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Another way to look at how these groups valued old versus 
new, or tradition versus innovation, is through the main 
purpose of their works. In John Rodker’s case, he wrote 
poetry to establish contact whilst ‘hanging in the void’ and 
that they were made to shock, demonstrating that he was 
completely focused on innovation as traditional work was 
made to seem beautiful like a work of art but modern work 
is generally made to change, innovate and shock, to create 
change via strong reaction. With the Imagistes (particularly 
Ezra Pound) they wanted to rid poetry of emotion but not 
the actual element of poetry itself thus splitting equally 
the ratio of innovation and tradition, placing them in the 
middle as they intended to use both to create work ‘free 
from emotional slither’.7 Finally, the Italian Futurists wanted 
not just to spark riot through upsetting their audiences 
but also to destroy buildings like museums that celebrated 
the past and ignored the contemporary revolution in 
machinery, as well as those who worked to preserve the 
past like archaeologists, therefore showing that they didn’t 
value tradition and saw it as an enemy to their shocking 
words in freedom style and valued innovation completely 
as it captured exactly what their art and literature was. 
 
In conclusion, it is clear that during the early Twentieth 
Century, the avant garde groups that led this revolution in 
culture not only fought the critics, and sometimes tradition, 
but also each other with their contrasting views on new art 
and literature. This sparked conflict that changed culture, 
as the First World War changed societies and warfare 
globally. These groups have had a lasting effect on poetry 
that we see today with people such as T.S. Eliot lauded as 
one of the 1900s most influential figures regarding change 
within literature particularly. Lastly, despite the other prfound 
changes that took place during the Twentieth Century, I ask 
you to consider how much art, literature, and how we view the 
two, have been shaped and influenced by this collection of 
groups and figures. While extreme in some of their beliefs and 
dramatic in their methods of attempting to create change, 
the Futurists can be seen as laying some of the foundations 
of the art and literature that we see today, over a century 
after they created their first groundbreaking works. 
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Throughout this course, a range of texts which both support 
and contradict this statement have been explored. The 
ones being considered in this particular essay will be 
Christine de Pizan’s ‘The City of Ladies’ and two versions 
of ‘Lanval’. In the latter instance, both Marie de France’s 
and Thomas Chestre’s will be considered. In reference to 
the work of medieval women, it could be argued that men 
should write about men and women should write about 
women. This is due to the misogynistic views that society 
possessed in the medieval era. Men would often slander 
women through their writing to display them as inferior 
members of society, which would make it unfair as people 
would only see men’s side of things. 

In Christine de Pizan’s “The City of Ladies” , she creates the 
character of Lady Reason who is a strong-minded woman 
of rational thoughts. On the other hand, the character of 
Christine juxtaposes with that of Lady Reason because she 
is highly influenced by the documentations she reads. She 
is a symbol for women at that time, who have only been 
exposed to male views and because of this women find 
it hard to differ between the truth and lies made by men. 
Christine de Pizan emphasises to her readers the volume of 
texts which are tainted, “many books of different kinds”. As 
we learn later in the extract, all of the books she has read 
are, it seems, primarily written to “slander” women. Therefore, 
the fact she owns books of such variety demonstrates 
how misogynistic views were widely shared and presented 
by writers who all “speak with one voice”, specifically of 
male gender. This demonstrates how all writers have the 
same view on women. None of the accusations or ideas 
about women has ever been proven wrong, because all 
writers are men and no females felt able to challenge their 
views. However, it is said that philosophers are “constantly 
correcting each other’s opinion” meaning that just because 
they all share opinions and add on to each other’s ideas of 
how awful women are, doesn’t mean it’s right. Describing 
the philosopher’s opinions as a mistake, implies that it is 
a mistake for men to speak badly of women and portray 
them in a bad light and it is something that needs to be 
corrected. Therefore, Christine says that writers write “such 
awful, damning things about women and their ways”. 
Talking about writers collectively, really emphasises how 
it is not just in one book written by a man that slanders 
women, but the majority. This shows the scale and severity 
of the issue at hand and how important it is for women to 
do something about it now before the issues escalate.

The book of ’The City of Ladies’ mainly explores the idea 
that a person should make judgments and decisions 
based purely on personal knowledge and experience. Lady 
Reason attempts to help Christine come to her senses “out 
of pity”, which could suggest that, as a reassured woman, 
she is tired of seeing young vulnerable and naive women 
suppressed by the patriarchal views of male writers. Texts 
written by men are described as “a pack of outrageous lies” 
and it is Christine’s naivety which has led to her taking “what 
they come out with as the truth” means that Christine has 
not yet experienced fully the harsh remarks made about 
women and she is inexperienced in interacting with others. 
Due to this she has become completely dependent on what 
she reads in books, meaning she has only had the views 
of misogynistic philosophers on which to base judgments. 
Christine is not using her personal interactions with other 
women as evidence to prove that the men writing are lies. 
She tells Christine that the “misconceptions” have “clouded” 
her mind. Which suggests that through writing, male figures 
in society are almost brainwashing young people to think 
as they do, and training the younger generation to fit into 
their society by carry on the tradition of slandering women. 
Christine de Pizan shows that in order for people to be 
exposed to an accurate representation of women, women 
need to stand up and rebel against the male writers who 
are falsely portraying them. Men will never write honestly 
about women because they do not want them to seem 
superior to men.  No male writers will go against these 
misogynistic views because they all share the same views 
and wish to maintain their superior status.

Furthermore, Thomas Chestre’s version of ‘Lanval’ portrays 
the male character in the story to be heroic and strong in a 
stereotypical masculine way. Contrary to Marie de France’s 
version of Sir Lanval, the king is said to have “came home 
happy from hunting” in order to show he’s a dominating 
male figure. This also emphasises how later on in the extract 
Guinevere, who’s is also being portrayed stereotypically 
through misogynistic views, is making their marriage a 
misery. The fact that the king came home “happy” after 
hunting but was left “furious” after interacting with his wife 
supports the idea that it is women who make men’s life a 
misery in marriage. However as said in “The Book of The City 
of Ladies”,  “what husband ever gave his wife the power over 
him to utter insults”. In medieval times women were simply 
not powerful enough to make their husband’s life such a 
hardship. They were seen as second class citizens, and this 

is the way men liked it. In order for society to remain this 
way,  men write badly about women in order to suppress 
them further and to ensure that men are in power.  Chestre’s 
version is very much in favour of the male characters. In this 
version, the women are presented as an evil annoyance. 
Tryamour “blew such a breath that she never saw again”, 
showing that women are not just evil and deceiving 
towards men but towards women too. Therefore presenting 
the idea that women are the inferior members of society 
because if they can’t be nice and honest to each other, 
they surely cannot be nice to men and shouldn’t be trusted. 
Mary de France’s story of Lanval juxtaposes greatly with 
Chestre’s because it doesn’t portray women in the same 
way. Although Marie makes it apparent that Guinevere is 
not completely innocent, she doesn’t slander women as a 
whole, nor does she slander men. The characters in Mary’s 
version are more honestly portrayed.  This would have 
showed society at the time that women should be allowed 
to write in order to portray  a more honest representation of 
reality. Contrast this with reading a piece written purely to 
make a specific gender seem more superior to the opposite 
sex. However, both pieces explore the idea that men in 
particular, address minor, trivial issues within society that 
do not really matter and will not better society or life as a 
whole, but instead reinforce men’s superior role. 

In conclusion, it is apparent from the evidence that has 
been presented, that men should write about men as they 
have experience in their lifestyle, their gender and their role 
as men in society. However, it is also apparent that women 
are able to write about men as they are more likely to give 
honest accounts of them. Women seem to just to want to 
share things from a female’s point of view as they only wish 
to portray them honestly, as opposed to having a hidden 
agenda that insults or belittles men in society. However 
we cannot be completely sure of this. On the other hand, 
men of the time had lives they enjoyed.  They did not want 
women to become educated enough to challenge their 
views, or encourage other women to oppose the norm they 
had created. Were women able to write as they wished, 
men felt they would try to challenge male misogynistic 
views and allow other to see they had been educated on 
lies. Therefore, as shown by Lady Reason, men thought 
they should ensure members of society only read male-
dominant views.  It is for this fact that men should not write 
about women. Only women should write about the female 
gender as they have personally experienced what it is like 
to be a woman in a patriarchal medieval society. In an ideal 
world men and women would be able to write freely about 
each other without having to worry that they are being 
slandered by the opposite gender. They should also be 
able to know that what they are reading is a true, accurate 
representation of that gender’s experience.  At this point in 
time, however, this is sadly not the case.
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