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To secure this economic independence every
post, occupation, and Government service is to
be thrown open to woman; she is to receive
everywhere the same wages as man; male and
female are to work side by side; and they are
indiscriminately to be put in command the one
over the other. Furthermore, legal rights are to
be secured to the wife over her husband’s prop-
erty and earnings. The programme is, in fact,
to give to woman an-economic independence
out of the earnings and\&taxes of man.

Nor does feminist ambmon stop short here. It
demands thar women shafkbe included in every
advisory committee, evetil governing board,
every jury, every judicial bencl}, every electorare,
every parliament, and every ministerial cabinet;
further, that every masculine foundarion, univer-
sity, school of learning, academy, trade unio
professional corporation, and scxentlﬁc soc1ezy
shall be converted into an eplcene mstm.mon

show. ]

The proposal to bring man and wo‘inan to-
gether everywhere into extremely mtxmazte rela-
tionships raises very grave questions. It “brmgs
up, first, the question of sexual comphca"nons
secondly, the question as to whether the tradi
tion of modesty and reticence bctween the s sexes
is to be definitely sacrificed; apd most unpor—
tant of all, the question as to whether [bnngmg
men and women together} would place obstacles
in the way of intellectual work. . !

The matter cannot so hghtly be disposed of

It will be necessary for 1,15 to find out whether !

really intimate association with woman on the
purely intellectual plane is realisable. And if it
is, in fact, unrealxsable it will be necessary to
consider whether i 1ms the exclusion of women
from masculine cotporations; or the perpetual
artempt of womén to force their way into
these, which wonld deserve to be characterised
as selfish. ... [

What we have to ask is whether—even if we
leave out of regard the whole system of attrac-
tions or, as the case may be, repulsions which
comes into operation when the sexes are thrown
together—purely intellectual intercourse be-

tween man and the typical unselected woman
is not barred by the-intellectual immoralities
and limitations whi/ch appear to be secondary
sexual characters of woman. .

Wherever we look we ﬁnd aversion to com-
pulsory mtellectual co-operation with woman,
We see it in the sullen attitude which the ordj-
nary male srudent takes up towards the pres-
ence of women students in his classes. We see
ct that the older English universj-
ties, which have conceded everything else to
women, have made a strong stand against mak-
ing, them acrual members of the university; for
thxs would impose them on men as intellectual
assocxates Again we see the aversion in the op-
position to the admission of women to the bar.

But we need not look so far afield. Practically
every man feels that there is in woman—patent,
or hidden away—an element of unreason which,
when you come upon it, summarily puts an end
to purely intellecrual intercourse. One may re-
flect, for example, upon the way the woman’s
suffrage controversy has been conducted.

Bur the feminist will want to argue. She
will—taking it as always for granred that
woman has a right to all that men’s hands or
brains have fashioned—argue that it is very
important for the intellectual development of
woman that she should have exactly the same
opportunities as man. And she will, scouting
the idea of any differences between the intelli-
gences of man and woman, discourse to you of
their intimate affinity. . . .

From these general questions, which affect
only the woman wirh intellectual aspiracions,
we pass to consider what would be the effect of
femninism upon the rank and file of women if it

imade of these co-partners with man in work.

They would suffer, not only because woman’s
phy51olog1cal disabilities and the restrictions
whxch arise out of her sex place her at a great
dxsadvantage when she has to enter into compe-
titipn with man, but also because under fem-
inism man would be less and less disposed to
take off woman's shoulders a parr of her burden.

And there can be no dispute that the most
valuable financial asset of the ordinary woman
is the possibility that a man may be willing—

Chaprer 8 Politics and Society, 1845-1914 227

and may, if only woman is disposed to fulfil her And the woman workers th have to fight

part of the bargain, be not only willing but the bartle of life for the
anxious—to support her, and to secure for her, rectly profit from this fﬂstenng of chivalry; for
if he can, a measure ygf that freedom which those women who ate’ supported by men do not

\ited labour market which is

comes from the possession of money. compete in the lf
In view of this every one Who has a real fellow-  open to the wothan worker.
feeling for woman, and who }s‘concemed for her From evefy point of view, therefore, except
material welfare, as a father is toncerned for his  perhaps.that of the exceptional woman who
daughter’s, will above everythiri:g(\ else desire to  would be able to hold her own against mas-
nurture and encourage in man the'sentimenr of culine competition—and men always issue in-
chivalry, and in woman that disposifion of mind formal letters of {admission} to such an excep-
that makes chivalry possible. " tional woman—the woman suffrage which
leads up to feminism would be a social disaster.

REVIEW QUESTIONS

1. InJohn Stuart Mill's view, what was ¢ ultunatexmgm of the subjection of women?

2. According to Mill, what character ‘qualities did men seek to instill in women?
Why, according to Mill's a.rgument should women-have the right o participate in
politics and public affairs o ‘equal terms with men? ™

3. Why did Emmeline Pankhurst think that violence was ]ﬁS{xﬁed in fighting for
women’s rights? \

4. Why, according to her did men, who valued their citizenship as*cheu: dearest
possession, feel it Was ridiculous to grant it to women?

5. What were the “l&ws rha enslave women” in France, according to Hubertine Auclert?

6. What did Auglert mean by “the political emancipation of women”? What did she
expect Woulﬂ result from this emancipation?

7. In what ways did the Goncourt brothers consider women inferior?

8. Why did Sir Almroth Wright think that women vorers would be pernicious to the state?

9. In Wright's view, how were feminist reforms disadvantageous to women

5 German Racial Nationalism

—ae—

-

German pationalists were especially attracted to racist doctrines. Racist thinkers
held that race was the key to history and that not only physical features, but also
moral, aesthetic, and intellectual qualities distinguished one race from another.
In their view, a race retained its vigor and achieved greatness when it preserved
its purity; intermarriage between races was contamination that would result in
genetic, cultural, and military decline. Unlike liberals, who held that anyone
who accepted German law was a member of the German nation, German racist
thinkers argued that a person’s nationality was a function of his or her “racial
soul” or “blood.” On the basis of this new conception of nationality, racists ar-
gued that Jews, no matter how many centuries their ancestors had dwelt in Ger-
many, could never think and feel like Germans and should be deprived of
citizenship. Like their Nazi successors, nineteenth-century German racists
claimed that the German race was purer than, and therefore superior to, all
other races; its superiority was revealed in such physical characteristics as blond
hair, blue eyes, and fair skin—all signs of inner qualities lacking in other races.
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Houston Stewart Chamberlain
THE IMPORTANCE OF RACE

German racist thinkers embraced the ideas of Houston Stewart Chamberlain
(1855-1927), an Englishman whose devotion to Germanism led him to adopt
German citizenship. In Foundations of the Nineteenth Century (1899), Chamber-
lain attempted to assert in scientific fashion that races differed not only physi-
cally but also morally, spiritually, and intellectually and that the struggle between
races was the driving force of history. He held that the Germans, descendants
of the ancient Aryans (see page 231), were physically superior and bearers of a
higher culture. He attributed Rome’s decline to the dilution of its racial quali-
ties through miscegenation. The blond, blue-eyed, long-skulled Germans, pos-
sessing the strongest strain of Aryan blood and distinguished by an inner
spiritual depth, were the true shapers and guardians of high civilization.

Chamberlain’s book was enormously popular in Germany. Nationalist organ-
izations frequently cited it. Kaiser Wilhelm II called Foundations a “hymn to
Germanism” and read it to his children. “Next to the national liberal historians
like Heinrich von Treitschke and Heinrich von Sybel,” concludes German his-
torian Fritz Fischer, “Houston Stewart Chamberlain had the greatest influence
upon the spiritual life of Wilhelmine Germany.”

Chamberlain’s racist and anti-Semitic views make him a spiritual forerunner
of Nazism, and he was praised as such by Alfred Rosenberg, the leading Nazi
racial theorist in the early days of Hitler's movement. Josef Goebbels, the Nazi
propagandist, hailed Chamberlain as a “pathbreaker” and “pioneer” after meet-
ing him in 1926. Excerpts from Chamberlain’s work follow.

Northing is so convincing as the consciousness
of the possession of Race. The man who be-
longs to a distinct, pure race, never loses the
sense of it. . . Race lifts a man above himself:
it endows him with extraordinary—I might
almost say supernatural—powers, so entirely
does it distinguish him from the individual
who springs from the chaotic jumble of peo-
ples drawn from all parts of the world: and
should this man of pure origin be perchance
gifred above his fellows, then the fact of Race
strengthens and elevates him on every hand,
and he becomes a genius towering over the rest
of mankind, not because he has been thrown
upon the earth like a flaming meteor by a freak
of narure, but because he soars heavenward like
some strong and stately tree, nourished by
thousands and thousands of roots—no solitary
individual, but the living sum of untold souls
striving for the same goal. . . .

. . . As far back as our glance can reach, we
see human beings, we see that they differ es-
sentially in their gifts and that some show
more vigorous powers of growth than others.
Only one thing can be asserted without leaving
the basis of historical observation: a high state
of excellence is only attained gradually and un-
der particular circumstances, it is only forced
activity that can bring it about; under other
circumstances it may completely degenerate.
The struggle which means destruction for the
fundamentally weak race steels the strong;
the same struggle, moreover, by eliminating
the weaker elements, tends still further to
strengthen the strong. Around the childhood
of great races, as we observe, even in the case of
the metaphysical Indians, the storm of war al-
ways rages. . . .

... Only quite definite, limited mixtures of
blood contribute towards the ennoblement of

a race, or, it may be, the origin of a new one.
Here again the clearest and least ambiguous
examples are furnished by animal breeding.
The mixture of blood must be strictly limited
as regards time, and it must, in addition, be
appropriate; not all and any crossings, but only
definire ones can form the basis of ennoble-
ment. By time-limitation I mean that the in-
flux of new blood must take place as quickly as
possible and then cease; continual crossing ru-
ins the stongest race. To take an extreme exam-
ple, the most famous pack of greyhounds in
England was crossed once only with bulldogs,
whereby it gained in courage and endurance,
bur further experiments prove that when such
a crossing is continued, the characters of both
races disappear and quite characterless mon-
grels remain behind. . . .

... Marius and Sulla had, by murdering the
flower of the genuine Roman youth, dammed
the source of noble blood and at the same time,
by the freeing of slaves, broughr into the na-
tion perfect floods of African and Asiatic blood,
thus transforming Rome into . . . the trysting-
place of all the mongrels of the world. . . .

Let us attempt a glance into the depths of the
soul. What are the specific intellectual and
moral characteristics of this Germanic race?
Certain anthropologists would fain teach us that
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all races are equally gifted; we point to history
and answer: that is a lie! The races of mankind
are markedly different in the nature and also in
the extent of their gifts, and the Germanic races
belong to the most highly gifred group, the
group usually rermed Aryan. . ..

The civilisation and culture, which radiat-
ing from Northern Europe, to-day dominate
(though in very varying degrees) a considerable
part of the world, are the work of Teutonism;
what is not Teutonic consists either of alien ele-
ments not yet exorcised, which were formerly
forcibly introduced and still, like baneful germs,
circulate in the blood, or of alien wares sailing,
to the disadvantage of our work and furcher de-
velopment, under the Teutonic flag, under Teu-
tonic protection and privilege, and they will
continue to sail thus, until we send these pirate
ships to the bottom. This work of Teutonism is
beyond question the greatest that has hitherto
been accomplished by man. . . . As the young-
est of races, we Teutons could profit by the
achievements of former ones; but this is no
proof of a universal progress of humanity, but
solely of the pre-eminent capabilities of 2 defi-
pite human species, capabilities which have
been proved to be gradually weakened by influx
of non-Teutonic blood.

Pan-German League

“THERE ARE DOMINANT RACES AND
SUBORDINATE RACES”

Organized in 1894, the ultranationalist and imperialist Pan-German League
called for German expansion both in Europe and overseas. It often expressed
blatantly Social Darwinist and racist views as illustrated in the following arti-

cle, which appeared in 1913 in the league’s principal publication.

“The historical view as to the biological evolu-
tion of races tells us that there are dominant
races and subordinate races. Political history is
nothing more than the history of the struggles
between the deminant races. Conquest in par-

ticular is always a function of the dominant
races. . . .

“Where now in all the world does it stand
written that conquering races are under oblig-
ations to grant after an interval political rights
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to the conquered? Is not the practice of politi-
cal rights an advantage which biologically
belongs to the dominant races?... In my
opinion, the rights of men are, first, personal
freedom; secondly, the right of free expression
of opinion—as well as freedom of the press; . . .
and, finally, the right to work, in case one is
without means. . . .

“In like manner there is the school question.
The man with political rights sets up schools,
and the speech used in the instruction is his
speech. . . . The purpose must be to crush the
[individuality of the] conquered people and its
political and lingual existence. . ..

“The conquerors are acting only according
to biological principles if they suppress alien
languages and undertake to destroy strange

REVIEW QUESTIONS

popular customs. . . . Only the conquering race
must be populous, so that it can overrun the
territory it has won. Nartions that are populous
are, moreover, the only nations which have a
moral claim to conquest, for it is wrong that
in one country there should be overpopula-
tion while close at hand—-and at the same time
on better soil—a less numerous population
strerches its limbs at ease.

[As to the inferior races:} “From polirical
life they are to be excluded. They are eligible
only to positions of a non-political character, to
commercial commissions, chambers of com-
metce, etc. . . . The principal thing for the con-
queror is the outspoken will to rule and the
will to destroy the political and national life of
the conquered. . ..”

1. Why were many Germans attracted to Chamberlain’s racial theories?
2. Why is Chamberlain regarded as a spiritual forerunner of Hitler?
3. Why is an ideology based on biological racism, as in the case of the Pan-Germanic

League, particularly dangerous?

6 Anti-Semitism: Regression to the Irrational

W —

Anti-Semitism, a European phenomenon of long standing, rose to new promi-
nence in the late nineteenth century. Formerly segregated by law into ghettoes,
Jews, under the aegis of the Enlightenment and the French Revolution, bad
gained legal equality in most European lands. In the nineteenth century, Jews
participated in the economic and cultural progress of the times and often
achieved distinction in business, the professions, and the arts and sciences.
However, driven by irrational fears and mythical conceptions that had survived
from the Middle Ages, many people regarded Jews as a dangerous race of inter-
national conspirators and foreign intruders who threatened their nations.
Throughout the nineteenth century, anti-Semitic outrages occurred in many
European lands. Russian anti-Semitism assumed a particularly violent form in the
infamous pogroms—murderous mob attacks on Jews—occasionally abetted by
government officials. Even in highly civilized France, anti-Semitism proved a
powerful force. At the time of the Dreyfus affair (see page 235), Catholic and na-
rionalist zealots demanded that Jews be deprived of their civil rights. In Germany,
anti-Semitism became associated with the ideological defense of a distinctive Ger-
man culture, the volkish thought popular in the last part of the nineteenth cen-
tury. After the foundation of the German Empire in 1871, the pace of economic
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and culrural change quickened, and with it the cultural disorientation that fanned
anti-Semitism. Volkish thinkers, who valued traditional Germany—the land-
scape, the peasant, and the village—associated Jews with the changes brought
about by rapid industrialization and modernization. Compounding the problem
was the influx into Germany of Jewish immigrants from the Russian Empire, who
were searching for a berter life and brought with them their own distinctive cul-
ture and religion, which many Germans found offensive. Nationalists and con-
servatives used anti-Semitism in an effort to gain a mass following.

Racial-nationalist considerations were the decisive force behind modern
anti-Semitism. Racists said that the Jews were a wicked race of Asiatics, con-
demned by their genes; they differed physically, intellectually, and spiritually
from Europeans who were descendants of ancient Aryans. The Aryans emerged
some 4,000 years ago, probably between the Caspian Sea and the Hindu Kush
Mountains. Intermingling with others, the Aryans lost whatever identity as a
people they might have had. After discovering similarities between core Euro-
pean languages (Greek, Latin, German) and ancient Persian and ancient San-
skrit (the language of the conquerors of India), nineteenth-century scholars
believed that these languages all stemmed from a common tongue spoken by
the Aryans. From there, some leaped to the conclusion that the Aryans consti-
tuted a distinct race endowed with superior racial qualities.

Houston Stewart Chamberlain (see previous section) pitted Aryans and Jews
against each other in a struggle of world historical importance. As agents of a
spiritually empty capitalism and divisive liberalism, the Jews, said Chamber-
lain, were the opposite of the idealistic, heroic, and faithful Germans. Cham-
berlain denied that Jesus was a Jew, hinting that he was of Aryan stock, and
held that the goal of the Jew was “to put his foot upon the neck of all the na-
tions of the world and be lord and possessor of the whole earth.” Racial anti-
Semitism became a powerful force in European intellectual life, especially in
Germany. It was the seedbed of Hitler’s movement.

Hermann Ahlwardt
THE SEMITIC VERSUS
THE TEUTONIC RACE

In the following reading, Hermann Ahlwardt (1846-1914), an anti-Semitic
member of the Reichstag and author of The Desperate Struggle Between Aryan
and Jew, addresses the chamber on March 6, 1895, with a plea to close Ger-
many’s borders to Jewish immigrants. His speech reflects the anti-Semitic
rhetoric popular among German conservatives before World War I. The mate-
rial in parentheses is by Paul W. Massing, translator and editor.
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