred court or war.

“Tor 10 centuries has he cherished these institutions with an
idolatrous devotion, defending them with dauntless bravery, and
in defeat and disaster, still precious as life, he has still clung to
them in the midst of servitude and of chains.

“ Magna Charta is in its essence the embodiment of ‘unalien-
able rights,” temporarily denied by a Norman conqueror and re-
stored perforce by his reluctant and degenerate son.

“Perfected by experience, developed by civilization and by
culture, these rights assuimed a more definite and concrete form.

“Our Anglo-Saxon ancestors,” says Chief Justice Taft, ‘ hammered
out their civil liberty by securing from their would-be royal oppressors
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not general declarations of principles of freedom, like a French con-
stitution, but distinct and definite promises that certain Ill](“‘ not of
substantive but of adjective law, should Oltain,: - TRTE Run through
the Magna Charta of 1215, the l\(mml of Right of 1625, the Bill of
Rights of 1688, the great charters of English Iibcr‘.y, and you find in
them an insistence not on general principles but upon procedure.

“In the maintenance of these ‘inestimable privileges,’ hoary
with the prescription of centuries, the colonists went from re-
form to rebellion and from rebellion to victory. Even at this
hour we are lost in wonder and in admiration at the valor,
he moderation, and the wisdom of that band of heroes and
of sages who at a nation’s birth pledged it eternally to the in-
violate preservation of these ancient, these ‘ unalienable rights’
sacred as life itself, and, like life, they come not from goyern-
ments but from God.

“Well might the great Chatham exclaim—

‘I have read Thucydides and have studied and admired the ml\tcr
St'lv\ of tlw world—Tor solidity of reason, force of iwmxh, and wis-
dom of conclusion under a mmp]u ation of difficult circumstances, no
nation or body of men can stand in preference to the General Congress
at Philadelphia.

“The very apostles of human liberty, profoundly learned in
the history and character of all the despotisms of the past,
their sagacious vision penetrating mere forms, dissected the
very essence of government and exposed all the hidden arts by
which avarice, ambition, or bigotry had ever deluded or en-
slaved mankind.

“In framing the Constitution they incorporated into the or-
ganic law all those ‘checks and balances’ which experience
had shown were best calculated to prevent the unwarranted ex-
tension or abuse of Federal power and, above all, imperative
and categorical inhibitions against the exercise of any authority
ln which a government in any form, State of Federal, might
exercise an authority inimical to the ‘unalienul;le rights ' men-
tioned in H‘(\ great Declaration.

“ They reaflirmed the seasoned guaranties of the great En
lish clnuux against every abridgment of the freedom of ('(m-
science; of speech, or of the press, against unlawful arrest, the
imposition of excessive fines, or the infliction of cruel or un-
usual punishments. The person, papers, houses, and effects of
the citizen were forever immune from unlawful searches and
seizures. There was to be no denial of the writ of habeas cor-
pus or the right of trial by jury. Local self-gzovernment was
effectively preserved by vesting in tho Federal Government only
specifically delegated powers and by the further and sweeping
.1%““1 tion—

‘ The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights shall not be
(~nmlxuou ‘to deny or disparage others retained by the people.

“And—

“The powers not delegated to thc United States by the Constitution,
nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respec-
tively or to the people.

“The Constitution was a compend of the wisdom and the
ripened fruit of the experience of 2,000 years of Saxon civiliza-
tion.

“It is ours to proudly boast and justly maintain that the
fathers of dmnm’ racy were the authors and signers of the Dec-
laration of Independence and the framers of the Constitution
of the United States.
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“mhe fundamental principles of freedom and the tenets of
democracy form the woof and warp of our personal liberty avd
our national independence.

“mhe stability of our institutions, our national puissance,
our territorial expansion, our amazing growth in wealth and
population, and, above all, our long and unalloyed enjoyment
of personal independence and domestic felicity, all are due to
the fact that the administration of the law for more than half
a century after the adoption of the Constitution was in the
wise and strong hands of those who had fashioned that instru-
ment, or of their successors who professed their political faith
and emulated their illustrious example,

4% I\‘!on\ the inauguration of Thomas Jefferson to the Civil
War, the Democratic Party lost but three elections, and no two
in su(-vcmu,n, and from the adoption of the Constitution to the
inaguration of t’]m first Republican President, a period of over
70 years, there was but one attempt on the part of the Federal

sovernment to m\ ade the reserved rights of the citizen or the
sovereignty of a State—thig attempt by the authors of the alien
and sedition laws to abridge the freedom of speech and of the
press by conferring Federal jurisdiction over alleged smlitious
libels brought an instant anathema from the Sage of Monticell
and from the alert and indignant democracy of the Nation,

¢ For—

“ Says Jefferson—

“the Constitution of the United States, having delegated to Congress
a power to punish treason, ('omltmu"imx the securities and current
coin of the United States, piracies, and fclonies mml’”.ivd on the high
seas, and offenses u,mlmttvd against the law of nations, and no Mh Sy
crimes whatsoever * * “therefore the act of Congress passed
on the 14th day of July, 1798 (the alien and sedition act), all other
acts (which assume to (,l(Tlte q«Iino, or punish crimas, other th:mwtlms«\
so enumerated in the Constitution) are altogether void and of no foree;
and that the power to create, define, and pum\h such ¢ther crimes is
reserved, and of right appertains solely mnd exelusively to ihe respec-
tive St:mn,, each within its own territory.”

“The Republican Party, born in the throes of sectional hate
and fratricidal strife, poisoned in its vitals by the virus of fed-
eralism, has, during all the years of its evil 0\1%011"“. never
ceased to advance with steady and stealthy tread ‘over the
whole field of jurisdiction.” At this hour we are faced with a
bald proposal to abandeon all the sage precepts and principles
of the fathers.

“Tor when you make a centralized government and not the
citizen the smum and repository of all power, you will not have
amended, you will have abolished, the Constitution of the
United States. You will have inverted the whole system upon
which for a thousand years the structure of Anglo-Saxon lib-
erty has rested.

“ This disreputable political organization is at present torn
by a number of warring factions, and of them all the so-called
‘ progressive’ is the most ingenious inventor of new ways and
means of invading the 'm,tul rights of the States and the lib-
erties of the citizen; like a legislative ghoul, exhuming the
dead and buried (l“\l)‘)(l‘;”\ of the past, unmindful of the wise
aphorism of Edmund Burke that ‘ all innovation is not progress.’

“mhe great trouble with these vocifercus ‘progressives’ is
that they are forever moving in the wrong direction. Their
energy and ingenuit \ is in the main confined to the discove ry of
some new method by which a centralized and omnipotent power
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may extend its inquisitorial and ubiquitous authority over dis-
tant Commonwealths and remote communities and into every
nook and corner of the moral, political, and industrial life of
the citizen.

“IFrom the crushing weight and the inordinate expense of
this abominable system of endless and irresistible Federal in-
terference there is no escape. Great States are to be stripped
of all actual control over their penal, eleemosynary, and educa-
tional institutions. The citizen is to be left helpless and ex-
posed to the prying interference and vexatious intermeddling
of the delator and the spy, even in his most intimate and domes-
tic relations.

“Weddings are to be supervised by a hygienic expert and
marital rights determined by some eugenic fool.

“ Babies are to be born by Federal aid and suckled under
Federal supervision.

“You can not milk a cow without a Federal inspector at
your heels. The factory, the mill, the counting-house, the office,
and the home literally swarm with a horde of petty and pes-
tiferous representatives of this paternalistic régime.

“ Senator Foraker in 1907 bemoaned the multiplication of
useless offices and officers in his degenerate day, declaring
that—

“The little band of 167 special deputies, agents, and inspectors on
the pay rolls of the Government 10 years ago has been swelled to an
army of more than 3,000.

“Three thousand agents and inspectors! There are over
30,000 novw.

“In an address recently delivered in this city, ex-Governor
Haskell, of Oklahoma, indignantly declares:

“ Less than a quarter of a century age, in the greater enjoyment of
individual rights and local seif-government, our Federal authorities
found it necessary to have upon the pay roll of the Federal Govern-
ment fewer than 200 sleuths and special agents and inspectors to aid
in the enforcement of KFederal laws. Will anyone defend the policy of
the Federal Government which to-day employs more than 42,000 inspec-
tors, sleuths, and inquisitorial agents to dog the footsteps of him who
should be, in the exercise of his constitutional rights, enjoying the
hitherto dignity and freedom of an honest American citizen?

“TFrom this depressing and sickening scene turn back with
me to the dignity, the independence, the peace, happiness, and
prosperity which for more than half a century maxked the wise
and just administration of national affairs by Presidents and
parties reverent of the Constitution and obedient to its wise
and manifest limitations.

‘“ At home—

“ Said Jefferson in his second inaugural—

‘““ fellow citizens, you best know whether we have done well or ill.
The suppression of unnecessary offices or useless establishments and
expenses enables us to discontinue our internal taxes. These, covering
our land with officers and opening our doors to their intrusions, hac
already Dbegun that process of domiciliary vexation which, once
entered, is scarcely to be restrained, reaching successively every article
of produce and property. * * * It may be the pleasure and pride
of an American to ask what farmer, what mechanic, what laborer ever
sees a taxgatherer of the United States?

“The Federal Government was administered from the begin-
ning of Jefferson's to the end of Buchanan’s administration—a

period of G0 years—for less than a billion dollars. That will not
meet the expenses of special commissions incurred during a
single year of the present administration.
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“ During the last 10 years the appalling cost of a hundred dif-
ferent commissions, boards, and bureaus, smploying an innumer-
able army of deputies, inspectors, supervisors, spies, and po-
litical parasites, hag actually exceeded by 400 per cent the total
cost of the Federal Government for the first half century of its
existence.

“ mhis insatiate lust for inquisitorial power daily begets new
boards and bureaus. The appetite for attending to other peo-
ples’ business grows by what it feeds on, and .their devastating
cost increases by leaps and bounds. We are told . that this
insufferable burden of taxation is the result of the war. A
casual analysis of the receipts and expenditures of the Govern-
ment explodes this groundless contention.

“ for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, the amount appro-
priated for governmental purposes, not including the cost of the
War and Navy Departments, pensions, Veterans’ Bureau,. or
reduction of the national debt, is $1,115,517,366, an increase of
500 per cent over 1916 and within a few hundred thousand
dollars of the total cost of maintaining the Federal Government
from the inauguration of George Washington to the advent of
the Republican Party.

“ There is no limit upon Federal power and no bottom to the
Federal Treasury, and, acting upon the preposterous assump-
tion that national wealth can be multiplied by Federal taxa-
tion, Washington has become the Mececa alike of the visionary
and the necessitous, each hour furnishing some new legisla-
tive nostrum or some new means of harrassing or plundering
an outraged public. They glory not in the character but the
amazing amount of grist turned out by the legislative mill.

“ Mr. MonDELL, the leadeor of the majority in the House, has
just blandly assured us that—

“ This Congress has up to this time placed upon the statute books
398 separate laws, of which 311 are public and 87 are private, includ-
ing claims. This is at the rate of 1% laws per legislative day for: the
entire session.

«And the worst is yet to come, for, notwithstanding this
furious and indiseriminating grind, bills are now pending in
the Federal Congress to regulate, supervise, censor, or control
the public press, public utilities, the sale of securities, the min-
ing of coal and minerals, and the weaving of cloth; horse
racing, football, baseball, moving pictures, Sunday amusements,
everything in fact from the birth of the baby to the burial of
the corpse, and from the operation of a railroad to the setting
of a hen.

« Under the terms of a bill proposing to regulate horse racing
by censoring the mails and the press a lad at college writing to
his mother and stating the odds on a football game is liable
to a fine of $5,000 or imprisonment in the penitentiary for
five years.

“ Under the terms of Senate bill No. 23—

“any person who shall teach, incite, propose, aid, abet, encourage, or

advise the unlawful injury or destruction of private or public property,
etc., shall be guilty of a felony and shall be punished by imprisonment
not exceeding 40 years or by fine not exceeding $50,000, or by both
such fine and imprisonment,

“ One act provides for the payment out of the F sderal Treas-
ury for all wheat, shell corn, or raw cotton or raw wool pro-
duced in the United States, and another supported by 1,425,295
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alleged petitioners has just been read into the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp which imposes a fine of $10,000 and long terms of im-
prisonment upen any person or corporation running a freight
or mail train, opening a post office, or publishing a daily
newspaper on the Sabbath Day.

“There is still another bill proposed but not yet introduced
boasting the approval of 91,000,000 supporters which denies
the right to hol@ any National, State, or municipal office, either
elective or appointive, to vote, own bonds, stocks, securities,
mortgages, ete.,, or to hold any meeting or meetings, serv-
ice or services whatsoever, other than by persons acknowl-
edging and proclaiming the doctrine of the Trinity and the
divinity of Jesus Christ.

“There is not at this hour left a single ‘inestimable privi-
lege,” one ‘unalienable right,” mentioned in the Declaration of
Independence and secured by the Constitution of the United
States which is not openly invaded or secretly undermined by
some paternalistic project or socialistic propaganda.

“ In the enforcement of this insane and pernicious saturnalia
of socialistic legislation, the honest toilers of America are being
literally devoured by a veritable army of hungry political
parasites.

“Even the Dearborn Independent is appalled by the number
of pensioners upon Federal bounty.

“ Not more than 30,000,000 persons ’—

“ Says this paper—

“are actually engaged in producing and distributing goods, clothing,
and other necessities of life. Every two actual producers now maintain,
in addition to dependents and other nonproducers who draw from
production, the equivalent of one individual that is maintained by
Government expenditure of some sort. Do you know, furthermore,
that 10 per cent of the national earnings now go for governmental
operation, ete.?”’

“In short and in fine, we have come to the parting of the
ways. The Old Guard, impotent and discredited, is left to the
mercy of the Nonpartisan League and a triumphant socialistic
organization masquerading under the emblemr of the Bull Moose.

“JTs the spirit of democracy dead in America? Is constitu-
tional government to be despised and forgotten? Shall the fol-
lowers of Jefferson and Jackson and Tilden sit idly by or
tamely and silently submit to the clamorous and turbulent
determination by an organized mob of the right to review the
decisions of courts and to supervise and to determine the
most intimate relations of our social and domestic life? Shall
every constitutional restraint and every constitutional limita-
tion be removed at the whim of omnipotent numbers maddened
by the blatant appeals of blind fanatics and flannel-mouthed
demagogues? Then, have we passed from democracy to moboc-
racy, from a government by laws and courts and Congresses to
a government by hysteria and a government by emotion, from
order to chaos?

“ There is no better place than here, no better time than now,
to sound a trumpet call to the spirit of a once undefiled and in-
vincible democracy, to rally to the preservation of the Con-
stitution and the salvation of the country on this, freedom’s
holy Sabbath Day, on the 4th of July, and amidst the unterrified
braves of Tammany Hall.”
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Germany an instence of individual thinking handed ever to ethers,

Individuality to be cherished; its contributions the best the indi-
vidual can contribute to seciety. The sum ef wheleseme thinking

the best gaurantee of a nation's wisdom and safety.

The laws of 1l1life are 1laid in leve,.




Veluable serviee rendered by psycholegieal study of the men-

tel state of delinquents in courts, Popular belief that delinquehts
are smart, sinee they dare defy the pewers of society. Seience re-
veals them as belew par in intelligenee; and the same logie is appli
cable to infringements of right whieh do net reseh the courts,

They peint te feeble-mindedness and abnermality,

Impessible to have wreng mental concepts wothout its being follewed

by wrend actions, Case of individuals and also ef nations,




This world & mueh pleasanter place for women than half a hundred

yeers age,

Newly recognized intelligence well empleyed in grasping the laws
of 1life, for they are laid in intelligence, and need thought te

comprehend them,

Neither man ner Ged is serbed by ignerance er willfulstupidity,
The 1laws of life must be eomprehended and obeyed by intellil

gence as well as by consecience, Intelligence a powerful adjuncet

of conscience, Is this setion sensible?/

The penslties attached by life te <feolly are severe, Laws inter-

twired.




Express pleasure

cas ion,

To some of them it will be lea¥ing behind the o0ld 1ife of books,

eand entering the new school of life, whose lessons we must learn

- S

witheut the helpful intervention of parents er teachers
P I

All hope for success of some k#nd, and true success 1is possis

ble for all whe grasp the laws of the scheol of life and abide

by them,

The impartiality of the schoolmaster,




Reeall commencement gt Sayre Institute in I865, 1Time Seems short
whether 4]

& years be few or many,- te correct mistakes, if

mistakes be mede in cjoice of ob

Jeet,

Only ene choice, between g€00d and evil. fer the laws of Life




2

laid in righteousness,The choice of obeying them or running counter,

Destinies are net in our decision, A thousand precepts carried out

no surety for success of sny lesser ebjeect. Running counter only

certaein defeat in the end,
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United States, its first artiels sonfers upon the people of the several
¥hom women are an indivisiviekle part ¢ g
States the right teo ehooss by election the members of the Tnited States

Congress,

88 of the setual enjoymerni of women e¢f the right of

voting does not arise frod the deficianey of well-defired prineiples
NEER *eognized more than g ¢ ry sge,
in some otasr necessity of
We may find ssmexsxpism=tizw ons of th se 1

irement ef human naturs o Lhe right of self-ax)

will show us that all 1ifs e¢onsists in the power of self-ex-
‘e know nething of life apart i
18ion, Iixﬁ&kk&x&ixiiffiﬁﬂlﬁxfﬁtfiﬂxﬁﬂxiﬁﬁﬁ;kﬁ lifexarayy from any

vhatever of self-expression., T¢ our limived xfsunttenyxax appre
& Torm ¥
kzazt, Xifexsithout any manifzsiztisnxat self-expression at
. uxtsienmEr lifeless,
xmexekxxaratsr ctsrsxfax inanimate suhatanes, T ife jex
ouly in these dirsetions in vhich it seeks expression Wiy
] 33ixpnxaxfa}xanixxaaxtﬁxfinﬁxaxﬂxasian; only as its seeks

éxpression and powerful only as its finds alequate means of expressiap.
tself in action, voting
With this thought 4in mind, we see that the nead of suffrage for women
the right of taking part in government
was far less in the early years of our national existance than it is noy

that the politieal need of emlf-expression of women is very largely
toueh with these ALfAirs whieh are

early peried of our national ¥ifx
toparent division in what used
'spheres"o® men and women. Teo men fell naturally all

whieh concerned 1ife outside of the home; and they ineluded neking

the laws, tregulation of taxation and the defenee of the country,
women fell the industries of the home and the care of the family,
days women found eecupation and meuns of earning e livelihccd in

e

he \industries confined to thae Nome, - weaving, 8pinning, sewing, mit-

ting, and carring for domestie supplies of food., 1t scareely eam..
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in the rs PL thair thought that these
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