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FCALLED TO THE CAPITAL

By KENNETHE M. HAIG
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Studied in New York, in Dresden and Leipzig, and perialist, and has been for two years the Regent

1S now in London. “There is mo ciodit to tie” of the Earl Grey Chapter of the Imperial Order of

lay before the Prince. The

the Daughters of the Empire.
There is one son of the house, Robert, junior,
who was last autumn married to Miss Evelyne Maw.
Winnipeg has reluctantly given over to Ottawa
one of its most charming and brilliant women in
the person of the wife of its member.
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A Reply to the Monocle Man. -

A reader objected to what our Monocle Man
said regarding “The Women’s Movement and
Suicide.”

OW well your “nom de plume” fits the article
H appearing under the name of “I'ne Women'’s
Movement and Suicide!” For the point of
view observed throughout is “one eyed” indeed.
Because a girl, little more than a child, was allowed
to take a position for which
she was unfit on account of
jmmaturity, a position for
which any boy of her age
would have been equally unfit,
therefore, you hasten to
bring a wholesale indictment
against women teachers in
general with a wholesale con-
demnation of woman’s desire
for personal and economic in-
dependence which is charac-
terized as the “women’s move-
ment.” Are you quite sure,
Mr. Monocle Man, that you
are not a woman in disguise?
For the lack of logical reason-
ing revealed in your article
is so generally considered the
attribute of my own sect. You
state that “our daughters
have exchanged the home for
the world,” and that as a con-
sequence young men have
been crowded out of various
professions, ~ among them,
teaching. Let me deal with
two obvious fallacies contain-
ed in these statements.

To begin with, it is not so
much the daughters who have
left the home, as that which
used to be considered woman’s
own and indisputable work
has left the four walls of the
individual homes and has be-
come socialized and specialized
in factories and workshops.
When we watch the crowds
of girls leaving the bread and
biscuit factories, the wool and
cotton mills, the workshops
and factories engaged in the
manufacture of ready-made
underwear and clothing (both
men’s and women’s), it is
brought home to us in a very
startling manner that women
have been compelled to follow
their own industries into the
world; for all these were en-
tirely and exclusively woman’s
work within the home until
man’s “business -genius”
stepped in and withdrew them
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done in the individual homes, not only was there
employment for ail the sisters, daughters, aunts and
cousins of the family, but also -for a number of
women of the poorer classes who entered the larger
individual homes as employees or servants. In the
days when industries. were housed in the home
they were carried on for service and love by those
who were responsible for them—the women at the
head of households and the female members of the
family. When industries were taken out of the
home their original character was entirely changed,
for they were made use of to obtain financial profit
only. This accounts for all the evils which have
appeared as the accompaniment of the socialization
of industries: child labour, sweating, overwork and
overcrowding of populations in congested factory
districts with all the countless evils flowing there-
from. Is, then, socialization of labour wrong ? Not
at all!* What is wrong is: the socialization of labour
under the auspices of men alone, instead of, as it
should have been, under the guidance of both men
(Continued on page 19.)
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