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INTRODUCTION

*“It is now just half a century since the then senior class of this
University entertained the proposition and carried it through to form a
society, the objects of which should be congenial with and promotive of
the studies prosecuted in the classes. It was to be for mental, what the
old gymnasium was for bodily strength, an arena for mutual improvement,
where the precaution of secrecy was rather a shield for the diffident, and
the encouragement of retiring merit, too often unconscious of its capacity
[by its tendency to isolation]. After some informal meetings and con-
ferences the subject was submitted to the Provost for approval, and the
organization and constitution completed under the title of ‘The Philo-

“mathean Society of the University of Pennsylvania.”””

Thus wrote the Philomathean Society’s first Moderator, Christian
F. Crusé, in 1863, on the occasion of the Society’s fiftieth anniversary.
The first meeting was held on October 2, 1813, and the framed, con-
stituting declaration signed by the thirteen charter members on that
date still proudly hangs on the wall of the Society’s meeting room. This
declaration states, the putpose of the Society to be to *'...promote our
improvement in Leaming, and likewise more firmly establish the reputa-
tion of the University....” The Board of Trustees of the University
approved the institution of the Society on November 23, 1813. Upon the
Board’s order, the Society was alloted a large hall and two adjoining
rooms in the President’s House, which had been built for the President
of the Unites States, but was given to the University when the national
capital moved to Washington.

In broad outline, Philo of 1813 and of 1964 are spiritually the same.
Traditions have changed slowly, it at all, and Reverend Crusé would
feel perfectly at home during one of today’s meetings.

The Society meets formally in its quarters eight Friday evenings
each semester. The Literary Exercises are the heart of the meeting, and
provide an outlet for members’ original thought. A different person is
appointed President of the Literary Exercises at each meeting to chair
during this part of the evening. The President appoints the Critic of the
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Many purely social activities served to lighten the week. Dubbed

with such names as ‘‘Hobo’s Night”’, members made excursions to
Philadelphia stage productions. Philos also took hikes. With the
arrival of spring, Philomatheans left the books, scripts, and speeches for
a day’s jaunt to such spots as Valley Forge (1915) and Bryn Athyn (1921).

' A winter dance was also a feature of pre-World War II days. Other
purely socializing events included Christmas and graduation parties.
A rather clever scheme to link past with present before the advent of a
Philo Alumni Association was a ‘‘Grandfather’s Night’’ party in the
Fall of 1915.

TRADITIONS

Maintaining the customs of the Society and its distinctive institu-
_tions has not_been an easy task. Each year there are prospective

incurred from the Masque of The American Drama, or any future produc-
tions. Members thereafter, however, were not only participants in a
student organization, but were also the members of a corporation whose
directors and officers were the same as the Cabinet and officers of the
student Society.

As an organization Philo had long proven itself unique. Now it was
to be unique as a corporation as well. For what other corporation would
receive a latter that contained ‘‘gentle swats from the Dean and Vice-
Provost as ® ‘raising hell with our brains’’’? George Keamey’s boldly
descriptive summation of Philomathean activities, ‘‘Join Philo and
raise hell with your brains’ was first used on a 1917 membership
recruiting poster, and was subsequently moderated to mollify Administra-
tion sensibilities.

Membership recruiting took far more forms than bold posters. A
weekly internal publication in October, 1914, stated:

**Philo is now reaping her harvest. Ever since the notable
drought of 1908-10, she had been diligently sowing and tilling.

candidates for membership who are bemused, astounded, or enraged upon
discovering the seeming quaintness of the Society. Many have bristled
with an ill-informed suspicion of what appears to be mumbo-jumbo,
snobbish exclusiveness. Possibly many new members firmly resolve to
themselves that they will either ignore or trample on the unexplicably
sancrosanct traditions of the Society.

For the traditionalist, the initially strange ways of the Society need
no justification. Such an individual soon finds himself at home in a
student organization whose past accomplishments demonstrate its
potentialities. The questioning mind and the creative soul find here a
favorable environment in which to develop.

For the pragmatist, the one hundred-fifty year history of the Society
demonstrates the elements of continuity afforded by the traditional in
Philo as a counterbalance to the essential characteristic and instability

_ of all student societies, that of an ever-changing membership.

Having a corporate status has assisted in providing a structure for
permanence. The Society was incorporated in 1916 as a non-profit
corporation under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.
Members Pearce Gabell, Walter C. Chambers, Albert Elsasser, Edgar M.
Luttgen, and Philip Price were the incorporators. The Charter of the
corporation is still prominently displayed in the present Philomathean
Hall.

The original purpose of incorporation was to protect those members
who had reached their majority from any personal liability for debts

Ubiquitous -placards, - mail . matter,. plays, . banquet,. debates,
two o’clock talks, journalistic squibs and spreads, and the
personal element have all been approaching their logical con-
clusion...we have beheld the gratifying multitude which came...;
verily a throng of ardent suitors. A little comparison...

Smoker Attendance
1911 40
1912 50
1913 60
1914 125

We are now recruiting men to fill our available berths,...
from the finest lot of men....
Therefore, members of Philo, let us bear patiently with our
fffffff moderator and accept meekly his-demands for special meetings,
though they shatter home ties, and even wrench our very
heart-strings.”’

Typical of a good year for Philo was the Fall of 1915, when ninety-
four candidates applied for seventeen vacancies. Until World War II,
applicants spoke before the Society at virtually every meeting.

Integrating new members into the life of the Society has always
been a challenge to the viability of the organization. Exasperated by
what he considered to be a particularly reticent crop of new members,
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outgoing Frank Baxter declared in 1922 that he was worried that the new
members might be turning into ‘‘silent sphinxes.’”” A 1915 meeting was
devoted to an “Intensive Study of Philomatheans” with emphasis on
such skills as criticizing without offense. A 1919 Traditions Committee
report scored the ever-lasting problem of maintaining high levels of

attendance despite the competition of abundant University and city
activities, as well as academic pressures.

Factionalism, a dangerous element in any organization, has gener-

ally been kept under control. Through the years, the Moderators, who
are the officers most responsible for promoting unity, as well as the
members themselves, have been on guard against this influence. The
Society early tok a decisive stand for unity and openmindedness. In
1916, John Frederick Lewis, Jr., won the support of the Society in
adding to the initiation oath a pledge batring racial or religious prejudice
in considering candidates for membership. The Society can rightfully be
proud of this, as Philo was far ahead of most organizations on the
campus and in the nation.

Similarly, the Society opened its doors to all schools of the Uni-

versity - once - they- became —firmly- established.—In~March,~1921;-under-——

graduates in the School of Fine Arts became eligible for membership,
The Society, however, remained closed to women until after World War
IL

Alumni interest in Philo affairs has also fostered stability. Attempts
have always been made to establish contact with the Society’s alumni.
The Society early sought to have all future books by Senior members
added to its library, although it is not evident that this well-intentioned
move was subsequently effected.

In December, 1919, an Alumni Association was formally organized
for the first time. It had its own letterhead stationery and an official
journal called Old Philo. Volume I, Number 1, Spring 1920, of Old Philo
contained the following account of the Association’s origins:

“During the summer of 1919 a number of the younger Alumni of

—————— Philo formed the very good habit of meeting and eating at - more —

or less regular intervals. There were three such meetings during
the hot months, which were in reality '*Glad-to-see-you-back-
from-the-front”’ parties.

The same group, with many additions, met on December 9,
1919, at the Arcadia Cafe, and, between courses, organized the
Alumni Association, elected officers for the current academic
year, approved by-laws, which were later adopted by the under
graduate society as a part of the Philo constitution, arranged
for a meeting on Washington’s Birthday, and adjourned with a

very fullfeeling.

Everybody has heard about the Midwinter Dinner in Philo
Hall on the evening of February 20, 1920, when half a hundred
of the old-timers, representing almost all classes from ‘68, when
the University was down on Ninth Street, down to the last
classes to graduate, climbed all the steps in College Hall and
found the old rooms much as they used to be. Dr. Herbert Adams
Gibbons, 'Ol Philo, told of his experiences in Paris, and
disclosed interesting facts concerning the drawing up of the
Treaty of Versailles and the League of Nations Covenant which
have not before or since been seen in print. His intimate
personal knowledge of the under-currents which directed the
major decisions of the "‘Big Four,” together with his under-
standing of the problems of the Eastern Hemisphere gained
through years of careful study, made his talk authoritative and
and intensely interesting. Joseph Horner Coates, ‘68 Philo,
gave a few minutes to “‘looking backward,”” which sparkled with
personal anecdotes and facts about Philo which were far back

___in the memory of only a few of those present. Among the others
who spoke were E. Spencer Miller, '80; Randolph G. Adams,
'14; Harry B. Mingle, '99; and George F. Kearney, ‘17. Albert
R. Elasser, ‘17, was toastmaster.

We are going to have more meetings like that one.

The Spring Meeting on May 11, 1920, will be in the spirit
of a regular meeting of the undergraduate society. The thought
of a regular meeting of Philo with the old gang there is a
pleasant one, a good antidote for Spring fever. The Philo box
will be in evidence, and signed or unsigned bits of wit or
wisdom, verse or prose, will be read. A regular program of
“*Literary Exercises’’ and a business meeting, with election of
officers for next year, will round out the evening - to say
nothing of refreshments.”’

_______One.of the_first_items of business_for the Alumni to _consider was

the preparation of a memorial to honor the three Philomatheans who had
died in service in World War I, Allen Irving Huckins, Earlston Lilburn
Hargett, and Ermest Frank Hausser. Donated by the Alumni Association,
there still hangs in the meeting room a large bronze plaque containing a
clock under which are inscribed these three names.

In 1921, undergraduate representation on the Philomathean Alumni
Council was approved. The Alumni Association continued as a formal
body through most of the ‘'twenties’’, but eventually became an informal
group which had annual dinners or home gatherings until World War IL
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Although continuity is a concern, innovation has always existed in
Philo. New membership pins were approved in 1920. These blue enamel
and gold lapel pins are currently in use. In the late ‘‘twenties’’, special
dies were struck for a Philomathean gold key to be worn by the members.
Although in use today, the key has been given only to the Moderator
since 1953,

The reading of the Philomathean Review was made an official part

" of the meetings after April, 1921, but the tradition of writing the Review

in rhyme was dropped in 1928. The order of the meetings was also
changed in 1928. The Literary Exercises had formerly preceded the
business meeting. This order was altered so as to maintain attendance
for the sometimes flat tasting details of Society business. Rather than
be bored, however, members have on occasion spiced the proceedings
by launching verbal battles and displaying their great powers of oratory
and parlimentary maneuvering, much to the distress of the Moderator, the
Censores Morum, and even the speaker of the evening.

Also spicing the life of the Society was its competition with the
Zelosophic Society. Much Philomathean energy in the past was directed

_towards_efforts_to_surpass_the_achievements of its_junior, rival under- & 1927, and complained about eraser throwing in February, 1928.

graduate literary society, the Zelosophic Society. From 1873 to 1928,
Philo and Zelo shared the top floor of College Hall. From either end of
the fourth floor, efforts were directed at producing dramatic presenta-
tions, publications, and debating teams that would outshine the rival.

As might be suspected, this rivalry frequently inspired a consider-
able amount of mischief. Insistent pounding on the jointly shared dividing
wall at times brought the meeting of one of the societies to a noisy halt,
as a retributive mission was dispatched. Raiding parties at times found
their way across the roof, along the sill, and through a window in the
adjoining room. Sneaking into Zelo in a less dangerous way, a '‘detec-
tive committee’’ in 1922 discovered two publications, the Philo bowl,
and a member’s book that had all been missing from Philomathean Hall.
The pranks notwithstanding, the tradition of friendly competition between
the two societies was an invigorating influence in the lives of both.

been worried by signs of an *‘imminent decline’’. Perhaps it is because
members have expressed their concern at suspected symptoms of decline
that the Society has for the greater part of its life been a center of
intellectual activity and service for the University.

Shortly after Philo’s Centennial, Moderator Jesse Ormandroyd
compared Philo of his day to the Society of the past. He cited a Librar-
ian’s statement from 1826 that five hundred essays had been submitted
by members for an internal publication, and further stated that by 1828,

Throughout -the Society’s history, Philomatheans have traditionally _ }

every member was contributing—papers:—Let-us-live-up—to—our-possibili-
ties, and further our individual and collective knowledge, he demanded.

Of course, not all Philos saw evidence of regression. In 1920,
Moderator John F. Lewis, Jr. wrote in Old Philo, '*We are far from dead.
Although old Joe Coates said at the banquet that in his day ('68) the
great cry was that Philo was degenerating, and although old (?) birds
of 16 and ‘17 get that off now, we say that we’re giving a lot for our
decendants to degenerate from.”’ He wenton to cite the numerous accom-
plishments of his administration.

Mr. Lewis was correct in his analysis. The period from Philo’s
Centennial through the mid-twenties has been called the ''Golden Age”
of Philo, and was not equalled until the 1950’s. By the late '‘twenties’’,
however, Philo found it difficult to maintain its past efforts. One member
in 1926 found the existence of the Society justified by a Christmas
party, one debate, and one "‘hobo night’’ held the previous semester on
the grounds that these few activities had helped to ‘'solidify our
spirits.” Some members, conscious of '‘something’ missing, called
for ‘‘the great fights of the past without present animosities’’ in March,

At least spirit was not lacking. A peppy football rally was held in
February of 1927. Occasionally ‘'beheadings’’ were attempted on the
floor. These were mock executions with a bronze sword remaining from
the Greek Play of 1886, and they were the conclusion of a mock wial of
the guilty party for a supposed violation of the ‘‘traditions’ of the
Society. In 1927, the neatness of the quarters was unfavorably con-
trasted to Zelo’s rooms; rowdyism was also charged. Houston Hall
forced the Society in March, 1930, to take measures to prevent drinking
in the quarters. A few complaints over relations with the Administration
were heard. Many members found inadequate the description of the
Society in the freshman handbook.

The predominant influence of literary societies in American college
life was rapidly fading. Underscoring this fact is an October, 1913
letter from the Philomathean Literary Society of Ohio State University,

“which ™~ proposed " the ~formation~ of - a~national “organization -of literary

societies. Nothing came of this proposal, and by the end of the following
decade, there existed few potential members for such a national con-
federation. The liberal arts wadition of American college undergraduate
education was becoming subservient to specialized, vocationally oriented
curricula, and remained in this state for nearly three decades. This was
particularly true at Pennsylvania where business, technical andscientific
education were most favored.

The college literary societies developed in the liberal arts tradition.
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The fact that its members came from the schools of business and

_engineering, as well as from the College of Arts & Sciences, made little

difference so long as the concept of a liberal education motivated
academic life.

During the lapse of this concept, the Society would decline sharply
from its active, prominent role. In spite of this, Philo survived as an

innovating force in the life of the University. This has been its most

enduring tradition.

ALAN D. OSLICK

1928-1943

The relatively complacement acceptance of the traditional structure
and position of the Society was rudely shattered in the fall of 1927, An
underspaced University cast its possessive eyes on the fourth floor of
College Hall. With an appeal to the long-standing rooms agreement be-
tween the Society and the University and Philo’s long record of service,

Dr. Josiah Penniman, the Provost and former Moderator, requeétéd Philo-
matheans and Zelosophians to vacate their home. Although a lawyer
alumnus volunteered to fight the move, the Society bowed to the request.
In turn, the University formally recognized the Society’s right to its
traditional quarters and promised to return Philo to its home upon the
completion of additional facilities. The Society was granted the use of
one, and later two, rooms in Houston Hall.

This move was a stfong blow to the Society. Subservient to the
Director of Houston Hall, the Society could not conduct many of the
activities that had made membership such a rewarding experience and had
so enriched University life. Even the regular meetings of the Society had
to be postponed. One initiation had to take place in the Christian As-
sociation Building as a result of the shut-down of Houston Hall on a
special occasion. Meetings held in Houston Hall had to comply with

. _the closing time of 11:30 P.M. This curfew was regularly appealed to

Provost Penniman and Houston Hall Director, Paul Hartenstein, and
the appeal was just as regularly denied.

Records remaining of Philomathean activities during the years
1928-1943 are as bleak as the period itself. The dramatic extravaganzas,
the outstanding debates, and the lecture programs had shriveled to
virtual nonexistence. Membership dropped drastically from the highs of
the immediate post-Centennial years. Nevertheless, despite all that
happened, Philomatheans occasionally held a meeting in which the dis-



- PENN TAU CHAPTER

- ALPHA TAU OMEGA
First Chapter North of The Maxon-Dixon Line

THOMAS F. LANG
Worthy Master

ALFRED K. KETTELL
Worthy Chaplain

JACOB DRESDEN
Worthy Scribe

—EDWARD CRIMMINS— - -
Worthy Keeper of the Exchequer

THE DAILY PENNSYLVANIAN

FOUNDED 1885 BY THE PHILOMATHE AN SOCIETY

Meeting Room — 1956-1964
Right rear wall — Charter of Incorporation
Foreground — Flag having Society's emblem
used in initiation ceremony

PENN'S
LEADING

INDEPENDENT

VOICE

VICTOR M. FILLER
Editor in Chief




