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fore attracted to the society of the opposite
#ex. for the companiopship and conversation
that is absolutely necessary —except in raro
cnsey-- to the cultured mind.

It is only fair to state, however, that the
avernge man, whose reading is chiefly contined
to the newspapers, is quite as destitute of
well-bnluneed, or original ideas on subjects of
current interest to the caltured class, ns the
average woman, although he may be better
wated in news and loeal politiex It is true,
wwever, that, although women are rapidly
advancing, the number, as yet, is compara-
tively small who have the inclination, even if
they have the opportunity, to pay the prico
of culture in time and toil.  Not knowing tho
sweetness of its fruits, they are mostly con-
tent to leave them unbought and untasted.
Th refore, as we have already intimated, the
cultured woman in many inztances, finds her-
self debarred from intellectunl  friendship
with her own sex, and is necessavily depend-
ent on the opposite sex for interchange of
thought and mental stimulation.

A purely intellectual friendship is only
powsible on the higher plane; with those who

to soma extent at least—arve living the
intelectunl life; and between whom the de-
gire to acquire and communicate knowledge,
constitutes a bond of intellectual pleasure
and utility.

This ix the most delightful of all friend-
ships, while it lasts; but unless there is; on
both sides, n constant endeavor to renew and
enlarge the mind, by meang of fresh know-
ledge, and new and original thought, it will
naturally be of short duration. It would be
amusing,if it were not so pathetic, towitnessthe
abrupt termination of many friendships,which
at the beginning promise unending delight in
conversation on topics of mwutual interest.

Iu every community there are a number of
people who have a smattering of culture, and
n few stock phrases on different subjects, but
as there is no depth to their culture, a few
conversations with a man or woman of this
class will exhaust all that is communicable of
their knowledge,  There are comparatively
fow people in suciety whose reservoir of
knowledge is sufficiently deep to sustain a
wolonged  friendship  without some other
{)llhis of feeling, or bond of mutual interest.

The inexperionerd can form no conception
of the enger desire which is common to many
mtellectual people, for congenial companion-
ship and profitable conversation. It is said
of .{Ir\dmn de Stael that she would travel five
hundind lengues to talk with a clever man
whom she had never met | and that she ob-
tained her literary material ahmost exclusively
by means of conversation,  She directed sys-
tematically the talk of the learned and brilliang
men among whom she lived to the subject,
which, for the moment, happened to oceupy
her thoughts, and made everybody talk who
wan likely to be of any use to her.

This engoer desive for knowledge, and love
of intellectual companionship, has been the
source through which women have sometimes
compromised their reputations, but such in-
stances are of compuratively rare occurrence.

Hamerton, in a letter to a moralist who
snid that intellectual culture was not con-
dueive to sexunl morality, cites an instance,
and in defence he says: “The idea of living
with & person whose conversation is believed,
at the time, to promise an in~reasing interest,
is attractive in ways of which those who
hayve no such wants can scarcely form a con-
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ception. A most distinguished forcign writer
of the female sex has made a succession of
domestic arrangements whieh, if generally
imitated by others, would bo subversive of
any conceivable system of morality ; and yet
it 18 clear in this case that the tewmptation
was chiefly, if not entively, intellectual.  The
successive companions of this remarkable
woman were all of them men of exceptionnl
intellectunl power, and her motive for chaug-
ing them was an  unbridled intellectual
curivsity.” Centinuing, Mr. Hamerton says:
“'I'his is a sort of immorality to which culti-
vated people are most rxposed. It is danger-
ous to the well-being of n community, because
it destroys the sense of security on which the
idea of the family is founded. If wo are
to leave our wives when their conversation
ceases to be interesting, the foundations of
the home will be unsafe. If they are to

abandon us, when wo are dull, to go away .

with some livelier, more talkative companion,
can we ever hope to retnin them perma-
nently ¢ *

"T'his is surely sn extreme view of the sub-
jeet, and in reply to the question, “Can we
ever hope to retain them permanently ¢™ one
might safely reply, “ Yes, certainly, if you
make yourselves agreeable,” otherwise one
canunot say for sure.

Lord Byron was rvight, for once at least,
when he said:

"Tis pity learned maidens ever wed
With perdons of no sort of edueation,

Or gentlemen who, though well born and bred,
Grow tired of scientitic conversation,

However, the first privilege and duty of
married partners is to adapt themselves, so
far as possible, to the moral and mental re-
quirements of cach other. It is not always
possible to reach the same range of thought,
or to be equally interested in the same pur-
suits; but it is always s)osqiblo to exhibit a
sympathetic interest, and to afford some aid
and encouragement. But when a woman is
frivolous, or cold and unsympathetic, and
takes no interest in her husband’s pursuits,
an estrangement is inevitable; and on the
other side, if a man habitually frowns when
he finds his wife occupied with book, or paper
and pen, and never fails on such occasions to
romind her of missing buttons, and other
neglected duties—whether real or imaginary
—there is sure to be trouble.

Of all human relationships, that of sympa-
thetic companionship between husband and
wife is one of the most sacred; and no saeri-
fice—which does n0t involve retrogression—
should be considered too great in order to
gain and perpetuate this conjugal friendship,
which will always prove to be a solace, and,
to some extent, a substitute for the wore pas.
sionate sentiment, which so often burns low,
or dies out, after marringe.

Oue of the greatest obstacles to intellectual
friendship between married partners, and the
sexes in general, is due to the uncestain atti-
tude of man towards woman, from an intel-
lectual standpoint.  The universal man has
not, as yet, come to an at-one-ment as to
what he requires of the universal woman,
Some writers of the male sex deplore the
absence of culture in women, while others
ridicule the idea of their higher education.
Professor Montegazza, a modern authority on
this subject, says: “ If woman becomes prom-
inent in literature or seience, she is offensive
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to our mind. This happens naturally, and for
the samme reason that women despise timid,
beardless men.”  Rider Haggard also speaks
in tones of derision of **that sexless thing, a
cultured woman.” But, aside from all that
has been said and written on the subject, it is
apparent that there is,on the part of the major-
ity of mankind, a desire to put restrictions on
the education of woman, Aud yet there are
somo who attribute the cause of the rarity of
friendship between the sexes, to be due to the
empty-headedness of so many women, and
profess to be indignant with their ignorance
and frivolousness.

In face of so much contradictory evidence,
it i3 difticult for women to know just what
would best please the opposite sex. But
when this question is authoritatively settled
she will doubtless be able to rise (or fall) to
the emergency ; for it must be admitted that
the ruling desire of woman is to gain the
friendship and love of man; and, with few
exceptions, she is willing to be whatever man
most ndmires. It is therefore obvious that
man’s responsibility is commensurately great
with woman’s desire to please.

One recognized authority carries this idea
of man’s responsibility so far as to state that:
* With exceptions so rare as to be practically
of no importance to an argument, women do
not, of themselves, undertake intellectual
labor, unless they are urged to it by some
powerful masculine influence.” ®

As to the truth of this statemeut, it would
probably be diflicult to obtain sutlicient data,
with which to either prove or disprove it.
In any case it is worthy of consideration by
those who are in favor of a higher intellectual
standard for women.

It is a recognized fact, however, that clever-
ness or intellectuality is not the magnet by
which women attraet the lords of creation;
although these attributes are useful for ce-
menting purposes after an attachment is
formed—providing, always, that they are
wninccompanied with ostentation. Asa rule,
mea do not object to cleverness, or even cul-
ture, in women, so long as they do not parade
it, or seem to be conscious of any suveriority.
It i3 in understanding and being able to dis-
course, and sympathize with man that woman
can best command his friendship and respect.
To attempt to teach, or to betray a lack of
faith in his superior knowledge, is as fatal to
a woman’s friendship with man, as a prema-
ture avowal of affection is to his love. Why
this is so, cannot be explained on any beiler
grounds than human nature.

It is possible, however, that at no distant
day, to woman will be conceded the preroga-
tive to influence and elevate man intellec-
tually, as she has ever done morally and
spiritually.

Heartsease—A Valentine.

Froy a sheltered corner in the garden beds,

These few purple pansies bravely raised their heads,
Emblems best befitting what thou art to me,

They the mossage-bearers of my love shall be.

Thirty golden summers with their wealth of flowers,
Thirty autumn harvests, dearest, have boen ours.
Love that fears no winter still is ours to kuow,
And its blossoms linger "mid life’s falling snow.

Thme's swift flight defying, love has not grown old,
This shall boe the message that the pansies hold.
With these purplo blossoms, heartacase of my life,
1, n gray-haived lover, greet theo, faithful wife.

Lrcia T. HarriNagTON.
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