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perience that has  been fairly justi-
fied in -its  results, the world will
ever alter anything so fundamental
as an institution which has been
evolved by necessity, strengthemed by
custom, dignified by law, and hal-
lowed by religion, and which is as-
sociated il some way or other with
every phase of human life as we now
see it. The subject is therefore one
which is best approached from - its
psychological side, with the purpose
of— considering, not how marriage
may be dispensed with or how its
obligations may be altered, but rath-
ér how the men and wamen of our
modern world may best make it serve
the ends for which it was intended.
Every great institution that has
gradually come into being has one
interesting characteristic about 1%,
and this characteristic i§ the circum
stance that it was not developed in
accordance with a conscious theory,
but that on the contrary it affords
material  for the dedi. tion
theory. So it is with marriage
Looking at the monogamous union
we see that it rests-upon a funda-
mental principle which may be set
forth in the following -manner A
man and a woman are first attracted
to one another by the natural im-
pulse of mating,. by a species Of se-
lection whose basis is primarily phy-
siéal. Their preference for each oth-
er, originating thes, increases and
gains strength for a time and holis
them fast until' the impulse has
spent something of its force. The
theory of the monogamous union 18
that this period of physical atirac-
tion will last long enougn for obher
ties to be formed between them
These other ties come from the com-
munity of interests between man and
wife, intetests which multiply and
grow more complex- every day
through the intimacies of the life to-
gether which extend to a thousand
little “hall-perceived yet in the mass
extremely importabt actioms, say-
ings, thoughts and memories, and
finally from the habits which arise
out of these intimacies and which
are powerlul precisely in proportion
as they are unmoticed. Therefore,
when ‘the « dor of pure passion wanes
and when outside of macriage its
waning would naturally lead to sep-
aration and a reversion to individual
independence, th#se other bonds are
strong enipugh to banish any thought
of breaking them. The conventions
of society also play a part in
strengthening the umion, by render
ing its dissolution if not impossible,
at any rate both difficult and dis-
agrecable. It follows, then, that
marriabe represents to most of those
who enter it,’a condition which is
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other  miserable. They are by ex-
ternal pressure quickly crished into
that unity of purpose whith is - the
essence of ‘tru¢ marriage.

But of late the change in
status ol woman has introduced .a
néw element into the genmeral prob-
lemn ; or rather it has given an ex-
traopdinary importance ta an -ele-
ment which was formerly a fairly
negligible quantity. The traditional
marriage depended upon the correct
adjustment of comlitions that were

physical a Ktefial. Marriige to-
day is fming more and more de-
pendent for its success upon the ad-

justment of conditions: that
psychigal. - 1 called sttention in
former paper to the imfluence which
the widening of women's interests
has had upon their willingness
MAarry.

marked

the

are

upon

marriages they make
former generations, it was sufficient
cal reciprocity, in this age of ours
ciprocity as well. And whereas,
heretofore, the community of interest
was attained with ease, it is now he-
caming far more difficult because of

who mafries from merging her sep
arate individuality in her husband’s
Yet unless she -does this, how can
she have a complete and perfect in-
terest in the life together, and for
that matter how can he have such an
interest either ? Mrs. Stetson-Gil-
man’s notion that in their occupa-
tions they should be wholly independ
ent of each other looks to a state of
things which would untimately mean
the discontinuance of margiage alto-
gether; for in marriage it must
alt’ There
complete absorption of two lives
one common existence, or else

two must
apart Man and wife must grow

be

or nothing.

the

closer and
must become farther and farther re
moved from the peifset understand-
ing which alone will enable them to
face the world with fearlessness and
faith

As to the psychic element in marri
age, this demands a fuller and a dil-
is purely primitive and emotional. it
is no longer enough that the attirac
tion which comes from passion should
exist when marriages are made
our introspective, analytical age,
this even from the outset is insuffi-
cient. It will not tide the pair over
the first eventiul year of marriage
It will bring satiety far more guick

end in
Tolstoy has so terribly depicted in
the pages of his ‘‘Kieutzer Sonata,’
and which he has so lajsely taken as
typical of every marriage. What is

al
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must be al

cloger together ot they |

ferent kind of love tham that which |
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ly than it ought to do, and it will |
the sort of marriage which |

mate for him upon his psychic side
alone. That she felt her limitatious
is _clear from the fact that she did
{not marry him &8 ShOR as #he was
{{reeto do but made him wait
through two more agonizing years of
| expectation, Had she been his mate
t(‘t\mpl("t‘hﬁ nothing whatever would
have kept themn sundered. She would
{have come to him even had it been
| over coals of fire

{ The lesson of this seems to be that
{ the true marriage for those who are
{ not proletarians must in-
| volve perfect Dbalance of these
jtwo essential qualities; that abso-
{lute harmong-iCl life in marriage
for ’!hu\g‘?' alone who can give as
i much as they receive; and that mar-
riagé is fortunately ouly in propor-

SO,

merely
the

is

to!tion as it approximates to this ideal.
This influenice is still’ more |

their capacity to at-
tain and to give contentment in u\e’inmn

In most marriages, however, that
{are not happy it is the wife rather
the husband who iz oltenest
Men are today very
{much the same as they have always
been, while woinsn have become Iar
nore exacting,” bhecause Jess depend
fent, than they used to be. They are
imore keenly alive to their tempera-
{mental necessities, they understand
| themselves much’ better, and there-
{fore they expect to be much better

In former times, when
disippointed them, the
i disappointment was bdut vaguely felt
! nd was ill-defined, or rather not de-
fined at all. Today the modern wo-
{ man knows her own nature thorough-
ly, and is quick to fepl ity demands
whenever they become insisteat
| _Hence, in marriage, the modern
| woman 15 a clear-eyed judge of the
! inadequacies of her mate, and no illw-
| sion tasts for very long. Apare from
Eﬂx fundamental satisfaction of the
| sex-instinet pure and simple
normal

i

| marriage

woman makes two other de

in | mands upon him with whom she seeks |
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live out her whote life; and one of

still remain: eternally | these demands is for sentiment, and | :

{ the other for the finer understanding
| First of all for sentiment—not senti-
| mentality—=because sentiment  gives
! touch which can make
| beautiful.and pohle that which with-
[out it is repellent and Simost bra-
[ tish And understanding—the fines
:m;dm‘ﬂandmg-—mx&ﬂ exist, beeause
{ without it there can never spring up
the perfect liking which completes
| and envelopes love, and saves it from
bitterness of
| Perhaps, in reality, sentiment and
he finer understanding are one and
Certaiply they are most
{intimately icined, 'just as foeling i
linked with penstrative though, bul
| Kowever this may de, the absence ol
{ thesn is Tatal to @ woman's happiness
in_ MArriage

Pititul is the.mistake of the woman
fwho marries before she really knows

1the magic

| the

it

{ the same

[ In the end, passion will find her coid, |

{kindness will only exssperite het,
| constancy will earn (rom her some-

the |

ah early death |

compatibility between the still . un-
developed man, and'ihe wapidly’ de-
veloping woman intrides itsell upon
the notice of the siisent of our mod-
ern  lile It raises

when they make the most momeni
choice that they are ever called w
to  make, .and it demands to k
the tests by which, the n:. |
step is taken ' the possibility ol error
can be “recoghived and thus avoided.
oW can w woman Enow-that she
will not be a mere spiritual bankrupt
in a martiage that is open toher?
To answer this gquestion is in itsell
to undertake a book: but safe geid-
ance. so far as it goes, can be found
in the precept of a famous Roman
who sagaciously decharedy It you
are doubtiul about any aetion, do
not do it —Raltord Pyke’

s
.
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the best thing for the social
Blitical organism. One musi
Medge that this assumption is

essential - now. to happiness in the
union of those who have felt ‘the
modern tendency to self-analysis, is

| thing very like contempt. She would |
| rathor be beaten once & weok, whe|
{ would weicome the heartburnings M%

permanent, for the reason that to
keep it so is to follow the line of

by a frue one. The test of

5 has served to justily it, as

test has justified the

i upon which the whole

fabric oz‘x’our civilization rests—that

ing up. the unresiricted firee-

which the primitive man pos-

esed for the modified and regulated

[fteedom which the civilized man ac-

@8pts, the sum total of human happi-

P ess iy increased and also guaranteed

v"“"*- And this is true. For of

~the millions wpon millions of marri-

| Ages hich are entered into under the

. which are essentially the

| B8 n every Occidental nation, it

: ible to deny that the great

of them are happy in a

#nse. They aflord stability to

ial system. They knit the

ity together by the firm

interwoven jnterests. They

‘intelligible “and consistent

the transmission of proper-

Abd in the main they tend to

comfort and tranquillity. In

A8 t{ley fall short of giving

bappiness, they only share in

limitations which are in-

ble from every buman institu-

»ihuom: which find their

® In the weakness and perves-
Bman hature. -

¥ because exceptions to a rule,

‘Sufliciently numerous and in-

will always attract atten-

the exceptions to the genmeral

1 marriage makes for happi-

always been a subject for

and for arguments. This

8 refcted in literature by an

g flow of gibes and jests of

‘Barviage is the subject. It is

Jin legislation by taws which

Provision for divorce. 1t is re-

I philosophic theory by ab-

M&uous as to whether our

¥iews of marriage might not

¥ but radically’ modified

: ;ulvmuge. Under the

b\h v it has always seemed
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the most profitable sun-
5 not a change in the
conditions of marriage as

BOW exist, buy inqui
St rather an inquiry

It is that makes for happi-
Mriage and what, for sexi=

piness. For it is not like-
after twen

i

teast resistance

As a matter of fact, indeed, the
number of really unhappy marriggps
is a very small ope. IL it seem
large to the casual reader of news
papers, this is because the happy
marriage; like the happy nation,
one which has no history; and when
not even am appreximation to ed¢m-
plete contentment is attained, still
the discontent is not usually marked
enough to  bring about an/actual
break. We hear of the marnages
that are lailures; but the very fact
that we hear of them and (hat so
much is said about them, s rs that
they are in reality excepti
the main, the msum»,b
justified in: its results.

Yet while this is true O
majority of marriages, 1
while to note that the ex
imsportant, too; the
examined, they
soundness of
Marriage, as we have n, is sup-
posed: to imply fiest of 41l a natural
selection based on the fex-instinct
and in the second place CORIRMRILY
of interest succeeding the early
less binding motives. A Experience
shows that where these two' require-

the great
is ° worth
te so when

the

{ments exist, ihere wmarkiage it also

invariably successful in estab)ishing
a centented home. Ab unbappy mar-
riage rteally weans, then, that the
two requirements have not in a par-
ticular -case been satisfied. Either
the sharers in it were attracted %o
each other from the very first in un-
equal degrees; or else something pre-
vented the development of the com-
munity of interest.

The 'most disquiting [fact with
which the sociologists have to deal,

more or less cultivated classes thai
one. finds marriage becoming jess and
less sucecssfyl, Where the housebold
is 50 simple as to make its conduct
a matter of apxiety to husband and
wife alike, ' there they both go on
contented with each other; for the
common -interest is forced  upon
them. They have the same isxie-
ties, the same hopes, the same plea-
sures, the same rewards. They do
nob have the time or ‘the inclination

ty centuries of ex- kh enjoy. the, luxury. of miking eash |

:/fiwc-s by taking, in

and |

lies in the evidence that it is in the |

the larger love into which Jliking aiso |
enters In the past, women have
made lamenteble failures of thei
their ignorance
fien whom .they. liked and did nol
love. The danger today is that they
may take the men whom they love
but do not like. To forget this is to
run the risk of moral “hipwreck
Love, in the old sense, is a thing o
casual moments—of hours or, il you
| will, of days-but the love that also |
)llkeﬁ in unfailing and eternal is
{ can do. miope . than quicken apd thrill |
| and phake those who are under the !
i»,peu of passion. It finds its sosrce]
{in & deep contemtment that

| spiritual no less than physical 1t
{never dies. 1t never is dissatisfiod |
|or queruloss. 1t is loyal and devol- |
| ed It is unselfish in its every |

"

» | thyught, and it does Dot pass away |

{with the ecstasies of semsaion. It}

{is the essence of true comradeskip, |
f waiting always to take o the torch |
i which Love so’ frequently lets fall,
{and to keep the fame still heightly |
| burning, that it may ciwer and L
and comiort and wot seorch

| -A well-known’ Italian eritic, Signoe |
| Federigo Roberte, not long abo s o5~ |
| prossed a strong beliel that Balzac's |

i

| greatest piece of luck conmisted in bis
dying very woon after his marripge |
with Mme. Hanska, sincg had be tive,
be would have found a bitter disap-|
pointwoent in the salpw. This state |
ment seems 8t Oref o rafher shock-
ing ome; for the devotion of this ex
traorditasy Man to the Ohe WOIAR
of his tile makes ome of :
beautiful and interesting chap :
the whole. history of romastie love. |
Existing as he did for ber alose lor |
more than eighteen years, dedical-|
ing =il the passionate inténsity of
his being, it has always seemed &
most pathetic’ emd thal e soober
was she wholly free to marry him
than hé died. Yet there is reason to
suppose  that what Signor Roberie
says is true. Balzac had both sides
of his nature developed 1o a remark-
able degree. He was piysically &
giant;  he was paychically a giaab,
too. Bub thie mystic, dreamy;, tante-
lizing Polish woman who swayed his

3

| heavy-heat Loduess of negioet sy |

| telligent, complacent,
llevel of fatuity. which always does|
the right  \hing at ihe wrong hmi
| and pevet knows the difference or |
|even dreadns that theps exists o dil-|
| ference
| dure i she can only Bave Bse come
| pensations !

| dere

i ol femininity,

| wish maaemuwm»,

jealousy, she would endure 1the|

thing rather than  th: heavy, wnis- |

domentsc deal |

What will st a woman o ;

When Thackeray made|
Blanche Amgry ofy ouk, “It me faut |
emotionst he - thought that be ;.
was giving the fingl tosch to & pic-|
tyre of selfish ity but he wos |
really exprossing e elernal formmia |
was more proei
found than "o & b Fou in thia, |
Blanche Amory whs not an individe|
b atoall, but a/type of her whole
T Bmotion-yot. veigar, cheap,
theatrical embtioh, but the deep sab
isiat tiin which itsell with &
theili throughoul & Womak's very
soul when every mood of bees bs tesh |
instinetively-thih sort of smokion i
the vary ‘essenee of Dut being, and
ihe lagk of it is spicitusl death. For |
pothing in the world can Take the
place of 16 You will ses husbands
whoe are kindly, fond of hoow, s

married 1o womeh  who ate an@t,g
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