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A convention opposed to equal suffrage
was elected, and framed a constitution
excluding women. A friend of the
present writer talked with many of the
members while the convention was in
session. He says that almost every
lawyer in that body acknowledged, in|
private conversation, that the decision
by which women had been disfranchised
was illegal.

Roosevelt a Suffragist. |
I believe in women’s rights as much

as in men’s, and, indeed, a little more.
The mother must be more than a head
nurse and housekeeper. She must have
an interest in outside things to keep up
her self respect; and if she loses that
self respect, she loses that of her chil-
dren. No family can become all it
ought to be if the mother does not keep
in touch sufficiently with outside inter- |
ests, and with what is going on in the
world, to be an intellectual stimulus to
her children. * * * I have noticed |
in women’s colleges the fine type—culti-
vation of the body not neglected in
cultivation of the brain, and both not
developed at the expense of character.
—Theodore Roosevelt.

Abraham Lincoln.

I go for all sharing the privileges of
government who assist in bearing its
burdens, by no means excluding
women. —Abraham Lincoln.

Charles Kingsley.

One principal cause of the failure of
so many magnificent schemes, social,
political, religious, which have followed
each other age after age, has been this:
that in almost every case they have ig-
nored the rights and powers of one-
half the human race, viz., women. I
believe that politics will not go right,
that society will not go right, that re-
ligion will not go right, that nothing
human will ever go right, except in so
far as woman goes right; and to make
woman go right she must be put in her
place and she must have her rights. —
Charles Kingsley.

Harriet Beecher Stowe.

If the principle on which we founded
our government is true, that taxation
must not be without representation, and
if women hold property and are taxed,
it follows that women should be repre-
sented in the state by their votes. I
think the state can mno more afford to
dispense with the votes of women in
its affairs than the family.—Harriet
Beecher Stowe.

Benjamin F. Wade.

Every argument that can be ad-
duced to prove that males should have
the right to vote, applies with equal
force to prove that females should pos-
sess the same right.—Benjamin F.
Wade
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EQUAL SUFFRAGE LEAFLET

The Case of Washington

BY ALICE STONE BLACKWELL.

Women voted in Washington for the |greater quiet and order produced by

first time in 1884, and were disfranchised
by the Supreme Court in 1887.

Equal suffrage was granted to women
by the Legislature of Washington Terri-
tory in October, 1883. The women at
once began to distinguish themselves
there, as they have done in Wyoming

|

their presence at the polls.

Next came the general election of No-
vember, 1884. Again the newspapers
were practically unanimous as to the
result. The Olympia Transeript, which
was opposed to equal suffrage, said:

The result shows that all parties must

and elsewhere, by voting for the best | putup good men if they expect to elect

man, irrespective of party. The oldfiles
of the Washington newspapers bear
ample evidence to this fact.

The first chance that women had to
vote was at the municipal elections of
July, 1884.

The Seattle Mirror said:

The city election of last Monday was
for more reasons than one the most im-
portant ever held in Seattle. The
presence of women at the voting: places
had the effect of preventing the dis-
graceful proceedings usually seen. It
was the first election in_the city where
women could vote, and the first where
the gambling and liquor {fraternity,
which had so long controlled the mu-
nicipal government to an enormous ex-
tent, suffered defeat.

The Post Intelligencer said:

After the experience of the late elect-
ion it will not do for any one here tosay
the women do not want to vote. They
displayed as much interest as the men,
and, if anything, more. . . . The
result insures Seattle a first class mu-
nicipal administration. It is a warning
to that undesirable class of the commun-
ity who subsist upon the weaknesses
and vices of society that disregard of
law and the decencies of civilization will
not be tolerated. T

Quotations might be multiplied from
the papers of other towns, testifying to
the independent voting of the women,
the large size of their vote, the rourtesy
with which they were treated, and the

them. They cannot do as they have in
the past—nominate any candidates, and
ele(}:'t them by the force of the party
lash. :

The Democratic State Journal said:

Anyone could not fail tosee thathere-
after more attention must be given at
the primaries to select the purest of
material, by both parties, if they would
gain the female vote.

Charles J. Woodbury visited Washing-
ton about this time. In a letter to the
N. Y. Evening Post, he said:

Whatever may be the vicissitudes
of woman suffrage in Washington Terri-
tory in the future, it should now be put
on record that at the election, Nov. 4,
1884, nine tenths of its adult female
population availed themselves of the
right to vote with a hearty enthusiasm.
What is-the-zesult so far?

He goes on to say that he arrived in
Seattle on Sunday, and was surprised at
the quiet and order he found prevailing,
and at the general Sunday closing of the
places of business:

Even the bars of the hotels were
closed; and this was the worst town in
the Territory (except Ainsworth) when
I first saw it. Now its uproarous
theatres, dancing houses, squaw-broth-
els, and Sunday fights are a thing of the
past. Not a gambling house exists.

Women served on the jury, and meted
out the full penalty of the law to gamb-
lers and keepers of disorderly houses.
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The Chief Justice of the Territory at
that time was Hon. Roger S. Greene, a
cousin of United States Senator Hoar,
a man of high character and integrity,

and a magistrate celebrated throughout

the Northwest for his resolute and
courageous resistance to lynch law. In
his charge to the grand jury at Port
Townsend, August, 1884, Chief Justice
Greene said:

The opponents of woman suffrage in
this Territory are found allied with a
solid phalanx of gamblers, prostitutes,
pimps and drunkard-makers—a phalanx
composed of all in each of those classes
who know the interest of the class and
vote according to it.

In his charge to another grand jury
later, Chief Justice Greene said:

Twelve terms of court, ladies and
gentlemen, I have now held in which
women have served as grdnd and petit
jurors, and it is certainly a fact beyond

dispute that no other twelve terms so |
salutary for restraint of crime have‘

ever been held in this Tertitory. For
fifteen years I have been trying to do
what a judge ought, but have never till
the last six months felt underneath and |
around me, in the degree that every
judge has a right to fe 1 it, the upbuoy-
ing might of the people in the Fme of
]the full and resolute enforcement of tha
aw.

Gamblers and other bad characters,

finding Washington too hot for them,
crossed the border into British Colum-
bia insuch numbers as caused prominent
men there to declare that British Co-
lumbia would have to adopt woman |
suffrage too, in self defense. Hon. John
D. Robson, in introducing a woman suf-
frage bill in the Parliament of British
Columbia, said: ‘“The women of Wash-
ington are voting all the gamblers and
blacklegs out of the Territory, and they
are coming over here.””

Naturally the vicious element disliked |

;who was a hard drinker. The Republi-
| can women would not vote for him, and
| hewas defeated. Next they nominated
a man who had for years been openly
living with an Indian woman and had a
family of half breed children. Again
the Republican women refused to vote
for him, and he was defeated. This
brought the enmity of the Republican
“‘machine’”’ upon woman suffrage. The
Democratic women showed equal inde-
pendence, and incurred the hostility of
the Democratic machine.

Not long after, a change of adminis-
tration at Washington led to a change
in the Territorial Supreme Court. The
newly appointed Chief Justice and a
majority of the new Judges of the
Supreme Court were opposed to equal
suffrage, and were amenable, it is said,
to the strong pressure brought to bear
upon them by all the vicious elements
to secure its repeal. A gambler who
| had been convicted by a jury composed
: in part of women contested the sentence
| on the ground that women were not
legal voters, and the Supreme Court
decided that the woman suffrage bill
was unconstitutional, because it had
been headed ‘‘An Act to Amend Section
So and So, Article So and So of the
Code,’’ instead of ‘“‘An Act to Enfran-
chise Women.”” The Organic Act of
the Territory, which stood to it in the
place of a constitution, provided that
| every bill must be fully described in its
title. Nineteen other bills passed by
the same Legislature had been headed
in the same way as the suffrage bill,
without being therefore declared uncon-
stitutional, including the bill that auth-
orized the sitting of the court which
pronounced this decision. But no ac-
count was taken of that fact. The

|

“‘the full and resolute enforcement of | Object was to' get rid of woman suf-
law.’”” The baser sort of polmc,ans‘frage and the vicious elements rejoiced
also disliked the independent voting of | greatly.

the women. The Republicans had a
normal majority in the Territory. But|

‘ But this decision was rendered a good
while after the members of the next

they nominated for a high office a man | biennial Legislature had been elected
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by men and women together; and it did
not invalidate the election, because,
according to law, no member’s election
could be contested after a certain time
had elapsed. When the Legislature
met, in 1888, it re-enacted the suffrage
bill, giving it a full heading, and
strengthening it in every way possible.

Washington was about to be admitted
as a state, and was preparing to hold a
constitutional convention to frame a
state constitution. There was no doubt
that the majority of the women wanted
tovote. Chief Justice Greene estimated
that five-sixths of them had voted at
the last election before they were de-
prived of the right. Two successive
Legislatures elected by men and women
jointly had re-enacted woman suffrage
(for its continuance had been made a
test question in the choice of the first
Legislature for which the women voted,
and that Legislature had been careful
to insert the words ‘‘he or she’’ in all
bills relating to the election laws.) It
was admitted on all hands that if the
women were allowed to vote for mem-
bers of the constitutional convention, it
would be impossible to elect a conven-
tion that would wipe out woman suf-
frage.

It was therefore imperative to de-
prive the women of their votes before
the members of the convention were
chosen. A scheme was arranged for
the purpose. On the ground that
she was a woman, the election
officers at a local election refused
the vote of Mrs. Nevada Boomer,
who was opposed to suffrage. They
accepted the votes of all the other
women. Shemade a test case by bring-
ing suit against them. In the ordinary
course of things, the case would not
have come up till after the election of
the constitutional convention. But cases
for the restoration of personal rights
may be advanced on the docket, and
Mrs. Boomer’s ostensible object was the
restoration of her personal rights,

though her real object was to deprive
all women of theirs. Her case was put
forward on the docket and hurried to a
decision.

The Supreme Court this time pro-
nounced the woman suffrage law uncon-
stitutional on the ground that it was
beyond the power of a Territorial Legis-
lature to enfranchise women. The Or-
ganic Act of the Territory said that at
the first Territorial election persons
with certain qualifications should vote,
and at subsequent elections such persons
as the Territorial Legislature might
enfranchise. But the court took the
ground that in giving the Legislature
the right to regulate suffrage, Congress
did not at the time have it specifically
in mind that they might enfranchise
women, and that therefore they could
not do so. The suffragists wanted to
have the case appealed to the Supreme
Court of the United States. If that
court has sustained the decision of the
Washington Supreme Court, it would
have been a ‘‘ten-strike’” for the oppo-
nents of equal rights, since it would
have wiped out woman snffrage not only
in Washington, but in Wyoming, and in
all the Territories that had granted full
or partial suffrage towomen. But Mrs.
Boomer refused to let the case be ap-
pealed; her friends knew perfectly well
that legally the decision had not a leg
to stand on; and none of the women
who favored suffrage could make a
genuine test case and take it up to the
United States Supreme Court, because
none of them had had their votes re-
fused. It was an adroitly combined
conspiracy to keep the women from be-
ing allowed to vote as to whether they
should retain the suffrage.

The women themselves being pre-
vented from voting, their friends were
not able to overcome the combined
““machines’” of both political parties,
and the intense opposition of all the
vicious and disorderly elements, at that
time pretty large on the Pacific Coast.
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also vote it will destroy the family organ-
ization? If so, I would ask the senator
how it happens that the family is an insti-
tution coeval with the commencement of
society, and that probably, taking the hu-
man race together “rom the beginning
down, not one man in five hundred has
ever exercised the right of suffrage, and
not one in five thousand for that matter?

MR. REAGAN.—I am well aware, and I
say it with no disrespect to the senator
from New Hampshire, that he has great
respect for short-haired women and long-
haired men. [ cannot say thatI have that
respect for them at all. I nm'tryiugA to
argue the question upon philosophical
grounds.

MR. SANDERS, of Montana.—I should
like to ask the senator from Texas a ques-
tion. Ought not the law to be the expres-
sion of the intellectual and moral sense of
the people? Question number one.

Question numbertwo: Is the statement
that *‘governments derive their just powers
from the consent of the governed” true or
false?

MR. REAGAN.—Mr. President, if I were
to answer the abstract questions presented
by the senator from Montana as abstractly
as they are asked, the Senate would not be
much wiser or much better satisfied than
it is now.

Senators Morgan, of Alabama, Gray, of
Delaware, and others spoke against the
bill; Senators Platt, of Connecticut,
Spooner, of Wisconsin, and others in its
favor. Senator Platt summed up the situa-
tion as follows:

‘Woman suffrage has existed in Wyoming
for twenty years. Ithas not been repealed,
and has proved satisfactory to the people
of that Territory, so much so that they
have incorporated it in their constitution.
If the constitution had been silent upon
the subject, there is no reason to suppose
that it would not, at the very next session
of the Legislature, continue it as one of the
institutions of the State after it should
have been admitted.

After a prolonged debate, the U. S. Sen-
ate voted, 22 to 18, fo admit Wyoming,
with the equal rights clause in its consti-
tution.

On July 10, the President signed the bill,
and Wyoming became a State—the first
State in the Uniou to carry out to its logical
conclusions the Republican prineiple that
“‘taxation without representation is tyran-

ny,” and that ‘“‘governments derive their
just powers from the consent of the gov-
erned.”

In Wyoming, the news was received with
great rejoicings. On July 23, the celebra-
tion of statehood took place, with impos-
ing ceremonies and unbounded enthu-
siasm. A fine address was made by Mrs.
Therese A. Jenkins. At the capitol, in the
presence of six thousand people, Mrs.
Esther Morris, on behalf of the women of
Wyoming, presented to Gov. Warren a
magnificent State flag, ‘‘in grateful re-
cognition of the high privilege of citizen-
ship that has been conferred upon us.”

Gov. Warren, receiving the flag, said, in
an eloquent address :

“Wyoming, in her progress, has not for-
gotten the hands and hearts that have
helped advance her to her high position;
and in the adoption of her constitution,
equal suffrage is entrenched so securely
that, it is believed, it will stand forever.
Women of Wyoming, you have builded
well in your past efforts and conduct ; and
the men of Wyoming extend heartiest
greetings to you at this time. They ask
you to join them in the future, asin the
past, in securing good government for our
commonwealth.”

Judge Melville C. Brown, who had pre-
sided over the convention that framed the
constitution of the new State, presented a
copy of it to Mrs. Amelia B. Post, vice-
president for Wyoming of the National-
American Woman Suffrage Association,
and closed an able speech with the words:

““Far out across the Great American Des-
ert, and beneath the shade of the grand
old Rockies, there springs into existencea
new State, and the watchwords of its peo-
ple are ‘Justice, Equality.’ Here it was
ordained by the people of Wyoming that
each citizen of the State should enjoy the
same rights guaranteed to every other citi-
zen, whether high or low, black or white,
male or female.

“With these new privileges come new
duties and responsibilities. ‘Act well
your part, there all the honor lies.” Your
past furnishes the highest guarantee for
the future. If you live up to the full
measure of your high privileges, you will
not only bring happiness to the new State,
but joy to the hearts ‘of the noble women
of other States who are struggling for the
repeal of unequal and unjust laws.”
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Full suffrage was extended to the women
of Wyoming by the Legislature of that
Territory in 1869. The results proved so
satisfactory that the law was continued
upon the statute book for twenty years.

In 1889, the constitutional convention
elected to frame a constitution for the new
State of Wyoming embodied 2 woman suf-
frage clause in the constitution by a five-
sixths vote. The constitution containing
this woman suffrage clause was submitted
to the people (the people in this case mean-
ing both men and women), and was ratified
by a very large majority on the popular
vote.

On March 26, 1890, the bill for the ad-
mission of Wyoming was read in the U. S.
House of Representatives. Representa-
tive BAKER, of New York, advocated the
vassage of the bill. He said:

‘Wyoming will, if admitted under the
pending bill, be the forty-third State to
come into the Union, and the thirtieth to
enter since the original federation. With-
in her own borders, both the great political
parties and all interests, public and private,
seem to haveunited in the memorial which
has been presented to Congress. Wyo-
ming is here asking for her constitutional
right of admission to the Union, and for
representation upon this floor on an equal-
ity with her sister States.

The suffrage article (of her constitution)
provides that “the rights of citizens of the
State of Wyoming to vote-and hold office
shall not be denied orabridged on account
of sex,” and that ‘“‘both male and female
citizens of this State shall equally enjoy
all civil, political, and religious rights and
privileges.”

These constitutional provisions are
novel, and yet not new. As a Territory,
woman suffrage has obtained and existed
for twenty years in their government.
The people of the new State, men, women,
and children, all, irrespective of political
affiliations or religious prejudices, so far
as we are informed, want the same princi-
ple ingrafted into fundamental law. I
honor them for it. He may not be a *‘bold,
bad man” who will deny them statehood
or argue against their capacity for self-
government because they want to continue
in statehood the principles under which,
as a Territory, they have prospered, but
he does assume to battle against a senti-
ment which steadily through four decades
or more has grown in our land until it has
become a mighty power. Will any man
dare to stand up here before the people of

lions or more of our equals, and assert
that a constitution containing such a prin-
ciple is unrepublican in form? If yea, let
him so declare, and then go hence and be
no more forever, but politically of doubt-
ful sanity.

Representative WASHINGTON, of Ten-
nessee, opposed the admission of Wyo-
ming with a clause in its constitution
granting equal rights to women, and pre-
dicted, as a blood-curdling possibility, that
some day a lady in a poke-bonnet might
occupy a seat in Congress,

Representative KERR, of Iowa, said :

Mr. Speaker, tne pestargument the gen-
tleman from Tennessee has been able to
produce against the suffrage feature of the
Wyoming itution is his app i
that some lady might occupy a seat on this
floor dressed in a particular fashion. It
seems to me that a case must be devoid of
argument when this point is the only rea-
son assigned against such a proposition.
Who shall prescribe who shall be voters in
Wyoming if not the citizens themselves?
That they have admitted the women to
vote is to me a guaranty that a very greatly
needed element to secure purity, human-
ity, and justice in government, a3 well as
true republicanism, has been introduced
and secured in the fundamental law.

Representative KELLEY, of Kansas, said :

From the remarks of the gentleman from
Tennessee, who recently occupied the floor
on that side of the House, he seems over-
awed with astonishment and even horror
at the idea that some day—n. far-distant
day, perhaps—a lady or two or three might
occupy seats upon this floor as members
of this House, having the same rights as
other members.” Now, Mr. Speaker, I see
ladies almost every day in this House.
Ladies are in the galleries. And I some-
times notice that gentlemen on the other
side cast sly glances in that direction ; and
while I don’t see any of them with poke-
bonnets on,—that bonnet which seems so
much to disturb the gentleman from Ten-
nessee,—I have observed gentlemen from
both sides of this House on several occa-
sions ‘‘poking” out of the side door, soon
to appear smiling in the gallery, seated be-
tween two ladies. I wish to assure my
Democratic friends that ladies are no more
dangerous on the floor of this House than
they are in the galleries.

Again, Mr. Speaker, in illustrating the
evil results that may follow from the ad-
mission of women on this floor as mem-
bers, he seems to have lost sight entirely
of the fact that the greatest nation on the

A fhis country, talking as we do to sixty mil-

face of the earth, save and except the
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United States, is presided over by a wom-
an, and has been for the last fifty years.

In the State of Kansas this is no new
question, and I am free to say that I have
been astounded at some of the remarks
made here to-day in reference to this mat-
ter. Women are occupying to-day and
have for years occupied public offices, and
have been eligible to office in that State.
Many of them are county officers to-day,
county court clerks, registers of deeds,
county superintendents of public instruc-
tion; and they make the best officers we
have.

MR. PIocKLER.—Has it unsexed them?

Mgr. KeLLEY.—No, sir. It does not
hurt their looks; if such a thing were pos-
sible, I think it makes them better looking.
The assistant attorney-general of the State
of Kansas to-day is a woman, and she has
entire control of the legal department of
the State of Kansas, because the attorney-
general of the State of Kansas, who, if
present, would have that control, is absent
from the State, and has been for some
time; and in his absence the assistant at-
torney -general takes charge. Nobody
ever complained that she, as a lawyer,
did not conduct the legal part of that
State properly. And I haveno doubt that,
if this proposition should become more
popular, and should extend from some of
those progressive States of the West and
Northwest even as far as the State of
Tennessee, and if it should become neces-
sary for the women of that State to vote
in making a selection of Representatives
in Congress, they would be just as wise in
their selection as were the women in
Wyoming, and I have no doubt that the
State of T would be rep
upon this floor by gentlemen or ladies just
as fit to represent it as the State of Wyom-
ing will be when she is represented by our
worthy friend, Judge Carey.

Mr. Speaker, I am reminded that just
opposite me are three or four good-looking
gentlemen from Georgia; and if the State
of Georgia should ever determine to send
two or three good-looking women here to
occupy those seats, sitting as I do right
opposite to them, I should not be at all
frightened. [Laughter.] I should be
perfectly willing to stand it, and I have no
doubt the Speaker could stand it, and I
have no doubt the gentlemen themselves
could stand it.

Mg. CLEMENTS. — The question is
whether the ladies could stand it.

Mr. KELLEY.—Well, there is no law in
Georgia, I hope, which would compel
people, men or women, to come to Con-
gress unless they desired to. We do not
have any such laws in Kansas, at any
rate.

Representative MOREY, of Ohio, said :

Our friends on the other side seem to
get into a panic when anything is said
about the enlargement of the right of
suffrage. And one distinguished member,
my friend from Tennessee, seems to be
stampeded by the idea that some Repre-
sentative from the State of Wyoming may
take a seat beside him clothed in a poke
bonnet. [Laughter.] That is the kind
of argument advanced in support of the

pr it of the D
of this committee.

A fear is expressed that women, if
permitted to vote, will seek the enact-
ment of laws “‘in their own interest and
against that of man.” It is assumed that
the exercise of the right of suffrage by
woman will change the relations of the
sexes. Therenever was a greater mistake.
The race is homogeneous, and will never
be divided in its aims and desires. It is
assumed that woman desires the ballot to
legislate for woman. This, too, is a
grievous mistake. She desires the ballot
that she may legislate for the race, for
her sons and her daughters, for her hus-
band and herself.

A simple answer to the question of the
minority, “Why has the male sex alone
made the laws?” is that the female sex
has forever been denied the right to help
make the laws by which they are gov-
erned.

To attribute this to their lack of physi-
cal courage is neither just nor manly. I
have read in the Congressional Record the
autobiography of my friend from Illinois
[Mr. Springer], and from that I learn that,
while the great war for the Union was
testing the patriotism and valor of the
American people, my friend was taking
lessons in statesmanship at home. What
were the women of the country doing
then? Anna Ella Carroll, moved by the
loftiest patriotism, her genius quickened
by her love of country, was the friend and
counsellor of the great Lincoln, and lighted
his way in the gloom of that awful period.
Who has not read of Dorothea Dix and
the army of noble nurses; of Elizabeth
Blackwell and the Sanitary Commission?
‘Who has not read of Clara Barton, whose
chosen work was on the field of battle,
caring for the wounded, burying the dead ?
For four years she endured the rigors and
was exposed to-the dangers of soldier life.
Shrinking from no danger, she stood side
by side with the surgeons on the field of
battle, exposed to shot and shell, her
clothing pierced by balls and torn by shot.
There was Mother Bickerdyke, who was a
strong woman in her prime during the
dark hour of the nation. She gave her
entire time for four years to the service
of the country, laboring in hospitals, go-
ing out on the battlefield after the contest
was over, and viewing those scenes of
carnage that make the heart grow sick,
lifting wounded soldiers in her brave arms
to bear them to places of safety, at the
risk of -her life. And there were thou-
sands of other brave and loyal women
who, in camp and hospital, at home and
at the front, and even on the field of bat-
tle, did anoble and heroic part in the pros-
ecution of the great war for union and
free government. By what right does my
friend Mr. Springer, who prepared this
minority report, challenge the right of
the women of the country to enjoy the
highest and dearest right that can be ex-
ercised under the government which they
did and sacrificed so much to save?

HoN. JoserH M. CAREY, the delegate
from Wyoming, said:
I do not believe that, under any condi-

ic minority
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tions, the people of Wyoming, not even if
granted half a hundred of constitutional
conventions, could obtain a better result
for themselves than the constitution with
which they ask to be incorporated into
the Union.

The people selected from their best men
to make it. These were selected without
much regard to their party affiliations.
They had the best guide to govern them,
the experience of the people for a period

is antagonistic to the spirit, to the institu-
tions of the people of the United States.

SENATOR PLATT, of Connecticut, said :

It is a question which these men and
these women in Wyoming have a right to
determine for themselves. Why should
we, the Congress of the United States,
stand here and say to that Territory,
where the women have enjoyed the right
of voting for twenty years, and no one
arises to gainsay it or to say they have

of twenty years. A young people, with-
out the prejudice of old ities to
influence them, they incorporated in the
constitution the results of the best thought
of those who, in this progressive age, have
made constitutional law life’s study.

The provision most to be commended is
that clause that makes no discrimination
on account, of sex, so far as political rights
are concerned. The people of Wyoming,
after a practice and experience during
their entire territorial life, hesitated not
one moment on this subject. They were
substantially of one mind. The manner
in which woman has exercised her right
of elective franchise has left few men in-
deed who would deprive her of the privi-
lege, if it were in their power to do so.

All criticisms of this constitution by the
press and people have been in words of
commendation.

The Senate Committee on Territories
says of the constitution:

“Your committee find much to praise and
nothing to condemn in the constitution which
has been adopted, and believe that the highest
and best interests of its people, as well as the
strength and glory of the Republic, will be sub-
served by its immediate admission as a State.”

Woman suffrage is not a new question.
It is not repugnant to the Constitution of
the United States. It is not unrepublican.

In New Jersey, under the Articles of
Confederation, women had the right of
suffrage. In England, woman votes in

i 1 matters; in d and Wales
and in the Isle of Wight; and in Ontario,
on the northern portion of our boundary,
a province which is as large as the States
of New York and Michigan combined, she
votes for everything except member of
Parliament. In British Columbia she
votes in all matters except for members
of Parliament. A law has been passed in
Australia_giving her suffrage; the same
also in New Zealand. Suffrage, in some
of these instances, is limited to unmarried
women. But it is not new, even in our
own country. Women exercise the right to
vote in Kansas in municipal affairs, and
women to-day have the right in seven-
teen States to vote on school matters.

An amendment to strike the woman suf-
frage clause out of the constitution of
‘Wyoming was then voted down, and the
bill admitting Wyoming as a State passed
the U. S. House of Representatives by a
vote of 132 to 119.

The bill for the admission of Wyoming
came up in the U. S. Senate, June 25th.

SENATOR VEST, of Missouri, said:

I shall never vote to admit into the

Union any State that adopts woman suf-
frage. In my judgment, woman suffrage

not that right wisely, why
should we stand here and say, ‘“Keep out
of the Union. We will let no community,
no Territory, in here that does not deprive
its women of the right which they have
for twenty years enjoyed while in a terri-
torial condition’ ?

SENATOR JONES, of Arkansas, opposed
the passage of the bill, and asserted that
the constitution of Wyoming had been
adopted too hastily.

SENATOR STEWART, of Nevada, said:

If it was postponed any length of time,
we should have a constitution presented in
the same form. So far as the constitution
is concerned, it is republican in form and
a good constitution, and it cannot be suc-
cesstully criticised.

SENATOR REAGAN, of Texas, said:

Mr. President, sentimentalism may do
for some things, but in the practical affairs
of this world, as the Almighty has made
it and as mankind has respected it until
the wisdom of these latter years, it has
been found that the happiness of all, the
welfare of all, was best consulted and best
promoted by the women working in their
sphere and the men working in their
sphere.

SENATOR BLAIR, of New Hampshire,
said:

May I ask the Senator a question?

MR. REAGAN.—Certainly.

MR. BLAIR.—How long is it since men
began to vote in this world generally, and
how long have they been voting in this
country—the English-speaking race, or
the human race—and how much voting
have the most of men done, notwithstand-
ing what God intended them for, accord-
ing to the Senator?

MR. REAGAN.—I have read some ancient
history, Mr. President, perhaps not as
much as the Senator from New Hamp-
shire, and I have read how men voted in a
sort of way away back in the time of
Greece and Rome. There are some places
in the world where, perhaps, they do not
vote yet, or vote but little, as in monarch-

ies.

But that, I submit to the Senator from
New Hampshire, does not meet the ques-
tion which I am presenting, that the good
of society, the happiness of the family,
the welfare of the couutry, depend upon
the preservation of the family organiza-
tion.

MgR. BLATR.—Does the senator hold that
the privilege of voting or the exercise of
that privilege by men or by women has
much to do with the family organization?
Does he think that if men vote and women
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i 1 Suffrage s not a right of anybody.

To say so is to deny the principles of the
Declaration of Independence and the Bill
of Rights. “‘Governments derive their just
powers from consent of the governed”—wo-
men aregoverned.  ““Taxation without rep-
resentation is tyranny’’—women are taxed.
“‘Poiitical power inheres in the people”’—wo-
men are people. To deny these principles
i8 t0 justify despotism. ““The men who re-
fuse the ballot to women can show no title
to their own.”

2. Nobody asks for Woman Suffrage.

Over 21.000 citizens of Massachusetts
have petitioned for it within six months,
More than 50,000 others have petitioned for
it in previous years. Not a dollar has ever
been spent in circulating these petitions.
Repeated efforts have been made and money
spent to circulate petitions against Wo-
man Suffrage, and they have fewer signers.

3. What eminent men have favored Wo-
man Suffrage?

Among others, Abraham Lincoln, Chief
Justice Chase, William Lloyd Garrison,
Wendell Phillips, Samuel G. Howe, John
G. Whattier, Ralph Waldo Emerson,
Charles Sumner, Henry Wilson, President
Hayes, Governors Banks, Boutwell, Claflin,
Washburn, Talbot, and Long, Senators Geo.
F. Hoar and Henry L. Dawes, John M.
Forbes, Robert Collyer, Bishops Haven,
Bowman and Simpson, Neal Dow, George
William Curtis, the republicans of Massa-
chusetts in successive platforms since 1870.
The national republican platforms of 1872
and 1876.

4. What eminent women have favored Wo-
man Suffrage ?

Among others, Margaret Fuller, Lydia
Maria Child, Frances D. Gage, Lucretia
Mott, Florence Nightingale, Eilzabeth Bar-
rett Browning, Harriet Beecher Stowe,
Julia Ward Howe, Mary A. Livermore,
Louisa M. Alcott, Elizabeth Stuart Phelps,
Clara Barton, Frances E. Willard, Abby
W. May, Lucy Stone, Mary F. Eastman,
Frances Power Cobbe, Harriet Prescott
Spofford, Mary Clemmer.

5. Most women do not want to vote.

Except in years of presidential election,
a majority of men in Massachusetts do not
vote. This is shown by statistics. The
right to vote for governor, state legislature,
municipal, town and county officers, usual-
ly calls out less than half the male voters,
in spite of public vpinion, party maehin-
ery, torchlight processions, newspaper ar-
ticles, expenditure of money, and personal
efforts of candidates. 6679 women in Massa-
chusetts registered last year to vote merely
for schooi committee. Yet this is only a
small and disjcinted part of the system of
Municipal Suffrage. It does not include a
vote on the management of schools, or a
share in the nomination of candidates.
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Small as it is, the right is restricted in tha
caseé of women by limitations which make
it troublesome and costly to' exercise. A
woman must apply to be taxed and regis-
tered. She must give a statement under
oath of all her property, and thusincur tax-
ation to an extent which most'men escape.
Under parallel conditions not 500 men
would have voted for school committee.
Thatnearly 7000 women have done so,under
such restrictions,. ¥ a proof of eminent and
unselfish public spirit. »

6. The number of women voting-has dimin-
ished each year since School Buffrage for wo-
men was granted,
Only when the number of men voting has
also diminished each year since School Suf
frage for women was granted, but not for
several years. In Boston in 1881 the regis-
tered male voters numbered 4639 less than
in 1880, a falling off of 8 per cent, while the
registered female voters fell off 24, afalling
off of only 8 per cent. In both cases the
falling off was due to a general lack of politi-
cal interest, which temporarily affected both
sexes. In the case of women it is due also
to the limitation of the right, and the vexa-
tious restrictions 1mposed upon the registra:
tion of women by the present law.

7. It ©3 a step that once taken can never be
recalled. ™

Municipal Suffrage for women,on the con-
trary,is an experiment which can be repealed
at any time by a Leg’slature of men alone,
elected by men alone. If the presence of
women at town-meetings and municipal
elections proves distasteful to the men, the
Legislature will soon repeal the law. Every
fair-minded opponent of Woman Suffrage
should vote for Municipal Woman Suffrage,
in accordance with Governor Long’s recom-
mendation, as the shortest way to put an
end to the agitation for Woman Suffrage by
exposing its evils.

8. We have too many voters now

Where will you draw the line? No one
proposes to disfranchise any class of men
who now vote. Every extension of suf-
frage has proved on the whole a benefit to
all concerned; first to poor white men;then
to ignorant colored men; why not now to
intelligent women? Are democrats who
have given suffrage to poor men of foreign
birth or republicans who have forced neg-
ro suffrage on the reluctant South, afraid to
share political power with their own intelli-
gent mothers, sisters, wives, and daugh-
ters?

9. Women are represented already.

Men cannot represent women, hecause
they are unlike women. Women as a class
have tastes, interests and occupations
which they alone can adequately represent,
Men specially represent material interests;
women will specially represent the interest

| of the home.
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10. Only bad and ignorant women would
vote. » 3

Our five y=ars' experience of School Suf-
frage for wowen proves the contrary.
““The 6679 womeén'!who have voted are ad-
‘mitted to be goed and intelligent. The de-
“mand for suffrage comes from the respect-
ed leaders and educated representatives of
their sex. No woman can vote in Massa-
chusetts unless she can read and write.

11. It 28 contrary to experience.

Not so. In England women have voted
for fifteen years in municipal elections.
Hon. Jacob Bright has written to the Mas-
sachusetts Legislature that in England Wo-
man Suffrage has proved ‘igoed for women,
good for Parliament, and good for the
country.” It Las worked so well there
that it has just been extended to, the wo-
men of Scotland. Are Americdin women
alone unfit to be trusted with political re-
gponsibilities?

-12. There ts no precedent in this country.

In Wyoming, women have voted for
fifteen years on all questions, on the same
terms as men. Governor Hoyt has again
announced in his annual message that Wo-
man Suffrage 1s a success. Three succes-

sive governors,—Campbell, Thayer, and
Hoyt,—the judges of the Supreme Court,
the delegates in Congress, the presiding el-
der of the M. E. Church, the newspapers
of both parties, all agree that Woman Suf-
frage works well and gives satisfaction in
Wyoming.

13. It would put the control of state and
nation into the hands of the foreign element

In every State there are more women who
can recad and write than all the illiterate
men and women combined. Inevery State
there are more American women than all
the foreign men and women combined. In
every State the votes of women will double
the intelligent majority, thus diminishing
the influence of the ignorant minority one-
half. In the Southern States taken togeth-
er, there are more white women than all
the colored men and women combined. So
that the white majority, when women vote,
will be larger than the total number of
white male voters, if all women and colored
men were excluded. There arein Massa-
chusetts 454,852 women over twenty years
old who can read and write; 326,731 of these
are Americans; 128,121 of foreign birth.
(See Carroll D. Wright's statistics for 1875.)

14. It would put our cities under Roman
Catholic control.

There are in all our large cities, even in
New York, more Protestant women than
Roman Catholic women; more American
women than foreign women. There are in
Boston 91,367 women over twenty years
old, who can read and write; 52,608 of
these are Americans, 38,759 are of foreign
birth. (See Carroll D. Wright as above.)

15. It would diminish respect for women.

Voting is power. Power always com-
mands respect. To be weak is to be mis-
erable. How many men are tolerated in
society only because they are rich and
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powerfull Woman armed with the ballot
will be stronger and more respected than
ever before. :

16. It7s eontrary to the Bible.

Not so. \In the beginning, we are told,
God made nian in his own image male and
female, and gav‘e‘w dominion; not man
dominion over womam-._Among-the Jews,
‘God’s chosen people, Deborah, the wife o
Lapidoth, a married woman, was judge,
and led their armies to victory. In Christ
there is neither Jew nor Greek, bond nor
free, male nor female, but all are one. Wo-
men as well as men'are commanded to ‘‘call
no man master.” Nowhere is it said in the
Rible to women, “Thou shalt not vote.”

17. Women have not physical strength to en-
force aws; therefore they should not help make
them. 3

One half our male voters have not physical
strength to enforce luws, yetthey help make
them. Most lawyers, judges, physicians,
ministers, merchants, editors, authors,
legislators and congressmen, and all men
over forty-five years old are exempt from
military service on the ground of physical in-
capacity. (Seestatistics of the late war.) Vot-
ing is the authoritative expression of an opin-
ion. It requires intelligence,conscience,and
patriotism, not mere muscle. All the phy-
sical force of society is subject to call to en-
force law, but cannot create law. Moral
force, such as women possess, is as neces-
sary as physical force to national well-
being.

18. If women vote they must fight.

Women are the mothers of men. Lucy
Stone says: ‘‘Some woman perils her life
for *her country every time a soldier
is born. Day and night she does pick-
et duty by his cradle. For years she is
his quartermaster, and gathers his ra-
‘tions. And then, when he becomes a man
and a voter, shall he say to his mother, ‘If
you want to vote you must first kill some-
body’? It is a coward’s argument!”

19. [t will make domestic discord when wo-
menvote contrary to their husbands.

In cases where husbands and wives vote
together it will be an additional source of
sympathy and bond of union. In cases
where they vote differently they will agree
to differ,as they now doin religious matters.
A man will not respect his wife the less be-
cause she has an opinion of her own and is
free to express it.

20. 1t will only double the vote—women will
vote as thewr husbands do.

Then the family will cast two votes in-
stead of one. But the quality of the voters
changes the quality of politics. A political
party of men and women will not be the
same as a party of men alone. Women are
more peaceable, refined, temperate, chaste,
economical, humane, and law-abiding than
men. These qualities will influence the
character of the government. The united
votes of men and women will give the fullest,
fairest, and most accurate expression of
public opinion.
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A

WOMAN  BUFFRAGE ~ GATECHISM.

BY LUCY

STONE.

At the woman suffrage hearing before the Committee of the Massachusetts Legis-

lature, on the 17th of February, 1885, Lucy Stone presented the following statement,

with questions and answers which illustrate some phases of the movement for the

equal legal and political rights of women that are not as visible now as they will

be hereafter:

Gentlemen of the Committee: —We have
come up to this room for many years,
vainly asking for equal rights with your-
selves. We have quoted the great princi-
ples on which our governmentisbased : the
Declaration of Independence and the Bill
of Rights. We have found that those prin-
ciples are not respected in their application
to women. We have answered over and
over all objections that have ever been
offered against the ballot for woman. We
have quoted the successful working of
woman suffrage wherever it has been tried,
in England, Scotland, Ontario, Nova,Sco-
tia, and in our own Western Territories,
without avail. I propose now, to show
the historic record the Massachusetts
Legislature has made for itself, on this
question, by the following questions and
answers :

Question — Shall the men and women
who are to obey the laws have a right to
make them ?

Answer—No.
that right.

@.—But there must be laws that espec-
fally concern women. Who shall make
those laws?

A.—Only mer: ghall make them.

@.—May not mothers help make the
laws that settie their legal relation to their
children?

A.—They shall not. The men shall have
the sole right to make such laws.

@.—May not married women help make
the laws that decide what share of the
property acquired by a husband and wife
during marriage shall belong to the wife?

A,~They shall not.

Only the men shall have

@.—May not a married woman help
make the laws that decide how much of
her property acquired before her marriage
shall belong to her husband after her
death?

4A.—No.

@.—Who ghall make the laws that de-
cide how much of the property of the hus-
band shall go to the wife?

A.—The men shall make them.

@.—Who shall make the laws that de-
cide how,and how much, a wife may will of
her own property ?

A.—The men.

@.—Who shall make the laws that de-
cide the rights of married partners in case
of marriage and divorce and alimony ?

A.—The men.

@.—By the laws the men have made, do
the father and mother have an equal legal
righ to their children?

A.—No. The right of the father is su-
preme so long as he lives with his wife.

The men shall decide it.

@.—What share shall a husband have in
the real estate of his wife?

A.—He shall have the use of the whole
of it as long as helives, if his wife has ever
had a living child.

@ —What is his right to that property
called?
A.—**The estate by the courtesy.”

@.—What share shall a wife have in the
real estate of her husband?

A.—She shall have the use of one-third
after her husband’s death.

@.—What is the right to that property
called?

A.—Itis commonly called ‘‘the widow’s
incumbrance,” ‘“‘dower,” or ‘“widows’
thirds.”
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@.—If the wife die before her husband,
what share of the property earned by her-
self and by her husband jointly during
their marriage may she have to will to her
children, or to anybody?

A.—Not a cent’s worth.

@.—Who made the law?
A.—The men.

Q —Do married women now own their
own clothes?
A.—They do.

Q.—How long did it take to secure that
right?

A.—Three years.

Q.—May a widow now be buried in the
family lot?

A.—She may.

Q.—How long did it take to secure that
right?

A.—Ten years.

Q.—Shall the men and women who pay
taxes have a right to say how much they
shall pay, who shall spend the money, and
how it shall be spent?

A.—No. Only the men shall have that
right.

Q.—Shall all soldiers and sailors hon-
orably discharged from service have a
right to vote, whether they are paupers or
not, or whether they have paid a poll-tax
or not?

A.—They shall.

Q.—Shall male Indians, and people of
color called Indians, have a right to vote
for all officers of town, county, State and
nation?

A.—They shall.

Q.—Shall female citizens have a right to
vote as freely as the male Indians do and
on the same questions?

A.—They shall not.

@.—For what may they vote?
A.—For members of the school commit-

tee. Some cannot vote until after they
have asked to be taxed.

@.—May a wife will her personal prop-
erty as freely as a husband may will his?
A.—She may not.

@.—How much of it may she be free to
will ?
A.—One-half,

“The Woman’s Journal.”’

@.—What must be done with the othe:
half?

A.—She must do with the other half just
what her husband gives her permission to
do by his consent written on the will.

@.—When a husband brutally assaults
his wife, who shall have the sole right to
make the law that will punish him?

A.—The men.

Q.—If women were milk-cang, would
they be promptly protected ?
A.—They would.

@.—How long since Massachusetts wom-
en asked for the only power that will pro-
tect them, viz. : the ballot?

A.—Thirty-two years.

@.—When was application first made to
protect milk-cans?

A.—Last year.

@.—What was done about 1t?

A.—By House Bill No. 184, it was propos-
ed that ** Whoever, without the consent of
the owner thereof, takes, uses, sells, dis-
poses of, buys, or traffics in, any milk-can
or cans, marked or stamped with the name,
initial or device of any dealer or dealers in
milk, or wilfully mars, erases, or covers
over said name, initial or device of any
such dealer or dealers in milk, so marked
or stamped on said can or cans, shall be
punished by a fine not exceeding one hun-
dred dollars, or by imprisonment in the
Jjail not exceeding one year.” "The final re-
sult is a fine on the misusers of milk-cans,

@.—Have the Legislature the same right
and power to secure municipal suffrage
for women that they have to secure pro-
tection and safety for milk-cans?

A.—They have.

@.—What makes the difference in the
legislative action about milk-cans and
about women ?

A.—The owners of milk-cans have votes
and can protect their interests. Women
have no votes; hence their interests are
not protected.

©.—Do men claim for themselves every
right they deny to women?
A.—They do.

Q.— What sort of history of the old Bay
State does this treatment of women make?
A.—History itself will tell.
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Shall Wonien be Admitted to the General Conference?

The following excellent article w‘as contributed by Rev. J. W. Bashford to the
Northern Christian Advocate, in reply to an argument on the other side by Dr. Daniel

Wise:

The justice of allowing those who share
the burdens and responsibilities of the
church a voice in determining what these
burdens shall be was conceded when the
General Conference adopted lay Tepresen-
tation. This Seriptural principle that au-
thority springs from service was expound-
ed in the now historic address of laymen
to the General Conference in 1868. But
women share with men the burdens of our
churches. They serve in Sunday schools,
prayer-meetings, class meetings, in raisin,
money, and in pastoral labor. Measure
by any possible standard of either gifts or
services, the principle upon which laymen
asked for representation, and upon which
it was granted, is violated by the denial of
that representation to two-thirds of the
laity on the ground of sex. No one has
ever written consistently in opposition to
admitting women to the General Confer-
ence without controverting the principle
upon which we admitted laymen. This
principle that ministers should confer with
the mothers and sisters, as well as with the
fathers and brothers, in planning the work
of the church, is so just and Christian that
every minister applies it in his local work.
Its application to the general work of the
church would never have been challenged
had not good people feared that its appli-
cation, without respect to sex, was with-
out Scriptural warrant and had no prece-
dent in ecclesiastical history. With this
single statement of the principle at issue
we shall, therefore, devote our article to
these two objections.

The only church council or conference
mentioned in the New Testament is the
Council of Jerusalem. Theaccount of this
is found in the fifteenth chapter of Acts.
The conclusion of that conference is stated
in the following language : *“Then it seemed
good to the apostles and the elders, with
the whole church,” etc. We do not think
Luke would have represented the church
as concurring in the decision reached pro-
vided no members of the church had been
present at the council save apostles and
elders only. The statement in Acts that
‘‘the whole church’ approved the decision
reached in this apostolic council is our only
direct Scriptural precedent for lay repre-
sentation. But it is clearly impossible to
find any authority, either in the principles
or in the language of the New Testament,
for admitting that one part of the laity,
viz., the male members, attended and ap-
proved the acts of the apostolic council,

but that the women were not included in
Luke’s statement, ‘‘the whole church.”

Dr. Wise holds that the exclusion of
women from the government of the church
is “in harmony with the act of God in
creating Eve to be the ‘helpmeet’ of Adam.
Equal in nature, in value, and in dignity to
the man, Eve was yet officially subordinate
to him. He was the principal to whom
Eve was the divinely appointed helper.”
The only Scripture quoted for this affir-
mation that God originally subordinated
woman to man is the phrase, “I will make
him a help meet for him.” This exegesis
is based upon our En%:ish application of
the word “help” and ‘‘hired help” to sub-
ordinates. The Hebrew noun here applied
to woman is used nineteen times in the
Bible. In fourteen cases it is applied to
God or used in connection with Him, as
““The Lord is our help.” A noun which in
the Bible is not once used to designate a
subordinate, but is applied fourteen times
to God and twice to. woman, is hardly a
sufficient Scriptural basis for the affirma-
tion of the divine subordination of woman.

It is true that after the fall and in conse-
quence of sin woman was subjected to
man, as narrated in Genesis 3:16. But
Christ came to remove from us the conse-
quences of the fall; and we no more fight
against God in attempting to alleviate the
penalty which fell upon woman than in
tilling the earth and causing it to bring
forth fruits and flowers instead of ‘‘thorns
and thistles.”

The original relation of the sexes is
found in the first chapter of Genesis from
the twenty-sixth to the twenty-eighth
verses: ‘“And God said, let us make man
in our image, after our likeness: and let
them have dominion,” etc. Here the do-
minion is committed not to man aloné, but
to man and woman together,—‘‘and let
them have dominion.” The twenty-eighth
verse leaves not the slightest room for
doubt that woman is.included with man in
the command given and the dominion con-
ferred: ‘“And God said unto them, be
fruitful and multiply . . . and have domin-"
ion,” ete.

Dr. Wise cites Paul’s name as the New
Testament authority for the subjection of
woman. He thinks that Paul bases the
obedience of the wife to her husband on
the ground of sex, while we think that
Paul bases the husband’s authority, not
upon the ground of sex at all, but wholly
upon the ground of service. In Phil. 2:5-10
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Paul distinctly asserts the principle upon
of the

mentioned in Luke by her official title
Sronh

which Christ came to the domini
world. ‘“Have this mind in you which was
also in Christ Jesus: who, being in the
form of God, counted it not a prize to be
on an equality with God, but emptied him-
self, taking the form of a servant, being
made in the likeness of man; and being
found in fashion as a man, he humbled
himself, becoming obedient even unto
death, yea, the death of the cross. Where-
fore also God highly exalted him,” etc.
The Bible here directly declares that
Christ’s exaltation to the headship of the
Church is due to his services to humanity.
Christ makes service to be the sole ground
of our exaltation before God, without the
slightest reference to sex, and speaks of
himself as obeying this principle: ‘“‘But
Jesus called them unto him, and said, Ye
know that the rulers of the Gentiles lord it
over them; and their great ones exercise
‘authority over them. Not so shall it be
among you: but whosoever shall become
great among you shall be your minister;
and whosoever would be first among you
shall be your servant; even as the Son of
man came not to be ministered unto, but
to minister, and to give his life a ransom
for many.”. Matt. 20:25—28. Paul
shows that so far from proclaiming the
rulership of the husband over the wife as
a divine prerogative, he had in mind this
very principle of rulership by service.
“Husbands, love your wives, even as Christ
also loved the Church, and gave himself
up for it.” Eph. 5:25. We heartily ac-
cept Paul’s own exposition of these diffi-
cult passages, and urge husbands to win
all the dominion they possibly can by this
Christian principle of service to their wives.
‘We think most Christian homes are now
conducted upon Paul’s principle, or rather
Christ’s principle, that authority springs
from service; and not upon the old inter-
pretation of Paul that authority inheres in
sex. In those departments in which the
husband serves the family, he may consult
others, but the right of decision rests with
him. In those departments in which the
wife serves the family, she often advises
with the other members of the household,
but the decision is conceded to her. While
the parents protect and support the chil-
dren, they justly direct the children’s lives.
As the parents become aged and depend-
ent the children still revere them for past
services, and wisely consult them. But
the right of decision is now voluntarily
conceded by parents to the children, be-
cause the circumstances which gave rise to
that right are now reversed, and the re-
sponsibility for the support of the family
is now shifted from'the parents to their
children. This seems to us to be the Chris-
tian theory of authority as over against the
old view that authority inheres in sex.

phetess ;" the fact that Christ gave to
Mary the first message of the resurrection,
and that woman first published the tidings
of arisen Saviour as recorded in Luke24: 9
the fact that the Holy Spirit was poured
out upon women as well as men on the
day of Pentecost; that one of the original
deacons had four daughters, ‘‘virging
which did prophesy;” the fact that Paul
saluted Pheebe as a ‘‘deaconess of the
church at Cenchrea” and commended her
to the church of Rome; the fact that
“aged women” or female presbyters and
“widows” are recognized as an official
class in Paul’s letters to Timothy and
Titus; the fact that Christ sums up the
Gospel in the Golden Rule, and Paul ap-
plies the Golden Rule in the declaration,
“There can be neither Jew nor Greek,
there can be neither bond nor free, there
can be no male and female; for ye are all
one in Christ Jesus”—such passages indi-
cate that new light may yet break out of
the Word of God upon this subject. We
are sure that the passages of the Bible
bearing upon the relation of the sexes will
richly repay a fresh study and will possi-
bly demand a broader interpretation upon
our part. Let us remember that the same
interpretation which makes Paul teach
that authority inheres in sex made Paul
also teach the divine right of slavery and
of kings. In Titus Paul uses the same
word to denote the subjection of slaves,
of women and of citizens to those in
authority over them. He tells Titus to
teach the doctrine of women ‘‘being in
subjection to their own husbands,” 2:5;
of slaves “‘being in subjection to their own
masters,” 2: 93 and of citizens ‘‘being in
subjection to rulers,” 3:1. -~ Our fa-
thers were at least consistent in holding,
during seventeen hundred years of the
church’s life, that the Bible taught the
divine right of husbands, of slaveholders
and of kings. A broader and more spirit-
ual interpretation of Paul has convinced
the present generation that he did not
teach the divine right of slavery or of
kings. But can we consistently abandon
the old view of Paul’s teaching in regard
to the two latter doctrines and then main-
tain it in regard to the first, when all three
doctrines are taught, if taught at all, in
ive p ges and in identical lan-

‘guage?

‘We have thus dwelt upon the Scriptural
argument because we have felt that our
people are anxious to act-only in harmony
with God’s will. TLet us remember, how-
ever, that almost every distinctive position
the Methodist Church ever.took was re-
sisted by the conservative members of
other churches, and even of our own, as in
violation of the Scriptures. The ordina-
tion of our ministers by Mr. Wesley, the

The fact that God d to man

establish of the local ministry, the

and woman together the joint dominion of
the earth; the fact that Deborah and Hul-
dah were prophetesses in the Old Testa-
ment and thett God fulfilled their prophe-
cies by special providences; the fact that
the words of Mary and Elizabeth are re-
corded among the choicest portions of the
New Testament; the fact that Anna is

doctrines of free will, of the new birth, of
the witness of the Spirit, of Christian per-
fection, the permission for women to speak
in the prayer and class meetings, the dec-
larations of our conferences against slav-
ery, the admission of partial lay delega-
tion in our General Conference—all these
reforms were stoutly resisted both inside
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and outside our church as unseriptural.
The sanctified common-sense of Meth-
odists has enabled them to grasp the prin-
ciples of the Bible more fully than the
learned conservatism of other churches,
as other churches now admit by following
where we led the way. May that sancti-
fied common-sense not fail us in this de-
cision!

Again it is objected that the admission
of our sisters to seats beside their brothers
in the General Conference is unprecedent-
ed in church history. Unfortunately this
argument proves too much. Had this ar-
gument prevailed in the earlier decisions
of our church we should have had no lay
representation or even pastoral represen-
tation in our General Conference. Dr.
Van Hefele's ‘“History of Church Coun-
cils” shows that after we leave the
first council of Jerusalem until the close
of the Reformation neither laity nor pas-
tors were represented in the councils of
the Catholic Church. The councils of
Nice, Constantinople, Ephesus, Chalcedon,
etc., were composed entirely of bishops.
Secular princes and noblemen indeed ap-
peared in the fourth Lateran Council.
But they appeared not as the representa-
tives of the laity, but of the principalities
of this world. Besides, the hierarchical
tendency continued to grow until secular
princes were excluded from the great
church councils, and only bishops and
higher ecclesiastics were admitted to
them. This tendency culminated in the
Vatican Council of 1870, declaring that
even bishops, united in a council, have no
authority as against the Pope alone, but
that his  decrees are of themselves final.
This is a pure ecclesiastical despotism.

Methodism, upon the other hand, profit-
ing by the example of other Protestant
churches, allowed pastors as such to be
represented in the General Conférence at
the beginning of her history. This, how-
ever, was only one step toward allowing
the persons who bore the burdens and
made the sacrifices for the church a voice

in its management. The tendency toward
representative government among us led
to an agitation for lay representation,
along with pastoral representation, in
the early years of our history. The re-
fusal upon the part of ministers to grant
the laity a voice in the government of our
church was one cause of our loss of the
Methodist Protestant Church and of the
‘Wesleyan Church.. But justice and the in-
fluence of our ablest laymen at last pre-
vailed and lay representation was granted
in 1872.

Surely it ig not to the discredit of Meth-
odism that our course in regard to the rep-
resentation of our people in our highest
ecclesiastical councils should be exactly
opposite to that of the Roman Catholic
Church! Despite the fact that from the
council at Jerusalem to the close of the
Reformation we have no precedent in
church history for our conduct, yet it is
impossible to convince. Methodists that
they have been advancing in the wrong
direction, and to lead them to revoke the
principle of lay representation. The his-
torical argument is, indeed, against us
until we get back to principles of the New
Testament and the practices of the apos-
tles. But it is one of the distinctive feat-
ures of Methodism that she passes over
the history of the Roman Catholic Church
and goes back to the Bible for her inspira-
tion and her precedents.

Notice how modest is the proposal now
before the church. It is not a declaration
that women must be elected to the General
Conference. It is simply a proposal that
lay electoral conferences be permitted to
act as in their godly judgment seems best.
Bishop Simpson has wisely said that the
government of the Christian church rests
not with the ministrg alone, or with the
laity alone, but with proper representa-
tivesiof the two. Shialll Bve l;riolate tl;js

rinciple by denying all eligibility to the
pGenergl antere};lceg to twogthirds of our
laity ?
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THE BIBLE FOR W

BY REV. J.

[Address delivered at the thirteenth annual meeting of the Massachusetts W

The convictions of the great mass of our
people are grounded upon God’s word.
Many reforms have been greatly hindered
by false interpretations of this book.
Our opponents generally go back as far as
Genesis for arguments, but even then they
donot go back far enough. They stop with
a true account of the false relation into
wiich man and woman were thrown by
sin, and quote this account as the original
charter for mankind: ‘“Thy desire shall be
to thy husband and he shall rule over thee.”
If they will only go back to the creation of
Adam and Eve and to their natural and di-
vine relation before the fall, they will fail to
find a sentence which hints at the subordi-
nation of woman. Woman was- not made
in man’s image, neither was the dominion
of the world committed to him alone. On
the contrary the record plainly says:
“In the image of God created He him, male
and female created He them, and God said:
Let them have dominion over all the earth.”
So far as the superiority of either might be
inferred from the account of their creation
that inference is plainly in favor of woman.

If the order of creation means anything,
if we find God gradually advancing in His
work from the inorganic earth to the min-
eral kingdom, then to the vegetable king-
dom, and then to the animal kingdom, and
last of all making man, the fact that wo-
man is made after man suggests her higher
qualities rather than man’s superiority.
There is no marked difference between the
sexes. The Bible does not represent Adam
and Eve as separate species. The highest
qualities belong to humanity in common.
Christ is as much the typical woman as the
typical man of the race. But I pit against
the spurious claim of man’s divine superior-
ity, the Bible account of the creation ad-
vancing in a gradually ascending scale, man
being formed from the ground and the
breath of God, Eve being formed from Ad-
am by the act of God, and Christ, the head
of the new humanity, springing from wo-
man by the divine power. Ittakes an im-
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mense amount of ingenuity to make out
woman’s inferiority from the simple scale
of creation presented in God’s word. The
fact that two thirds of the Christian church
are composed of women favors the theory of
her higher spiritual nature if the preference
is given to either.

Now when Adam and Eve descended
from the sphere of spirituality to the ani-
mal sphere, when they turned from a life of
faith to follow appetite, God said to man
that even nature should rebel against his an-
imal life; *“The earth shall bring forth
thorns and thistles.” The history of every
drunkard and man of lust proves that na-
ture fights against him, and confirms the
prophecy. And God suid to womun that
in this lower animal life with man she
would be constantly worsted; “Thy desire
shallbe to thy husband and he shall rule over
thee.” Six thousand years of history have
proved the terrible truth of this prophecy.

And vyet this declaration of woman’s sub-
ordination—which does not belong at all
to the account of her original creation, and
which is directly due to sin, and which we
see sprang from the very nature of the two
and from the sinful contest on which they
then entered—is quoted repeatedly as the
divine declaration of the ideal state of the
sexes, and we are constantly told that any
attempt to change it is a violation of the
divine constitution. As well might one de-
clare that the thorns and briers which God
said the earth should bring forth on account
of man’s sin are an expression of the ideal
attitude of nature toward man, and that we
violate the divine constitution in tilling the
soil and improving its products.

Again, the whole effort of Christ was to
restore to mankind what was lost in Adam.
“For as in Adam all die so in Christ shall
all be made alive.” If Christianity is com-
pletely to restore that which was lost in
Adam, how can it stop short of completely
abolishing the subordination of woman,
which the Bible declares to be the direct
result of sin, and of leading us back to that
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Bdenic proclamation: ‘Let them have do-
minion over all the earth”? 3

I fully entered into Paul’s position, in a
little pamphlet issued by the WoMAN’s
JournAL, and need not dwell upon it here.
Paul wrote the letter to the Corinthians, and
all his other letters, not from the platform
of rights, but from the higher platform of
love. He declares in the ninth chapter that
he has, from the standpoint of justice, a
clear right to payment for hislabor, but re-
fuses it; says he has a plaia right to eat any
kind of meat, but declares that if meat
cause his brother to offend he will eat no
meat while the world stands. He asks the
Jews and Romans who may be in Corinth,
not to confess Christ in Hebrew or Latin
unless an interpreter is present, tells the
women to keep silence in the meetings and
obey their husbands, forbids the slaves to
contend for their freedom, but to choose
service rather. He even says: ‘‘Let no
man seek his own but every man his neigh-
bor’s good,” and the argument fitly culmi-
nates in the marvelous exaltation of love in
the thirteenth chapter.

After reading Paul’s letter as a whole,
who would dream of affirming that Paul is
writing, not an apotheosis of love, but a
magna charta of personal rights? As well
might we say that the fact of his taking no
compensation 18 proof that he had no right
to compensation for his labor, that his com-
mand to Jews and Romans not to confess
Christ at Corinth is proof that they had no
right to confess Christ in Hebrew or Latin,
and that his prohibition of any man to seek
his own is proof that a man has no right
to his property, as to say that Paul’s com-
mand to women to keep silence in the
churches, and to obey their husbands, is
proof that they had no right to speech or
liberty. But still more, as if Paul foresaw
that his words on the subjection of woman
might be tortured into falsehood, in this
very letter to the Corinthians, after men-
tioning the historical fact that man is the
head of the woman, he adds, ‘‘Nevertheless,
neither is the man without the woman nor
the woman without the man ¢n the Lord,”
and in Galatians he declares unqualifiedly:
“There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is
neither bond or free, there is neither male
nor female, for ye are all one in Christ
Jesus.” Our children will be as much as-
tonished that we could hold to the divine
subordination of women in the face of this
last clause, as we are now astonished that

slave-holders and Jews could hold to the
divinely ordained subordination of the Af-
rican and other races in the face of the first
two clauses.

Lastly, in a word, what isit that Woman
Suffragists contend for? Their fundamen-
tal principle is this: Every human being
has a right to work out his or her own des-
tiny, subject only to those restraints of so-
ciety which are applied to all alike. The
Popular Seience Monthly is rehashing the old
argument that woman is not fit for the law
and medicine and theology. All this-is
wide of the mark. Thousands’ of men are
not fit for congressmen, or doctors, or minis-
ters. But if men make mistakes, as they
constantly do, in their work ‘and in their
lives, nature needs no artificial help to pun-
ish their temerity.

It may be that not one woman in a hun-
dred cares to enter the law, or medicine,
or the ministry, but we insist in her case,
as we insisted in the case of the Africans,
that everyavenue be thrown open on sim-
ilar conditions to all, and that each hu-
man being shall be free to sow, and then
reap what he or she has sown. Society
has a right to self-preservation, and, for
the good of all, may impose restrictions
and adopt regulations; under which each
individual may practice medicine, or vote,
or do any other work. But these regula-
tions must apply to'all alike. For society
to say that no Jew shall hold office be-
cause he is a Jew, that no German shall
practice medicine, that no colored man
shall preach the gospel, or that no woman
shall practice law or cast a vote because
she is a woman, is simply an impertinence
of tyranny. Our cause rests back upon
the tundamental principle of Protestantism,
the freedom of the individual to work out
his own destiny and take the consequences.
Nay, it rests back upon the fundamental
principles of the Bible and of the divine
government. God himself respectsindivid-
ual freedom so highly that he will not in-
vade the sanctuary of the will unbidden and
over-ride our personality. He reasons with
us and invites us. But He will stand by
sorrowfully, yet with self-restraint, while we
go down to ruin. Society has no right
rudely to enter the sanctuary of one half
the race and restrict their lives to a particu-
lar work, while God himself only stands at
the door and knocks urtil He is bidden
to come in.

WoMAN’S JOURNAL, b Park St., Boston. Price, $2.50 a year; 50 cents for 3 months. AMERICAN WOMAN
SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION.
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BY EDNAH

The question of woman suffrage has now
been so long agitated, its triumphs are so
great, and in many minds there is such
certainty of its final victory, that the most
important question is now, how shall it be
introduced into our system of government,
and does it need any additional safeguards
and checks in its exercise? The general
question, Have women a right to suffrage?
is hardly an open one. In fact, Massachu-
setts has settled the abstract principle of
the right and propriety of women'’s voting
by the ready assent which she gave to the
demand that women should be empowered
to vote in the election of school commit-
tees. If they are able to aid in choosing the
officers with whom rests one of the most
important functions of the State, the edu-
cation of its citizens, it is impossible to
say, ‘‘Women are by nature unfitted to
take any part in the government of city,
State, or nation.” That we must go on
from this first step is evident, and that the
next most appropriate step is to confer
municipal suffrage upon women, is equally
evident to my mind.

It is good fortune when great changes
can be gradually introduced; it is great
wisdom which sees when it is safe to take
the next step and so make the whole ascent
easy and safe. The whole body of women
in our State are not yet ready and eager
for the exercise of their political rights,
but a large, intelligent and united body, in-
creasing every year, are fully ready, and
determined that they will never cease their
demand until they have accomplished their
object. Thirty years of steady workshow
this. This state of things ensures that if
municipal suffrage be granted now, its ex-
ercise will be gradual, and it will be wom-
en of earnest thought and purpose who
will enter at once upon its exercise, and
give the weight of their influence in muni-
cipal affairs.

We hear two opposite objections to the
admission of women to municipal suffrage :
one, that they will not vote, and the other,
that the additional vote will be so large as
to bring fresh dangers in the working of
our politics. This latter result has not ap-
peared in any instance in Europe or Amer-
ica; unless it be in the exceptional Terri
tory of Utah, where the condition of polit-
ical life is abnormal and unwholesome.

If few women vote in municipal elec-
tions, the introduction of this new element
will be gradual, and so bring into our town
and city governments the interest and abil-
ity of our women without any sudden
shock to our institutions. If we wait until
the whole body of women are aroused up-
on this subject, an overwhelming demand
may be made in the interest of some par-
ticular measure which may cause tempor-
ary ill-temper and disturbance.

The example of money corporations is
instructive. Every bank, railvoad, insur-
ance company, or other corporation in
which women hold stock, considers them
as fully entitled to vote. Ordinarily very
tew stockholders take pains to attend an
annual meeting and vote. Yet they are a
strong and powerful influence. When an
emergency arises the voters are called in,
proxies are asked for, and individual mem-
bers who take an interest in the question
attend and speak.

But the very fact that the stockholders
can vote, that the annual report is sent to
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them and they read it with a sense of
power and responsibility, helps to keep up
an intelligent interest in its affairs, favor-
able to sound management.

It is far wiser to do away an anomaly or
an evil before it becomes so intolerable
that it must be swept away even by revo-
lution. Had our fathers fully realized
this in the case of slavery, we might have
been saved thirty years of smouldering,
and four of open, civil war.

The other day I listened to the account
given by a woman of her efforts to help a
mother rescue her son from evil compan-
ions and growing habits of intemperance.
After trying everything else in her power.,
the mother at last consented to have the
boy arrested, hoping he would be placed
in a reformatory institution which might
save him. The poor woman, weak and
crippled, in a stormy day went from one
office to another, roughly hustled on by the
policemen, and at last, when she gave her
testimony against her boy. she was an-
swered by the judge that she was a hard-
hearted woman to testify against her own
flesh and blood. I wondered if that wom-
an did not see the need of womanly influ-
ence in municipal affairs, and knew well
that the lady who uccompanied her, and
whose modest and quiet work is constant-
ly bringing her into relations with our
municipal authorities, would sign the peti-
tion that lies before you. They had no
power in the government to which alone
they could appeal for help and Jjustice.
The object of town and city government is,
or should be, mainly for the protection of
homes. Our cities do not wage foreign
wars or conduct diplomatic relations, but
they do control almost every detail of our
domestic life. Shall we have our houses
of wood to invite conflagration? shall our
sidewalks be safe and comfortable? shall
our schoolhouses be clean and wholesome ?
and a thousand similar questions are decid-
ed by them. A lady on the school com-
mittee of a distant city told me she had
been months trying in vain to get a school-
room floor scoured out, because the wise
city fathers leave all matters of the build-
ings to the City Council. and there are no
women in the City Council. What do men
know about scouring floors? The town is
only an enlarged household, and the same
qualities of care and thrift and attention to
details which woren are constantly called
upon to exercise in their households are
needed in the town. In the household
men and women work well in union; why
not in the town?

The added value of the Home which was
recognized in its relation to the town would
be very great. The child would associate
all the piety of family life with the idea of
municipal duties, uow too widely severed.
A little boy of five or six years oid last fall
hearing the earnest talk all around him in
regard to the election, looked up in his
mother’s face, that face to which he had
ever looked for decision and counsel, au-
thority and strength, and asked, **Mother,
how are you going to vote?’ And her
heart was too full to answer as she might
have done, “My son! you will some day
vote, but I'perhaps never! for I am allow-
ed only to give my sons to fight for my
country, and my money to pay its expen-
ses, but it does not recognize that I have
any part or lot in its affairs.”




2 WOMAN SUEFFRAGE LEAFLET, No. 31.

Yet of that mother you ask that she
should instil into her child's heart lessons
of honor justice, and patriotism, and bring
him up to be a useful and true citizen, and
ready to give his life for his ¢ untry. Only
the undying faith in woman's heart that
wrong must be righted at last. has enabled
her to fulfil this mission even as well as
she has.

In consequence of the movement for the
increased iufluence of women in education,
which gave us school suffrage, we have a
few thousand women voting in Massachu
setts. We have also over a hundred wom-
en serving on school committees, and every
one of those committee-women knows that
there is a constituency in her own town,
however small, which is in sympathy with
her. This small number of voters and
officers has created a strong interest in the
schools, which makes them a matter of
constant thought and conversation, and is
leading to great improvement, as the re-
port of your State Board of Education tes-
tifies. The great safeguard of a republic
is the intelligent interest of all its citizens
in its well-being. Our towns and cities are
the very centres of our political life. It is
in them that the public mind is educated.

Imagine an intelligent stranger, say from
China, studying the condition of Massa-
chusetts. He goes to your schools and
finds boys and girls on the same benches ;
the teachers on the platform are women in
seven cases out of eight; hefinds them sit-
ting on school committees, on the Board
of Education. He goes to Wellesley Col-
lege, to Boston University, to the Institute
of Technology, and finds women welcomed
to the highest education; even at Harvard
he finds an Annex prepared for them. On
your prison and reformatory boards he
finds women, and reads the admirable mi-
nority report of a woman-member. e

reads in your admirable statute of last
year ‘‘that women physicians must be em-

ployed in insane asylums for women ” and
finds your best families and ablest physi-
cians pressing their assi-tance. He turns
to private institutions; he finds women on
the list of officers of Associated Charities,
sees them on their benevolent rounds,
visiting  police-stations, looking aftter
drunkards, bringing up questions of law
to the notice of the courts, grappling in
theory and detail with the most difficult of
social problems, and working harmonious-
1y and efficiently in all these relations. He
reads Mrs. Lowell's and Mrs. Fields’ books
on charity, and sees how beautifully ten-
derness is balanced by judgment. Hegoes
to factories and printing-offices and other
mechanical establishments, telegraph of-
fices, etc., etc., and everywhere sees the
sexes working fogether in peace and with-
out injuring themselves or society.

He then lastly turns his attention to pol-
itics. He says to his kind friend who has
shown him the treasures of the State, *‘I
admire this ancient and honorable (om-
monwealth, based upon the broadest prin-
ciples of right and liberty. I understand
that you have universal suffrage here and
glory in it; that all your people take part
in the management of the State.”

“Yes, sir!” replies the representative of
the good old State, “with one small ex-
ception.”

““Ah! indeed! Oh! I suppose as this is
such a well-ordered community, you do
not allow habitual drunkards to vote.
Perhaps this might be wise, but”’

.Oh, no, sir! that is not the case!”

«wAh! it is then the vicious and illiterate.
This is a good idea if”’—
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“No, no, sir, we cannot draw the line so ’
strictly ; if a man can write his name and
read his vote, that is enough. We dou’t
inquire into his intelligence or virtue; it
wo: 1d be embarragsing.”

“Indeed! 1t is then perhaps the foreign-
er just landed on your shores—helped by
some society for encouraging emigration.
"This may be a natural protection. I don’t
know that I should approve of it. A ten
years’ residence should entitle him to vote.
[ think.”

“My dear sir, you are altogether mistak-
en. Naturalization is very easy here, and
we welcome foreigners from all quarters.
We take pains to help them,—when we
know what ticket they will vote.”

[ am quite at a loss, I confess. Ah!I
remember, you have not wholly conquered
the race prejudice. I did hope that the fif-
teenth amendment had done away ail legal
obstructions for the negro.”

«Of course it has. 1t is very strange
you do not see the proprieties of things.
The negro is fully enfranchised and is wel-
comed to the judge’s bench or the legisla-
tive chamber. It isquite a different thing.”

“Thank God for that!” says the some-
what daik-hued inquirer ; “but I am utter-
ly at a loss. Will you please to tell me
who it is that are unable to vote in muni-
cipal matters on such subjects as the refor-
mation of criminals, the closing of dram-
shops, the cleansing of cities in prepara-
tion for cholera, the supply of pure water,
the protection from fire, the safety of roads
and streets, the efficiency of the police,
the building of schoolhouses, etc., ete?”

“Why, it is only the women.”’

“QOnly the women! Do I understand
you? 1t is the Miss May, whom I saw on
the State Board of Education, and Mrs.
Johnson and Mrs. Homans, on your Prison
Commission, and Dr. Crawford and Dr.
Ingraham. who are lecturing 10 yonr work-
ing women, and Mr-. Hale and the Misses
Smith and Mrs. Fields, whom I saw at
Chardon Street Charity Building, inquiring
<o carefully into the condition of the poor,
and Mrs. Leonard, who gave me s0 much
valuable information upon prisons, and the
Women’s Christian Temperance TUnion,
and your Missionary Bourds, and Mrs.
Caswell, of the North End Mission, and
your school teachers, and Mrs. Howe, who
has gone to New Orleans to take charge of
the Women’s Depa tment, and Mrs. Hem-
enway, who provides lectures on history
to teach the boys patriotism, in the Old
South, etc.,—are these and such as these
the women who are not allowed to vote in
municipal affairs?”

“Yes, sir.”

«Indeed! indeed!” said the puzzled Chi-
naman, ‘‘but why?”

The logical representative of a free gov-
ernment paused; he hesitated; then with
the wisdom of an agnostic, he answered,
“Idon’t know.”

Gentlemen, if you will ask yourselves
this question seriously: “Why should not
our women—in the main as intelligent,
thoughtful, well-educated, as the men—
voteon these questions affecting the health,
happiness, and life of the family and the
home? I think you will be forced to the
same answer, *“I do not know."” I believe
that the day on which a Massachusetts
Legislature seriously takes this question
to heart, and swipping it of all fallacies,
setting aside all mockery and ri icule,
looks at it simply in the light of reason and
a unanimous verdict
that the injustice shall be swept away and
municipal suffrage be opened to women.
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LEGISLATIVE ADVICE.

At the annual meeting of the National-
American Woman Sufirage Association,
held at Atlanta, Ga., in February, 1895,
a committee on legislative advice was
appointed. This committee was formed for
the purpose of giving information as to
the best methods of conducting legisla-
tive campaigns, advising how to secure
the passage of laws, and suggesting meag-
ures which may be pushed for the benefit
of women. Each member of the com-
mittee hags had legislative experience,
snd, after consultation, they offer the fol-
lowing plan of work:

LEGISLATIVE CAMPAIGNS.

THose who have never conducted a
legidlative campaign are prone to think
that the efforts should begin as sgoon as
the Legislature convenes ; while, to secure
guccess, the work should be half done by

that time. HEvery woman who is inter-
ested in such a campaign should begin her
Jabors months before the election, by
__ascertaining who will be the probable
candidates of both parties, seeing these
men, and obtaining from them pledges of

gupport. When a man is willing thus to
aid the cause, every effort must be made
to secure first his nomination and then
hig election. At the nominating conven-
tions of all parties, delegations of women
ghould urge the naming of their candi-
dates and the passage of resolutions
favoring woman suffrage. When the cam-
paign has really begun, public meetings
must be held and documents distributed
in the interest of their chosen candidates.
Nothing will so speedily bring about
women’s enfranchisement as the proof
that we already possess political influence
and will uge it for our friends.

TO SECURE THE PASSAGE OF LAWS.

When the Legiglature assembles, the
gtrongest man in the party which has a
majority in the body must be choser to
present the proposed law. If the Re-
publicans have a majority, the leading
Republican must be asked to champion

the cause; if the Democrats are in the
majority, the leading Democrat.

While an act is pending it is called a bill.
It may originate in either branch of the
Legislature, but must pags both branches
and receive the Governor’s gignature be-
fore it can become a law. The bill should
be carefully drawn by some good lawyer
who is familiar with legislative usage.
In order to secure success it is essential
that there be some one at the capitol in
charge of the measure, also a committee
of women of judgment and discretion
either there continuously, or for some
days of each week.

When the proposed law is introduced,
it is referred to a committee, and the first
step towards success is to secure a favor-
able report from that body. Of all the
bills annually presented in our numerous
legislatures, a large proportion are Kkilled
in committee. If a favorable report can-
not be secured, a report ‘‘for considera-
tion” must be striven for. To reach this

end, each member of the commistee must™

be seen, and perhaps a public hearing ar-
ranged, at which the best speakers may
be heard.

The next step after the bill is reported
from the committee is to have it ordered
to a third reading. This requires only a
majority vote of all present; it is usually
secured without much difficulty. On the
third reading, or final passage of the bill,
the roil is called, and it will require a
constitutional majority to pass it; that is,
one more than half of all the members
elected. For instance, the present Senate
of New York congists of thirty-two mem-
bers; seventeen votes are therefore re-
quired to pass any measure.

There are some points, such as the
proper engrossing of the bill, its place on
the calendar, ete., which must be looked
after. Neglect of these details sometimes
causes vexatious delays, and even affords
an excuse for defeat.

After the bill has passed both houses
and is before the Governor for gignature,
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attention must be given to securing his

favorable action ; influential men must be
asked to see him in behalf of the measure,
and every means uged to secure this final
success.

MEASURES TO BE URGED.

In a State where here is hope of sup-
port from the political parties, where
there has been long agitation and every-
thing points to a favorable result, it is
wise to urge a constitutional amendment
striking out the word ‘“‘male” as a quali-
fication for voters. This must pass both
houses in the form of a concurrent resolu-
tion and does not require the Governor’s
signature. In gome States it must pass
two successive Legislatures; and in most
States, it must be ratified at the polls by
a majority of voters.

When the conditions are not yet ripe
for a constitutional amendment, there are
many measures which are valuable in
arousing public interest and preparing
the way for the final triumph, as well as
important in ameliorating the condition
of women. Among these are laws to
secure:

1. School suffrage for women.

2. Women on Boards of Education and
ag school trustees.

3. Equality of property rights for men
and women, whether married or single.

4. The joint guardianship of children ;
equal rights for mother and father.

5. Women as factory inspectors.

6. Women as physicians in hospitals
and insane asylums.

7. Women trustees in all State institu-
tions.

8. Police matrons.

9. Seats for saleswomen,
10. The raiging of tke ‘“‘age of consent.”
PETITIONS AND PROTESTS.

While the campaign is in progress, peti-
tions praying for the passage of the pend-
ing measgures should be circulated in each
legislative district, and sent to the mem-
ber representing it in Senate or Asggembly
for presentation to those bodies. Special
petitions signed by the most influential
people in the district are of great effect,
when gent directly to a man who is known
to be wavering, urging him personally to
vote for the bill. Letters should also be
written to the members by friends or
strangers.

For general agitation, all women who
desire their political freedom should send
individual petitions to the Legislature
asking for their own political liberty.

Strict watch shonld be kept on all
legislative action, and protests should be
sent in, when any laws are proposed
inimical to the rights of women. Espe-
cially bills proposing to change the
statutes regulating marriage and divorce
ghould be looked after, and the demand
made that they be referred to a commis-
sion composed of persons of both sexes.

Further advice on points not touched
upon in thig leaflet, and general informa-
tion, may be obtained by writing to any
member of the committee.

LILLIE DEVEREUX BLAKE,
149 East 44th St,, New York City.
JOSEPHINE K. HENRY,
Versailles, Ky.
‘ANNA L. D1Gas,
Topeka, Kansas.
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ampled victories, in the cities of New
York, Chicago and Denver.

It must be remembered, too, by the
sceptical people in the East, who shall
rens of women voting in Colorado, and
who may dismiss it all as being the action
merely of women on the frontiers, that
the people of this State are largely from
the Eastern States themselves, and that
the women here are as refined and ac-
complished and well educated as in any
city or State in the Hast. Indeed, the
choicest families of the Nation have con-
tributed to this State, and also to Wyo-
ming, their best of blood and culture—
their younger people coming here looking
for a chance in the world, and many and
many thousand others sending their in-
valid members here to find in the sunshine
and golden air of this altitude restoration
to health. Thus the test of woman suf-
frage in Denver and Colorado and Wyo-
ming is as complete and intelligent a test
as it would be in Boston or Brooklyn, and
as complete a test of the question of in-
telligence as voters, and of refinement as
women.

Good women are in the majority. Con-
trary to the popular theory of those who
have always sneered at what they have
called petticoat politics, the good women
have voted in much larger proportion than
the bad. Practically all the good women
have voted, while less than ten per cent.
of the others voted, or even desired to do
80. Inone precinct 150 women of the red,
as the local phrase designates them here,
were registered, and only twelve of them
voted. The more refined circles of the
great city of Denver haye given effectual
denial to the stock argument of the antis,
that good women would not vote if they
had the chance, and that they would be
atraid to vote or incur the publicity of
voting, even if they were enfranchised
and personally desirous of voting. They
and the other women of Colorado have
also completely disposed of the other
stock argument that women, if they
ghould vote at all, would vote headlong
and impulsively. For they were as delib-
erate here as the men, and as well posted
on all the issues. They were not only
fully informed on all public questions,
but they furnished able speakers from
their own ranks for the discussion of all
jssues. The people, and especially the
women of [owa, will be interested in know-
ing that Mrs. J. Ellen Foster, the splendid
Republican and the splendid woman, came
into the Colorado contest in March last,
and hag spent nearly all the time since in
making public speeches, in exposing the
fallacies and dangers of Populism, and in
rallying and uniting the women of the
State in favor of Republicanism and the
cause of law and order.

Indeed, Colorado in this election has
lefs very little of good argument for its
sincere opponents to urge against suf-
frage. So nearly all of everything hav-

ing any god sense in it at all has been
disproved here, that the opposition is left
with very few weapons in their armory,
and all of them weak. Of course, thou-
gands, and even millions, of sincere peo-
ple will move slowly from the conserva-
tism of the ages, and will only come to it
jnch by inch, under the compulsion of
State by State adopting woman suffrage.
Those who are far away from these in-
telligent States which are giving the de-
parture a fair and candid trial, and which
are doing so fully conscious that the older
States look upon it with distrust, will not
be convinced of the truth as rapidly as
those who have seen it in actual opera-
tion, and who have seen women becom-
ing voters without logsing any of their
charm or loveliness as women. But itis
coming everywhere. Of course there is
lett the old weather-beaten and anchor
argument of all, that as governments are
based on war power, and a8 women Can-
not be soldiers, therefore a woman cannot
possibly be a voter. Itis the old cry that
she who cannot be a soldier cannot be a
voter. I fear for these opponents of the
coming woman the reply, that she
who passes through the Gethsemane of
maternity to provide the world its sol-
diers, and who alone can provide them,
atones fully for her own physical inability
to be a soldier herself. She who bears
goldiers need not bear arms. For my part,
I believe that woman suffrage is inevit-
able in every American State; and that, as
it comes, it will bring good to every State,
to every city especially, and to the Nation.

There i8 no wrong in government and
no vice in city or town or society that is
not afraid of good women, and that would
not be in danger of its life if good women
were voters. The profoundest problem in
government is municipal government, and
it will never be solved successfully until
woman and her moral conscience and
quick intelligence are brought to the help
of its solution.

I might add that the day here was filled
with id of in-
terest, too many to tell. The most strik-
ing thing of all, to me, was the act of the
women in providing creches, -or comfort-
able places equipped with competent
nurses and suitable foods, for the care
during the day of the bubies and small
children of such mothers as could not go
to the polls unless some one took care of
these little ones while doing it. These
creches were provided by the Republican
women, but were open to all, and they
cared for the children of Democrat and
Populist mothers as willingly and kindly
as for those of Republican mothers. To
blessed women, all babies are alike, and
all mothers are sacred. Here is the mother
instinct in politics softening into hu-
manity. It will do the American Nation
no harm to have this broader spirit and
kinder heart in all its elections and among
all its people JAMES S. CLARKSON.
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How Women Voted in Colorado.

HON. JAMES S. CLARKSON, Assistant Postmaster-General under President Harrison,
first president of the National Republican League of the United States, and editor
for many years of the fowa State Register, gives in that infiuential paper his personal
observations of the working of woman suffrage at the recent election in Colorado,

as follows:

WOMAN SUFFRAGE IN COLORADO.

A STUDY OF THE SCENES AND ACTS ON
ECTION DAY.

DENVER. COL., Nov. 16 1894

The many good women who read The
Register and believe in woman suffrage,
will be interested in knowing something
ot the details of the first election in
Colorado in which women have had
equal privileges of suffrage in all respects
with the men. I was so much interested
in it myself that I came to Denver pur-
posely to spend election day and to visit
the polls and see for myself the bearing
of women as voters, the effect of their
presence at the polls, their effect on the
erowd, the effect of the crowd on them,
the part they would take in the contest,
and how they would appear and act while
doing it Some six weeks before, I had
visited Denver and Colorado with the ob-
ject of seeing the women in the activities
of the campaign, their feeling of interest
or indifference, their comprehension of
public affairs and their duties as voters,
the work they would attempt, the work
they could properly do in the campaign,
the stability and courage of their devo-
tion to party and prineiple, and the com-
parative intelligence of them, rank and
file, intelligent and ignorant, good and
bad, as compared with men. I had never
known any reason why women, in the
sense of abstract right or duty, should
not vote as well as men. Ihad felt, in my
judgment, passive resistance to woman
suffrage, only from fear that participation
in public affairs might in some degree be
nurtfal to the delicacy and tenderness of
refined womanhood; "that it might make
woman more assertive, more masculine,
less feminine and therefore less lovable.h

n !

Hayi_ng seen them in i e

only voted but bore their part in the party
and public duties of the day, I am left to
the frank and manly duty of saying that
even this last feeling of fear as to woman
suffrage on my part is gone; and that the
highest minded man, however jealous and
sheltering he may be of his wife, mother,
or daughter, as againsf contact with any
rude touch of the world, could not hive
found cause for objection at any of these
polls Tuesday—nor, so far as has been
reported, at any polls in Colorado. It
must be that women cast a majority of the
votes polled in Denver Tuegday, for in
four-fifths of the many voting places L
visired. the women voters were clearly in
the majority. In the country districts it is-
reported that the women voted their maxi-
mum strength even more nearly than the
women in the city. Instead of rough or
vicious men, or even drunken men, treat-
ing women with disrespect, the presence
of a single good woman af the polls
seemed to make the whole crowd of men
ag respectful and quiet as at the theatre or
church. For the credit of American men
be it said that the presence of one woman
or girl at the polls, the wife or daughter
of the humblest mechanic, has as good an
effect on the crowd as the presence of the
grandest dame or the most fashionable
belle. The difference in American and
TFuropean deference tn woman I have
never seen 8o strikingly illustrated and
provedas in these throngs of people at the:
polls of this excited and most serious elec-
tion of Tuesday. The American woman
is clearly as much of a queen at the polls,
in her own bearing and the deference paid.
her, as in the drawing-room or at the opera.
I feel more pride than ever in American
manhood and American womanhood.
since seeing these gatherings on Tuesday,
where American men and women of all
classes aEd conditions met in_their own

of a very 1 cam-
paign, one in which at least 90 per cent of
all good and intelligent and refined women
of this city and State were taking a part,
not merely passively, but actively, and
baving spent the whole day Tuesday visit-
ing the polls in this city, where probably
thirty thousand women voted, and not

hood to p with duty and
dignity the selection of their own rulers,
and to give their approval to the principles.
to guide such officials when chosen. No
woman was less in dignity or sweetness.
of d after such parti ion in
public duties, and I do not believe there
is a man of sensibility in Colorado to-day
who does not love his wife, daughter, sis~
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ter or mother the more for the womanly
and gracious manner in which she helped
80 loyally and so intelligently Tuesday in
redeeming Colorado State and Denver
city from misrule and the serious dangers
of communism and disorder. Indeed, the
redemption of Colorado is the victory of
good women. They gave the early enthu-
siasm to the work. They gave the activity
and the ardor and the resolute spirit to
win to the Republican campaign. Still
more, they largely made the efficient
detail organization extending to every

g hood and to every h and
every voter; and it was their patient per-
sistence and tireless effort that finally
brought all people of conscience to the
polls on election day. They perfected
the registry lists, subdivided the list of
voters, and enlisted the most effective
workers, and brought the power of the
tea party and the sewing bee and all the
minor social functions to supersede and
far outdo the always clumsy work of the
traditional caucus. What woman puts
her hand to do in a good cause, is sure to
be done. Colorado and Denver proved
this Tuesday. It was not only largely
the women who had perfected the lists of
voters by districts and precincts, but it was
women who made up the neighborhood
lists, and women who watched the votin
lines and checked the voters present, ani
women who gent their own or their neigh-
bor woman’s carriage to bring in the lag-
gard voters,

I was up early in the morning to see the
entrance of women into State and Na-
tional politics—an entrance in a critical
State in a feverish time, and in a State
already greatly injured by puplic officials
with extreme ideas and not hesitating to
enforce them in public affairs by extreme
means. In National circles there was a
fear that these emotional and hysterical
1ssues, coming up in the prevailing hard
times to offer false relief to people suffer-
ing under heavy burdens, would appeal to
the sympathetic side of women and lead
them, in their untrained zeal as voters, to
carry their State still further in the wrong
direction. It was feared that they would
not carefully enough investigate the truth
or falsity of the new ideas; that they
would decide too hastily and act too im-
pulsively, and thus get on the wrong side,
more from the force of sympathy than
intention. The gravest statesmen in the
Nation, made sincerely anxious by the ap-
pearance of communism in an American
State, with an incumbent governor espous-
ing its dangerous theories, and boldly
seeking re-election in their name to en-
graft them upon the policy of the State,
feared that th«i new women voters might

be cap gh their sy
natures to this false doctrine of quack
i beraldeat i

0Py her ates-
men feared that free trade and its sophis-
tries might capture the women because
some one had once characterized all women
a8 born smugglers. But the women of
Colorado, like all the women of America,
have conscience and intelligence, and like

all women everywhere, had, beside that,
instinet, always so superior to man’s rea-
son. Instead of following the marsh-light
either of communism or free trade, they
quickly saw the evil of both, and led the
men in having Colorado nobly and com-
pletely repudiate both. Indeed, in the
early summer, when the men were waver-
ing in the fight and growing nearly help-
less, and when Republican leaders were
-flinching in the conflict, and some of them
going over to the mob and the false
prophets, the women rallied the line, gave
new energy and greater courage to the
party, and so toned up the wavering
columns of Republicanism and good gov-
ernment in Colorado that new life and new
courage were imparted, not only to this,
but to all the States adjoining, all of
which were infected also by the new here-
sies and threatened by the new dangers to
government and society.

Election morning, the women, instead of
having no interest in politics, as had
always been said, were first at the polls.
From my window in the home of a triend
I was visiting, I could see one voting
place. The polls opened at 7 o’clock. By
6:30 twenty women and fourteen men
were in the line waiting for the first
chance to yote. All the time other voters
kept rapidly coming, nearly every man
coming with his wife, and the most of the
men with two or more women, often the
wife and daughter, frequently wife,
daughter and mother. It was rare at this
poll, or any other, that women came to-
gether or without men, and during all the
day I saw no woman approaching the
polls alone. Instead, families seemed to
come together, and the men seemed
proud of bringing all their family of vot-
ing age to act with them in performing
the most important duty of American
citizenship. Oa Capitol Hill, the home
of the thriftier classes of people, the
families went in groups precisely as they
g0 to church or theatre, and the women
seemed as much at ease in this as in other
places—although I did not see a woman’s
face going to or coming from the polls
that did not bear in it the new light of a
new and smiling dignity. There was in
every woman’s face a token of new
strength and larger self-reliance. I had
the pleasure of going with a kinswoman
to the polls, & woman of as much refine-
ment and delicacy as any woman in civil-
lization could possess, and there was
nothing in it at all to jar her in the least,
or to make me wish she was not a voter.
There is more chance of a lady seeing or
hearing something unpleasant in passing
through a crowd to the average theatre
or opera than there was in this lady or
in any lady going to these voting places
yesterday. Young women. who looked
too young to vote, and who demurely
protested, to the gallant challenge of some
judge or clerk that they were not old
enough for voters, that they were in fact
more than old enough, young looking and
beautiful matrons voting with their daugh-
ters beside them, silver-haired grand-
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mothers, with the light in their faces of
anew joy coming in old age to them, all
mingled together agreeably, and made it
an occasion of pleasure. All of them
were ag much ladies in this sovereign act
of citizenship as in dispensing gracious
hospitality in their own homes. One
notable thing to a man experienced in
politics was the fact that through the
vigilance of the women the polls were
crowded at the start and kept crowded
until all the votes had been cast, with the
result that eighty, and in some cases
ninety-five per cent. of the votes were
polled before noon.

Perhaps the most significant and reas-
suring thing in women’s part in the cam-
paign and election was the fact that all
the controlling leaders on the women’s
side were not the old woman suffrage war
horses who have been talking for woman
suffrage for long years, but the society
women, or the more refined and popular
women in the highest society of Denver,
women who until recently never dreamed
of entering politics. These women, led
thereto by the disorder and lawlessness
and danger engeudered under the rule of
GHv. Waite and Populism, began agitation
and organization last winter gn'd spring,

liti

and

clubg, and held the meetings in their own
homes for the non-parfisan discussion and
investigation of all the serious questions
of government. The power and popular-
ity of society were thus brought to the
help of the Republican ceuse of law and
order, and safety of life and property.
Society women led. As the campaign
proper came on, these society women, hav-
ing gained experience and training from
the series of these political or domestic
lyceums held earlier in their own homes,
naturally succeeded to the places as-
signed to women on the party’s official
campaign committees. In such places
they had full play for the exercise of
their personal influence and social power,
and their influence quickly became the
mightiest of all elements in the contest.
The old-time agitators were superseded,
and yet were borne along the resistless
current under the momentum of the
power of the leaders of the social, Chris-
tian and literary life of the city of Den-

ver.

Now, as the campaigns of the future are
being organized, and the personnel of party
committees determined upon, some of the
old agitators are protesting against these
belles and society leaders, or ‘‘the butter-
flies and flirts of fashionable Denver,” as I
neard one of the old timers characterize
chem  yesterday, taking the places of
honor and power, and retiring autumnal
matrons and spinsters of the early con-
flict from leadership. But it will un-
doubtedly be as true for the future as it
has in this instance here, that woman
suffrage, to be effective and popular, must
be led by the women of the best homes in
every community, or by women whose

active kindness and systematic charity
reaches out constantly to the elevation of
all other homes and to the faithful care
of the helpless and the poor. It wus these
women of the best homes that made the
power of women dominant in Colorado on
Tuesday, and that led to the redemption
and vindication of the State from any ap-
pearance of communism or dishonor.
For, undoubtedly, sixty per cent. of the
vote cast in this State was made up of
the votes of women.

Opponents of equal suffrage will prob-
ably claim that it was the novelty of
women’s first chance to vote and the
peculiar and alarming condition of unrest
and danger existing here that led women
to vote so generally at this election. If
this be true, then is it all the more im-
portant that the women of society who
control in the social life of the State and
are themselves the life of its art, litera-
ture, humanity and good purposes, should
lead and control hereafter as they have
done here. In my judgment, woman suf-
frage, it it is to vindicate its wisdom and
benefit the cause of good government
without taking anything from the tender-
ness or charm of women, must find its
sStrength and counstant salvation under the
impetus and shelter of the best and most
refined of women in all the noble and
sweeter senses of womanhood. A conver-
sation I heara incidentally to-day between
Mrs. Foster, who has been the prophet
and the leader prominent in this contest,
and Mrs. Rhoads, the chairman of the
‘women’s county central committee, illus-
trated to me, as it will to everybody, the
spirit that has guided the women in all
political committee and election work.
Brs. Rhoads said:

“I am just on my way to attend the
meeting of all the party committees which
is to arrange for the jubilee on Monday
over the great victory.” The men are pro-
posing that the Republican women shall
walk in the street procession. I shall
protest against that. Such things are
not for women. Ladies will keep within
the bounds for ladies, in politics as in all
other things. Therefore we shall not do
any such thing as this. We will take part
in the jubilee and attend it, going with
our husbands, fathers and brothers, ag we
went to the polls, or as all ladies go to
theatre, church, public fair, foot-ball
games, or any public gathering. But we
shall certainly do nothing in politics to
make us subjects of ridicule, any more
than we would in social life.”

These were words of wisdom and self-
respecting womanhood, and of the new
woman suffrage. It means that in public
affairs the good women of this land will
apply their power as they apply it in
church and charity work, or in a manner
which will make them still better and
more admirable as women and ladies,
rather than less. It was this sort of
woman’s power, made active in politics
and coming forward to the help of good
last Tuesday, that gained the

the or forms
the proprieties of society, and whose

gov
three greatest victories in a year of unex-
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PREPARE FOR SUFFRAGE.

A Circular

Letter by a Virginia Woman.

Dear Sisters of the Southland :—Women | our country by the right of suffrage hav-

now have the right of suffrage in twenty-
one States of the Union. In one State,
they have no more restrictions on the
franchise than the men of the State have
on the right to express their wishes by
the ballot. In other States, the suffrage
is limited to municipal or educational
affairs.

It is evident, from the signs of the
times, that ere long the question of wo-
man’s right to vote will come before the
Southern people. It remains to be seen
whether the franchise will be bestowed
by the various State legislatures or by
enactment of the general government.
Already in some of the Southern States
the subject is agitated. In some it is pro-
posed to have an educational qualification
to the franchise, which shall be the only
restriction upon the voters. Under this
provision, all educated people of proper
age, if duly naturalized, would have a
voice in the government. All ignorant
people would be excluded from making
the laws and electing the officers who
administer them.

Having studied the question of woman
suffrage with deep interest for more than
twenty-five years, with all the light I can
bring to bear upon it, Lam fully convinced
that it is greatly to the interest of all
concerned that women should participate
in the government of the country in
which they live. I am a Southern woman
born and bred. My ancestors were among
the early settlers of Virginia. My fore-
fathers shed their blood to establish the
Union under which we live. My heart and
hopes are with the Southland. I believe
that a new era is dawning upon us, in
which the women as well as the men are
to be called upon to speak for ‘““God and
Home and Native Land.” T feel that I am
called upon to urge upon Southern wom-
en to prepare for the exercise of this great
trust and privilege. In our day, we have
seen great and terrible evils brought upon

ing been bestowed upon a race all unpre-
pared to use it. Let not another calamity
like this be brought upon us, by our un-
fitness for the task we are called upon to
perform.

[ know that there now exists much
prejudice on the subject. Having grown
up with the same prejudice, and having
outgrown it in maturer years, I can con-
fidently assure you that, if you will care-
fully and dispassionately examine the sub-
Jject, prejudice will pass from your minds.

The bitterress resulting from the an-
guish of Civil War invested the question
of woman suffrage with sectional hatred
with which it had nothing to do. InEng-
land the most advanced views are held on
this subject. Throughout Great Britain,
single women and widows have for many
years voted in all municipal and school
elections, subject only to the same re-
strictions imposed upon men. Mr. Glad-
stone, who does not favor full suffrage
for women, acknowledges that they have
exercised municipal suffrage ‘‘without
detriment, and with great advantage.”

Southern women have been so accus-
tomed to the idea of exclusion from all
public functions, that it is difficult to dis-
abuse their minds of the sentiment that
all such exercise of their faculties is
wrong. Much of this feeling is mere
theory. Inthe churches, which are chiefly
maintained by women, much excellent
work is done by women in teaching, culti-
vating music, and in various forms of
benevolence, extending Christian influ-
ences. With the great increase of educa-
tional facilities, the God-given powers of
women are being developed to a degree
that necessarily brings them into promi-
nence. The lady whose mental training
enables her to instruct a Bible class of
150 other women; the travelled woman
whose fine observation enables her to
interest a large audience as she tells of
what she has seen; thesinger whose bird-
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like notes enthrall all who hear her in
church or concert hall ; the elocutionist or
public reader who delights and refines the
taste of those who assemble at her recita-
tions ; the woman editor who, in her daily
paper, tells ‘‘the history of the world for
aday,” and is ready to point a moral or
adorn a tale, as each page unfolds; the
woman who builds up and presides over a
large school; the woman planter who
successfully manages her estate and raises
a fine crop of cotton, corn or cattle,—each
and all of these depart from the old
Southern ideas of ante-bellum days.

The part taken by Southern women
during the war, when the men were in the
field, and the means of existence, the
preservation of society, depended upon
women, is among the noble chapters of
human story. What women in the South
have done and suffered in the shipwreck
of fortune and the change of the labor
gystem that followed the war can never
be fully,told. And now a new duty con-
fronts you, a new task lies before you.

I beg you, by the love you cherish for
your own families, by the compassion you
feel for the poor, the unfortunate, the
erring, to prepare worthily to perform
this task. If you ask me what steps to
take, I would say, look at the subject
seriously, prayerfully, intelligently. Find
out what are the laws in regard to
women and children, in your own States,
and, if they need improvement, what
changes should be made. Visit the schools,
the almshouses, the ingane agylums within

your reach. Shameful neglect and cruelty
often occur in such institutions, where
there is ‘‘no eye to pity, nohand to save.”
Read the newspapers, and inform your-
selves as to current events, so that you
can discuss them intelligently with others.
Consider whether the societies to which
you belong, whether for religious objects,
temperance work, or general interests,
would not be more efficacious if women
had a voice in the laws that regulate
them. Read the history of the suffrage
movement. Be diligent in the discharge
of domestic duties, you who are so happy
as to have homes. Let no husband or
child complain that his interests are neg-
lected, because the wife and mother is
absorbed in public affairs. Let those who
are alone in the world, and have no shel-
tering roof, remember that ‘“‘He sefbteth
the solitary in families.” Foreach and all
the claims of human brotherhood are
strong. The sick, the sad, the sinful, the
insane, the pauper, the orphan, all of
these are waiting for you to minister to
them.

It was said of old, ‘It is not good for
man to be alone.” ‘‘At the polls or any-
where else that human interests call for
human aid,” is the modern interpretation
thereof. The question is not whether you
want to vote, but whether you ought to
vote. Upon the answer you make to this
question depends the weal or woe of the
land we love, in the years that are to
come. ORRA LANGHORNE.
Culpeper, Va.
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of the governed.” Women are governed!
You cannot dispute that, my brethren.
It occurs to me that they are a little more
governed in our State than any other,—
for do you men not carry the common (!)
pocket-book? Do not your preferences
and prejudices rule in your households?
Well, then, admitting that they are ‘“‘goy-
erned,” should not they give consent to
the power governing, in the shape of a
vote, on a ‘‘hand primary,” or something
signifying acquiescence?

The Declaration goes on to say, ‘“Taxa-
tion without representation is tyranny.”
Are we women not taxed on our lands,
our bank stock, our pianos, our watches,
our house furniture? You know we are,
and not a bit of representation have we.
You would not consider yourself repre-
sented by your wife’s vote; why should
she consider herself represented by yours?
Then think how many unmarried women
and widows there are in the State—some
with no male relations, who have not even
the remotest shadow of a voice in the dis-
position of the taxes, whose burden falls
on them just as it does on men, except the
poll tax. And isn’t it a covert insult to
insinuate we have no heads to pay a tax
upon? So you must see that, if our fore-
fathers were justified in warring with the
mother country, your wife, mother and
sister suffer under the same grievance at
your hands. Suppose, then, you invested
us with this right, as due tax-payers on
land, ete. ; do you think no woman would
vote in South Carolina? Brothers, you
are mistaken. I am certain many women
want to be recognized as men’s equals,
who hesitate to say so, lest it make them
unpopular. I cannot believe that men
like a woman less for having the courage
to speak the truth. You believe, as I do,

“Truth, shrined in thy heart,
Thy soul shall save.”

And as for courage, do not men love it?
Think of the women who have proved
their possession of it—as Joan of Arc or
Charlotte Corday. ‘Freedom is the in-
dispensable condition of the whole moral
life, and its preservation is one of our first
duties.” We women betake ourselves to
prayer for the salvation of our country,
but if we could only vote as we pray, how
would the day of deliverance from unjust
laws and cruel wars pe hastened! If, by
equal educational opportunities,we fortify
the minds of women with facts concern-
ing the great questions which occupy
men, we would discover the most effectual
cure for gossip, scandal, twaddle. And
now may I ask some questions, the an-
swers to which embody in brief women’s
relations to the laws of the State?

1. Shall men and women, who obey
the laws, have a right to make them?

Ans.—No, only men.

‘Who shall make the laws that concern
women only ?

Men.

May not mothers help make the laws
that settle their legal relations to their
children?

No, only men shall make them.

May not married women have a voice in
making the laws that determine what
share of the property acquired by labor
of both wifeand husband during marriage
they shall have?

They may not.

May not a married woman help make
the laws that decide how much of the
property owned by her before her mar-
riage shall belong to her after her hus-
band’s death?

No—men shall decide it.

‘Who shall make the laws that decide
how much a wife may will of her own
property ?

len.

‘Who shall make the laws that decide
the rights of husbands and wives in case
of separation?

The answer is, men.

By the laws men have made, have the
father and mother an equal right to their
children ?

No. The right of the father is para-
mount.

What share shall a wife have of her
husband’s real estate on his death?

She shall have the “widow’s third.”

Shall the men and women who pay
the taxes say what shall be done with the
money ?

No, only the men.

Shall Indians and negroes have a right
to vote for all officers of town, county,
State and nation?

They shall.

Shall white women citizens have a right
to vote as well as Indians and negroes?

They shall not.

‘When a husband brutally assaults his
wife, who shall make the laws to punish
him ?

Men only.

Now, friends, think of these injustices
as suffered by the women who are dearest
to you, your wife, your daughter, when
you shall be no longer by to interpose
your strong arm in defence of those you
love; and, for their sakes, seek to make
better laws for the women of South Caro-
lina.

If you tell me voting unsexes women, I
point you to the women of Wyoming,
who have been voting for twenty years,
and are just as loving mothers, faithful
wives and devoted sisters as the women
who shrink from the ‘‘publicity of the
ballot-box.” Besides, there are twenty
States having school or municipal suftrage,
whose women are not in the least ‘“‘un-
sexed.”

If you quote the Bible as against woman
suffrage, I will also quote it as giving
women a hand and head in the administra-
tion of affairs political. You remember
Deborah, who ruled Israel forty years, and
without whom Barak, the general of the
armies, would not go out to battle? *In
Christ there is neither Jew nor Greek,
male or female, but all are one.” Women
as well as men are commanded to ‘‘Call no
man master.” Nowhere is it said in the
Bible, ‘“Thou shall not vote.”

I am sure you are too just to refuse us
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the right of suffrageon the plea that we
have not the strength to enforce the laws,
or because we cannot fight, inasmuch as
you let disabled soldiers vote, and also
men too feeblein body ever to have borne
arms. I have known some very small,
weak men, but I never knew one of them
deprived of his vote because he was little
and not strong. I am sure you will agree
with me that it is conscience, intelligence,
love of country you want in a voter, not
muscle. Have we women not these? The
physical forces do not create laws, but
only enforce them. What we as women
would do is to help create better, juster,
more equal laws for the people, of whom
we constitute fully one - half, don’t

we?

Somebody has said, ‘A woman perils
her life for her country, for every soldier
that is born. For the man doing picket
duty, she has done sentry duty by his
cradle.” Each of you can remember
when your mother was your quartermas-
ter, and supplied your rations of bread
and butter. Can words tell what she is
to you in sickness or sorrow? How then
can you deny her the living right of the
ballot?

But you say to me, “Oh! what’s the
use, women will vote as their husbands
do.” Well, suppose they do, that will be
two votes cast for a good man instead of
one, and you will have introduced into
politics the pure, economical, unbribable,
law-abiding quality of woman. And this
quality, like the odor of a rose in your
handkerchief drawer, will permeate the
body politic, and give you the fairest, full-
est, most accurate expression of public
opinion.

But there is another qualm you have in
regard to giving this crowning liberty to
your sister, which shall raise her at once
from the level of the idiot, the lunatic
and the criminal. For think, my brothers,
these are the unfortunates by whom you
place us, in withholding from us the right
of expression at the ballot-box. ‘‘Negro
women will be rushing to the polls,” you
fear. How easy to tide over that danger!
Give us suffrage with an educational quali-
fication, or, if you will, a property qualifi-
cation. With the former, you would at
once add 76,000 educated white women to
your 96,000 educated white men voters
and settle the vexed question of white
supremacy by a majority of 34,000 over
f.hE 118,000 colored voters of South Caro-
ina.

I would like to tell you what I know of
some of the leading women suffragists of
other Southern States. The leading Ala-
bama woman suffragist is Miss Fanny
Griffin, of Montgomery. She won my
heart the first time I ever saw her, at the
National W. C. T. U. Convention in Chi-
cago, in 1889. She was quite unused to
the platform, but nothing could exceed
her ease and grace; keen, kind, intellec-
tual, with a voice full and deep, every-
body perceived that here was a new force.
She set forth the spirit of the South in
words of such wit and wisdom that a Grand

Armz of the Republic man rose and called”
for three cheers and a hip, hip, hurrah for
the Southland. When the war left her
father penniless, a soldier friend said to
him, ‘“What a pity, Col. Griffin, you have
no son to help you!” Whereupon he an-
swered pluckily, “I wouldn’t swap my
daughter Fanny for all the boys in Bul-
lock County.” Nor did she disappoint
her father, but proved the strong staff of
his declining years, while educating her
younger brothers and sisters. Yet this
woman, in her girlhood, never so much as
tied her own shoes. Of course the Ala-
bama women are proud of their magnifi-
cent leader.

Kentucky has two women leaders in
this great reform—DMiss Laura Clay, a per-
fect Henry Clay as a speaker, and dear
little Mrs. Josephine K. Henry. She is
addicted to literary pursuits, edits a paper
and is a most winning speaker. She has
created so much suffrage sentiment in
Kentucky that two years ago she was
nominated for clerk of court, and made a
very successful run.

In Mississippi, Mrs. Hattie B. Kells
worked up the women, and men also, to a
sense of this new era. They came very
near puttiu% woman suffrage in their con-
stitution. grieved when this was de-
feated, but I consoled myself with the
hope that my own beloved State might
get, ahead of Mississippi in doing this
justice to her daughters, or in being nobly
generous, shall I say? How can brothers,
husbands, fathers, hesitate to throw this
®gis of protection around the women
they love, for whom they would so freely
give their lives? Remember, if by some
unexpected stroke your daughter, wife or
sister loses the strong arm of your love
and care, the ballot in her own hands may
be her best defence against the ‘‘slings
and arrows of outrageous fortune.”

When Hattie Kells, a low - voiced,
gentle little woman, yet ‘“‘with a heart for
any fate,” told me she had been elected a
member of the Mississippi Press Associa-
tion, I said, ‘“Then why can’t I be in
South Carolina? Nobody need tell me
that Mississippians are ahead of the men
of my own State in that generous chivalry
which not only uncovers the head, but is
ready with hand and heart to befriend
woman, even against the laws which so
often cruelly ignore her personality.” So
this is how I came to be here.

Mrs. Judge Merrick, of New Orleans, is
the mother of woman sufirage in Louisi-
ana. She is the daughter of one of
Andrew Jackson’s chief stand-bys in the
battles of the past. Her father was a
lion-heart, a man of great breadth of
thought and liberality of opinion; and
these he imparted to his gifted daughter.
Indeed, statistics of heredity show that,
as great men are apt to be ‘‘their mothers’
own sons,” so great women are their
fathers’ own daughters. Under Mrs.
Merrick’s leadership, the women of
Louisiana will, before very long, be vot-
ing. Of course it will be after the Austra-
lian ballot method, so hedged about that
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from the narrow, strong lips. They re-
garded her with a kind of awe for &
moment, the boldest among them forget-
ting to sneer.

It was at this moment that Ike, who
had been in the rear of the house filling &
quart bottle with Kerosene for a customer,
came forward, the bottle in his hand. He
glanced a moment at the silent, gaping
crowd, with their gaze fixed upon the
woman who had lifted her voice in
prophecy. His swarthy face grew livid;
without a second’s hesitation he lifted his
arm and hurled the bottle with all his
strength at her head. It crashed past her
and went to pieces in & thousand frag-
ments upon the wall behind her. The
woman never flinched.

**What air ye doin’ here?” demanded the
angry husband. “*Didn’t I tell yer ter
stay at home whar ye b'longed, ye dad-
burned hell-cat? Comin’ here to make a
fool 0 yerse’t befo’ a passel o' fools as
aint ot no more sense than to lsugh at
ye! Lemme git at ye; I'll see ef—"

The group separated to make way for
him as the half-drunken man strode past
them; he carried a rawhide whip that he
jerked from the hand of one of the men
who had driven & yoke of oxen to the
store. The womsn moved aside, not to
dodge the blow, but to shield the child
playing with the twine cord upon the
counter. One sharp, cutting hlow de-
scended upon the thin, stooped shoulders;
but before he could lift the whip for &

socond, the strange man lesning against
the counter sprang to his feet and seized
his arm.

“Don’t you do that again!” he com-
manded. “Don’t you dare to strike that
woman again, you damned brute, you! I
mean what T 8ay; no man shall strike &
woman where I am, not if I have to hang
for it. Drop that Iash, you coward, and
get back to your oil tubs. A pretty thing,
you, to call yourself a man! Men!"—he
turned to the wonder-stricken crowd about
the door—*'you see for yourselves how the
laws of the State need mending. If Igo
to the Legislature from this county, the
very first bill I shall introduce will be one
to make wife-beating & felony in the State
of Tennessee. Now you may elect me on
that ticket or not, just as you choose.”

A few minutes later ho stood outside,
watching for Josephine to come down the
rude steps, preparatory to going home.

“Why did you come here, my good
woman?” he sald, wishing to offer some
kind of help to the poor creature. Why
did you come here? See what you have
brought upon yourself.”

He pointed to & blood stain upon her
shoulder where the rawhide had cut
through to the skin. She glanced at the
stain and then at him. Something in his
voice appesled to her ; this was her oppor-
tunity to say a word, to help along the
women of Knoxville.

L air not keerin’ fur that,” said she;
“what I air keerin’ fur air my liberty; I

want my liberty. ’Pears like the women
air the only created critters as hev not got
the'r freedom in this worl’”

Instinotively there recurred to him a
scene he had witnessed in his youth; a
slave was being beaten for running away;
he wa¢ bound with thongs, and another
slave was made to ply the lash; it was of
rawhide also, and there was blood upon
the slave’s shoulders. He received his
punishment without a groan ; but the next,
dsy he ran away again, and was found
dead along the roadside, en route to
liberty. And this woman of Tennessee,
with her bruised and burdened back,
demanded hers.

“Aye, God, and she shall have it,” he
told himself as he galloped home through
the midnight; “'she shall have it, it word
of mine can avail to help along the cause.
Liberty? Why, men have died for liberty ;
they have died to give the gracious boon
to other men. Yet for woman—who has
thought of her?”

The words of the mountain womsn
throbbed in his thoughts: ‘*’Pears like
women air the only created eritters as aint
got the'r freedom.”

He saw again the gaping crowd, the
sneering faces, the uplifted lash. Again
in his ears was sounding the one word of
defence offered: *‘Some o’ you-uns'll live
ter see the women o’ the land castin’ 0’
the'r votes yet.”

Prophetic words, and big with mean-
ing!
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A HUMBLE ADVOCATE.

BY WILL ALLEN DROMGOOLE.

Sunrise in Jones’ Cove. The great en-
compagsing mountains stood solemn and
weird and silent, capped with cloud and
carpeted with everlasting green about
their feet, where the winter scarce finds
an entrance into the well-screened Cove
slumbering smong their rugged bases.
Winding in and out among the gaps and
crevices of the mountains, Big Pigeon
River might be seen fighting its way to
the beautitul French Broad.

The sun was peering over the mountains,
a great round red eye of fire. The Cove
still lay in shadow and in silence. It
might have been a dead world, indeed,
for all sign there was of life, save for the
one lone figure leaning upon the low pal-
ings of the rude gate in front of a little
weather beaten cabin standing at the
Cove's head, just at the point where the
road begins the ascent of the mountain.

As for the woman, she, too, might have
been a part of the deadness, as she stood
there, with one small, Enotted, labor-
marked hand clasping the paling, the
elbow of the other arm resting upon it,
her chin in her hand, and her bright
brown eyes fixed in melancholy musing
upon the distant peaks of mountain rising
above the valley. Only, looking well
into the face, one could not fail to see the
fire that still hid in the dark eyes, like a
slumbering coal-bed that waited only the
revivitying breath of excitement to fan
it into & living glow.

Within the cabin a man lay sleeping,
upon a bed over which was thrown a
quilt of many-colored etripes. Two burly,
caltskin-covered feet depended floorward
beneath the coverlet, and the arm, thrown
with the careless abandon of the weary
sleeper over the man’s head, wore a sleeve
of heavy gray jeans. Evidently he had
thrown himself down to sleep without
undressing. Upon & low trundle-bed at
his side a boy of six years and a baby of
one were sleeping. The woman at the
gate was waiting for the man to awaken
and eat his breakfast. It was already
cooked, and was only waiting the pleasure
of the liquor-sodden sleeper before the
woman would bring it out from the skil-
lets and pots ranged about the hearth,
where she had set it to prevent the food
getting “‘stone cole” before he should
sober up sufficlently to call for it.

It was a dreary life, a cat-and-dog ex-
istence for her, the silent young watcher
at the gate.

(From the Arena).

“E I could only get my own cornsent
ter hold my toogue, I reckin it would be
better,” she mused. ““But 'pears like I'd
be obleeged ter die sometimes ef I didn’t
try ter head Ike Cary oft in some o’ his
doin’s. "Specisl when be begins to hen-
der the chillen; the pore little chillen
as can’t holp the'rse’ves noways. I jest
can’t be still then; I be obleeged ter fight
fur my chillen. Even the ole hen out
thear'll do that much fur her young; or
the wil’ varmints in the woods. I can’t
git my own cornsent ter be less keerful
' my young than the hens an the b'ars
an’ sech.”

It waen’t an unpleasant face that was
litted for & moment to the sunlight
stealthily creeping over the mountains; it
showed resolve, spirit, and a courage that
death itself could not put to shame.

I hev sarved that thar man in_thar
ten yesr, good an’ faithfal. I didn’t
come ter him em’ty handed, nuther.
I had a hundred head o’ cattle an’ &
halt & hundred acres o valley lan’.
Av I ware not accounted s bad
lookin’ gal nuther, them days. But the
law allowed as Ike Cary could keep my
Ian’ an’ {ruck more better nor me, an’ §0
it ware his'n after I ware married ter him.
Whose it air now I can’t tell. The still
house got it o’ Ike, I know that much.
‘They-uns useter say, t00, over yander in
Elmiry whar I ware raised, that I ware
right sprightly. Some allowed I'd make
my mark ef I lived an’ got my growth. I
made it, yes; a mighty crosty kind o’
mark it were, when I married Tke. I sint
lacked in my sarvice none nuther, as I
can see; an’ what I hev got in exchange
tur hit air blows and hard names. Lord,
et it ware not fur the chillen, the chillen
that he air ruinin’ of, I'd I’ist my heels
an’ take that thar road up the mount’ n, an’
travel away from here quickern yer
could say ‘Jack Roberson. If it ware
not fur the chillen I'd do it.”

For the children. How many weary
women have bowed their backs to their
burdens, and taken their crosses again for
the sake of the children—the children,
God-given to keep the oul and body in

ness if not in unison!

“You Josephine! Am I got ter wait
all day fur a,mouffull o’ cole victuals? Or
hev ye gone spang deef that ye can’t hear
noways, when I call ter ye? Hi God, ye
air getten too peart and independent ter
sult my fancy. Standin’ thar sun-gasin’,

air ye?an’ me a-waiting for my breakfus’
Gol darn ye, ef yer don’t come in here an’
fish out them victuals I’Il fling the shovel
at yer; else’t this here brat as can’s make
out ter git itse’f wake like other folks.”

She was in the cabin long enough before
the man had completed his complaint, and
was dishing up the breakfast. She paid
10 heed to his threats until he strode over
to the trundle-bed where the baby was
sleeping, the older child having risen
when Cary called his wife to get his
breakfast up.

“'Stan’ back from thar,” she commanded.
““You-uns jest let that thar chile be, Ike
Cary.”

Whether it was the glitter in the rest-
Tess eyes, or whether he was too stupidly
indifferent to carry out his threat, she
neither knew nor cared; with a low laugh
of derision he drew his chair up to the
tableand began to eat his breakfast. The
woman sat near, not eating, but waiting
upon her husband, and the little boy who
serambled up into a chair at her side and
began calling for a dodger.

“I'd wash my face an’ hands first ef I
ware ye,” said the mother. *It air plumb
bad manners ter eat without washin’.”

“Let him be,” eaid Cary. *‘What be the
use, anyhow? They-uns'll be dirty ag'in
’ginst dinner time. Eat yer breakfus,’
son; pappy’ll let ye.”

““That aint no way ter raise chillen,”
said Mrs. Cary. As she had so many
times told herself, she couldn’t get her
own consent to hold her tongue where
the children were concerned.

The man made no reply; he was busy
with the chicken she had broiled and set
before him. When he had finished and
pushed back his plate, he seemed in & bet-
ter humor—disposed to talk, indeed;
though the talk always meant either an
argument or & season of ridiculing the wo-
‘man whom he regarded as his weaker half.

“Whar did you'uns stay s’ night?”
She put the question timidly, knowing
trom experience what the reply would be.

“Wall, now, Mis’ Master, whar do ye
reckin?” said he. “I ware somewhars,
that ought ter satisfy ye. But Lor, these
women! they air obleeged ter know it all.
Waal then, ef ye must know, I ware down
ter the Forge; an’ some o’ the candidates
ware thar, an’ we had all the liquor we
could carry, an’ more. An’they-uns ware
powerful anxious ter git my vote, too, I
can tell ye. Offered me—"
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She bent her small, bright eyes upon
him a moment, then made & gesture as of
waving him off.

“Et you-uns hey been a-takin’ of bribes
an’ sech, 1ke Cary, I don’t want ter know
e

“Jest a8 ye please, jest as ye please.
But stir yer stumps an’ get the cuckle
burrers out'n that thar brat's head. I
aims ter fetch him ter town with me ter-
8y.”

“‘He aint it ter go,” she replied. “He
ware ailin’ all night. I gin him paregoric
twicet endurin’ o the night.”

*+He's a-goin’ jest the same,” said Cary.
“An’ ef you-uns wants ter sen’ him off
lookin® like the witches hev had him, 7
aing keerin’. He's my chile, I reckin, an’
I aims to do ex I please with him. Git
up, eon, an’ git yer hat. Pappy’s gwine
let ye ride behin’ him down ter S'vierville
terday.”

Rebellion was useless; she had tried it
too often not to know. She smoothed
out the tangled yellow hair, and washed
the face that shone again with the anticl-
pation of  ride to the county seat. And
when the man extended a leg and reached
his hand to the boy to drag him up to the
saddle behind him, she stood at the gate
and “saw them off” with the best grace
she could summon.

“Keep a holt on the tail of yer pappy’s
coat, son,” she admonished the smiling
youngster. “An’ Ike, you-uns hol’ on
ter Benny; he aint use ter ridin’ behin’,
an’ hell slip off inter Pigéon River or
somers, an’ git hisse’t drowned, ef ye aint
keerfal of him.”

“Lord, Lord, listen ‘at the critter,” said
Ike. “Air he my chile or not? That’s
what I'd like ter know.”

As they rode awsy, she 6tood watching
them through eyes in which anger had
dried the tears that might otherwise have
come to her relief.

“Ter hear that man talk anybody would
think as it air all his chile, an’ that he
never had no mammy ; leastways that she
g0t 1o more ter say in the raisin’ of him
than ef she ware & stick. Women air no
better than that nohows, I'm a-thinkin’.
The laws o’ this kentry gins a man the
right ter hol’ the lash, an’ he hol's it.

“The laws, £ say! A pretty thing the
1aws o this land air, a-settin’ by an’ seein’
chillen bein’ kerried ter thar death, an’
allownn’ as it air all right becase the
father hev a right ter do as he likes with
his own chillen. An’ what air the law
fur the woman, I gay? Why don’t they
Jet the women he’p make ’em ef they-uns
hev got ter live up to ’em? That's what
1 wanter know. Lor! but wouldn't I like
ter he'p make the laws fur this country!
an’ wouldn't I jest give the women a
showin’ ter live, though!  Wouldw't 1"

She had never heard of woman suffrage
in her life. She only knew that she had
felt the lack of the law’s protection, and
Tecognized in & vague way that the man
who governs the woman is rot competent
0 make jmpartial Jaws for her. The
thought had come to her often before;

but this morning she was go impressed
with it that she did not hear a step coming
along the path, the nigh cut down the
mountain. She had unconsciously given
volce to her thought, not knowing that she
had an audience: ‘“Set & passel 0’ men
ter make laws fur the women they expec’
ter own! Shucks! Like to make good
uns, I reckin.”

A man stood at the foot of the path; he
had heard every word of the foolish com-
plaining.

““Never you min’ *bout that, Mis’ Cary,”
sald he. “Thar's better days a-comin’
tur the women folks, I shouldn’t wonder.
T heeard las’ week whenst I war down ter
Knoxvul ter witness fur Si Odem, as ware
indicted fur stealin’ of & horse. Si never
took the horse no more’n you did, an’ I
went down ter witness as he ware over
ter my house the very day he ware "oused
0 stealin’ the critter over in Knox County.
1 tol’ the jury that, but they-uns ’peared
not ter take my word, somehows, an’ Si
ware sent ter the penitentiary fur ten
year. ButI beeard, whilest I ware thar
witnessin’ fur Si, as how the women folks
‘ware going ter belet ter vote befo’ mighty
long. I went ter one 0’ the'r meetin's
whilest I ware thar. Tware helt in a
tent; an’ how them women did talk about
the men ware a scan’le, Mis’ Cary. Lord,
Lord, ef the women don’t beat my time!
Wantin’ ter be let ter vote, same as men!
First thing ye an’ me knows, Mis’ Cary,
they’ll be axin’ ter be let wear pantaloons,
and galluses, an’ sech. Then who air ter
cook breakfus’, I'd like ter know? Thar
aint no tellin’ what the women of Ten-
nessee Won't be a-wantin’ of next.”

She was listening with wide, dilated
eyes; her heart was beating like a ham-
me

er.

“Air it true that they ull be let ter
vote?” said she. ‘‘Air that a true word,
Jeff Bynum?”

“Wall, now, Mis’ Cary, hit aint quite
settled yit,” said Jefl. ‘“This air the
shape they-uns hey got it inter. The
women folks they ung allows thar be lots
o’ meanness kerried on in Tennessee, an’
they let on s how if they-uns be let ter
vote they ull send good men ter the
Legislatur'—men as won't take bribes, an’
will put down liquor, an’ wipe out wife-
beatin’, and mebbe kill the Ole Scratch
bisse’t, fur all anybody knows.”

There was & flash of the dark eyes, &
quiver of the strong 1ips that should have
had a girlish laugh upon them, instead of
that weary woman-look they wore.

“Did the women o’ Knoxvul say that
air?” Her face flushed with the pride
she felt in them she could have fallen at
their feet in very worship.

“The women o' Knox and Hamulton,
an’ some from as fur as Shelby hitset,”
said Bynum. “I declar’ ter goodness,
Mis' Cary, it ware a plumb. caution the
way they-uns talked. One got up an’
allowed a8 she wanted ter vote ter holp
develop & moralerty in gov'mint. I won-
der what the fool allowed she ware talkin’
’bout. An’ another one wanted ter vote

beca’se she didn’t want ter be classed
with lunatics, stie ssid. Another one
didn’t want ter be put with édjits, though
1 could see mighty plain as she ware one,
pint blank. An’ one ware ag'in bein’
put down in the law with crimernals an’
furriners, an’ said she wanted a ekal
right ter her own chillen. ‘Women's
rights’ they-uns called it. Lord, Lord,
my wite gits all the rights she air entitled
to in this worl’; all her entitlements an’
more, ef the truth ware knowed. She
hev got the right ter milk the cow, an’
cook the victuals, ter rise up an’ ter set
down. What more mortal critter air
wantin’ of air too much fur Jeff Bynum
ter say.”

He waited for her to agree with him,
but she was silent. She was no longer
listening ; she was thinking of those brave
women in Knoxville, How her soul went
out to them! The slumbering fires of
her nature awoke and made response to
their effort, those brave few, fighting, con-
testing every inch of the road, their way
to freedom—their way, and the way of
all womanhood. She was with them a3
surely as though she had been in their
meetings, been one of them. She recog-
nized the need; her heart responded to
the justice of their claims. She would
have footed it all the way to Knoxville,
gladly, just to have told them how she
thanked them for their effort,

The visitor saw the keen interest in the
young face, and, not unwilling to make
himself interesting, proceeded to talk.

T tell ye now, Mis’ Cary,” said he, “T
be goin’ down ter fed’ral court nex’ month,
ter witness fur Abe Stores, s air indicted
tar illicit distillin’; an’ DIl keep my ears
pricked, an’ ef I heear any more about this
here thing o' the women votin® I'll let ye
know. Itaira mighty fine subject now,
shore. They-uns allowed the law let ever’
created critter have a sesso except luner-
tios, an’ convic's, an’ idjits, an’ farriners,
an’ babies, an’ women. But shucks, says
I Whar's the good o’ votin’? Hit aint
henderin’ the workin’s o’ Satan, as 7 can
see. Heair jest as lively terday as befo’ the
women axed ter be let to vote, Mis’ Cary.”

She made 1o reply, and glancing at her
face he saw that she was not thinking of
him. Half aggrieved, he turned away.

“Wall, I must be a-mosin’,” said he.

The words recalled her wandering
senses; she remembered the courtesy due
to & visitor, even in her wonder over the
strange knowledge that had come to her.

“Won’t you-uns come in an’ git  bite o
Dreakfug'?” she said. ‘“Hit aint cole yet,
though Ike hev 't his an’ gone.”

“Naw'm, I must be a-mosin’ on; T ware
at & coon hunt lag’ night, an’ the ole
*oman sbe'll be a-lookin’ fur me ter be in
time fur breakfus.” Good day, Mis’ Cary.
DIl be shore ter let ye know ’bout the
votin’ whenst I come back from witnessia’
fur Abe.”

He was laughing silently as he went
down the sun-flooded road with the loiter-
ing step of the all-night reveller.

“Lord, now, wouldn’t she cut a figger
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at the polls? An’ wouldn’t the boys jest
eternally laugh Ike out’n the Cove ef his
wite ware ter take ter votin’ an’ sech?
Butef she ware ter take anotion ter it, sll
S'vier County couldn’t stop her, she air
that heady an’ high-strung.”

Tke, meanwhile, was pursuing his way
a8 calmly unconcerned as though he had
the worid at his feet. When he reached
his store, early as it was, he saw the usual
crowd of loafers congregated, waiting for
him to open up for the day.

He tossed the key into the midst of
them as he rode past, half turning in the
saddle to call out to them:

“Open the darned thing, some of ye.
An’ gome of ye shut the door ternight
'g'inst varmints an’ sech. Holp yerse'ves
ter barter, an’ gech, an’ leave yer truck
somers in thar. Im goin’ down ter
S'vierville ter lay in some goods, mebby.
Bob Bolton, air that yer snaggletooth
countenance over thar? Whar air that
To0t o' rattlesnake’s master you-uns ware
gwine ter fetch ter trade for some sorghum
80 brick? Mis® Durham she jest doctored
hersef on corn whiskey whilest she ware
waitin’ on the rattlesnake’s master; that
thar time she got herse’t bit. Got tarin’
drunk—tight as the devul; killed the
plison, howsomever. But fetch it ’long,
fetch it *long; thar a plentier more folks
for the rattlers to cut the'r teeth on
exceptin’ ole Mis' Durham. Good-day,
folkses. Walk in an’ make yerse'ves ter
home. An’ ef g0 be thar's any ‘mongst
ye not hones’ enough ter charge up what
he gits, why, let him steal it, he's wel-
come. Ef he'd ruther be a rogue as ter
be a hones’ man, he hev got my cornsent
ter s0 be.”

The summer waned, the days grew
shorter; then came the light frost, and
autumn, gayly resplendent, settled upon
the hills, The trees worea rustling burden
of scarlet and gold and amethyst. Then
came the hoarfrost, and vegetation died
like & newly born joy in the hears of a
woman. The scarlet and gold gave place
to ashes and dust; denuded nature’s heart
lay bare. Then came the rains, Novem-
ber, and the election. Mrs. Cary had
heard nothing from Bynum; indeed, she
had not expected to hear. She had heard
enough to awaken her heart to the great
possibilities that lay buried in the bosom
of that mysterious future that might dawn
sometime for the women of Tennessee.

She felt sometimes that, had fate dealt
her a different lot, she might indeed have
been one of them—one of the helpers in
the great cause that wag already dear to
her.  Yet, “I dunno, nuther,” she would
tell herselt when this thought was in her
heart. “I dunno; mebby I wouldn't
know so well what the need air ef I hadn’t
a felt it as I hev done.”

Experience, mighty mother of despair,
had taught her what it was to be a slave
to man’s meanness and ignorance. A slave,
She remembered that one of the Knox-
wville women had ssid she' wanted the
ballot because she wanted her liberty.
The thought had taken possession of her,

that humble woman, lost among the hills
of Temnessee, lost to everything but
ignorance and despair. Liberty! Why, it
was liberty that reared Bunker Hill, made
America. Liberty, the foundation and
chief corner stone of the very government
itselt, the palladium of all peace, the base
of the triangle upon which is founded all
brotherly love and good fellowship. And
woman was the only one of God’s creatures
to whom it was denied. But it would
come—it must; the mighty minds of earth
would take hold some day and knock off
her shackles and set her free.

The idea possessed her; she could talk
of nothing else. Afternoons when Ike
would be away at the store, or off on a
drunken bout somewhere, she would take
the children and go off to some of the
neighbor women’s houses and talk to them
about it. But she got little sympath
they called her *‘cracked,” after awhile,
and some wondered why Ike Cary didn’t
make her “stop sech etarnal foolishness.”

She had never attempted to talk to Tke
about it but once. It was one evening
when he came home from Pigeon Forge
in high glee because of & speech he had
heard down there in favor of his chosen
candidate for the State Legislature.

“Did ye hear anything o’ the women
bein’ let ter vote, whilest ye ware down
ter the Forge?”

She had put the question timidly; per-
haps that was why it angered him.

“Listen at the fool,” sald he. “The
idee 0’ women votin'!l What do women
know about the laws o’ the land? I declar
ter God, Josephine, ef you-uns aint gittin’
foolisher an’ foolisher ever’ day ye lives.
Ye aint got a8 much gumtion as that thar
chile thar this minute. Now, I want ter
tell ye as I hev heard enough ’bout that
thar fool notion you-uns hev took up.
air not goin’ to be laughed plumb out’n
the State o’ Tennessee, ef I know it.”

The next day she took her baby under
her arm and went to pay a little visit at
the house of her neighbor. It was near
the time of the election; the men were
going o and from the county seat every
day. She might learn something of the
great question that had so agitated her
mind. But the woman did mot once
broach the subject, and it was not until she
was leaving that Mrs. Cary herself mus-
tered courage sufficient to ask about it.

“Do Lor’, Mis Cary,” was the reply,
“t3e an’ me better stay at home an” ten’
ter the cillen an’ the men folks, an’ leave
votin’ an’ law-makin’ to them as the Lord
‘meant ter take charge o’ it. Naw’m, I air
not lookin’ ter vote. My ole man allow:
888 woman’s place air ter milk the cow
an’ cook the victuals an’ ’ten’ ter the men
folks—ef they-uns have got any men folks
ter ten’ ter; them as haven't may go
votin’, 7 say, an’ the Lord hev mercy on
the'r souls.”

And as Mrs. Cary walked homeward in
the gray twilight the woman regarded her
from the doorstep with a curiously pity-
ing expression.

“Josephine Cary airin an’ about de-

ranged,” said she. “‘She hev touk ter
vagrantin’ roun’ the mount’n till folks air
talkin’ mightily about her. An’ they do
say as she talks polertics same as a man.
Land ’o Moses! what air this worl’ a-
comin’ ter, Zsuy1”

Mrs. Cary had made herself obnoxious,
however, even to the men. She would
talk politics; they found that hard to
forgive, ’tis true, because she didn't
always agree with them; but as to the
question of the women voting, the men
made light of that, and because it was
something o entirely novel and unlikely,
they forgave her that *‘bit o’ gol darned
foolishness.” But many were the jokes
cast at Ike on her account; her shoulders
bore the marks of them. Ike had his own
ideas as to the proper means of putting a
stop to the ridicule she excited.

‘The morning of the election dawned at
last, clesr, cool, a forerunner of the near-
ing winter. The voting was done In the
old way, so long customary smong the
‘mountains, and Ike’s store was utilized as
a precinet.

Josephine had gettled it in her own
mind that she would go to the election,
merely as a matter of interest. There
could be no harm in her going; it was at
her husband’s store, and other women
would be coming in to trade before the
day was over. Ike had taken the older
boy with him esrly in the morning. -It
‘was nine 0'clock before Josephine set & pot
of pumpkin to boil, and gathering the baby
‘under her arm set off up the mountain.

A stranger, & man from one of the
valley towns, was seated near the election
boxes, leaning back against the low,
rough counter. He glanced up when
Josephine entered, to wonder at the
brightness of the small, dark eyes regard-
ing him from beneath the black sun-
bonnet. Her entrance was the signal for
the settlement jokers to begin. The forms
of greeting were varied :

“:Come ter vote, Mis’ Cary?” asked one.

“Lor, Mig’ Cary, the women aint let ter
vote yit.”

“You-uns air jest minety-nine years
ahead o’ the time, Mis’ Cary.”

“Fetch the baby ’long ter vote, too,
Mig’ Cary? Ye know et the law allows
the woman it ought ter allow the baby
ter vote, too. Women an’ bibies air dis-
barred ; the law disbars ye both; mebby
it’ll admit ye both.”

The women shifted her baby to the
other hip, and regarded her teasers silently
for a moment; she was like some wild
creature of the forest at bay, as she turned
upon them with the only weapon at her
command, her tongue:

‘Yes,” said she, “‘the law air ekal ter
that; the laws o’ Tennessee air ekal ter
most anything. But”—she paused, set
the baby upon the counter, and put into
its hand the end of the ball of twine used
for tying bundles, then slowly lifted her
hand—*some o’ you-uns'll live ter see the
women o' the land castin’ o’ the'r votes
yet. Let them as laugh look ter it.”

The prophecy fell with a strange force
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and declaring that the tanning of human
skins was a recognized industry and the
traficking in human bodies an established
trade in Massachusetts, the certificate of
Clara Leonard, the highest living author-
ity on the subject, instantly put the foul
calumny at rest. Are these women—and
I might multiply the examples by scores
all over this country and in England and
on the Continent—to be deemed unfit to
vote, either in the framing of policies by
which these great institutions are to be
managed, or in the selection of the agen-
i rry them out?
in my judgment, thedoing of these
government. The instrument to
sh these things is the State. And
when these things are accomplished, the
function of the State is fully and entirely
discharged. The need of these things is
to be permanent and perpetual. No State,
however perfect, or however nearly it
1 realize its ideal in the future, can be
without them. Theiraccomplishment can
not come to pass without, the help of wo-
man. It is as needful that she should htlp
us do them in the State as it is that she
should help educate the children or rule
the family in the home. Withouther they
will be done in an imperfect, clumsy, left-
handed fashion. The army, the navy, the
Jjail, the police court, the criminal law, are
but excrescences which it is the object of all
civilization and all human endeavor to dis-
pense with and to put an end to./

But it is said that women can not give
their time to these things ; that the house-
hold, the government of the family and
the education of the children must fill up
woman’s life. How much time do men in
general give to them now? With the ex-
ception of a very few men who are profes-
sional politicians, and who, as a rule, are
neither the most useful nor the most re-
spectable class of men who interest them-
selves in public affairs, men in general do
not spare to their political duties more
time than women ordinarily would be able
to bestow./ If there are women 80 en-
grossed in the household duties which are
their occupation that they can not proper-
1y give to the public any time beyond that
which it takes to cast their vote, that only
is true of them which is also true of quite
an equal number of the other sex.

But it is said that our election processes
are unfit for her partaking. I suppose
that is largely true. I suppose the vio-
lence or the cheating which prevail in
some parts of this country, and which
have their allies and apologists in other
parts of the country, are totally inconsist-
ent with the purity and the delicacy of
women. They are totally inconsistent al-
so with the honor and honesty of men.
‘We propose, when woman suffrage is es-
tablished, if not before, to put an end to
these things. I should not like to have
any lady of my household jostled by the
rough crowd in the criminal parts of a

reat city, or cast her vote through a hole

in the shutter of a beer-shop. I do not
think that I ought to be asked or com-
pelled to be exposed to the same thing
myself. But I can not see why we can
not easily change all these things, where
they exist, so that a woman can go to the
polls as comfortably and agreeably as she
goes to church. The Australian ballot,
where it has been introduced, has gone
far to accomplish all this already.
/ I believe that the Republic will never
reach the lofty ideal of the concep-
tion of our fathers;it will never attain
the high moral quality which will be alike
its strength and its safety, until that qual-
ity shall be given to it by the help and co-
operation of woman. She who

“Stays all the fair young planet in her hands”
will then contribute her full share to
whatever of glory or honor shall be found
in our story. The moral temperament,
which determines permanently the history
of any community, is given  to it by its
women. Whether it be true, as physiol-
ogists tell us, that as a rule the mental
and moral qualities of children come from
the mother and the physical only from
the father, it is at least true that children
learn 40 follow what is excellent in the

X of their fathers from the teach- |

i mothers. If our children
Rerations are to imitate what-
been of heroism in their
3 -

S g] i

y must learn the Jesson
harned it, at their mother’s
no city, no household,
here the influ-

ence of woman did not inspire it with the
heroic temper. But this influence can
only be exerted by woman to its fullest
extent when she shares the responsibility,
and takes her proper and fair part in the
conduct of the Stute which she is to influ-
ence. Whenever in the household woman
is admitted to the confidence of her hus-
hand, she can be depended upon for all
household virtues of economy, of self-
sacrifice and purity. It is only when she
is excluded from that confidence that she
sets the example of selfishness or frivolity.
Mr. Emerson quotes the saying of a lady
who was among his friends, that she had
never known but one woman who gave
high counsel. De Tocqueville says, I do
not hesitate to say that they give to every
nation a moral temperament which shows
itself in its politics. A hundred times
I have seen weak men show real public
virtue, because they had at their sides
women who supported them, not by ad-
vice as to particulars, but by fortifying
their feelings of duty, and directing their
ambition. More frequently, I must con-
fess, I have observed the domestic influ-
ence gradually transforming a man natur-
ally generous, noble and unselfish, into a
cowardly, place-hunting self-seeker, think-
ing of public business only as the means
of making himself comfortable—and this
simply by daily contact with a well-con-
ducted woman, a faithful wife, an excel-
lent mother, but from whose mind the
grand notion of public duty was entirely
absent.” I{ there be any truth in either of
these statements, how comes it that the
women who have given high counsel and
set high example in the family do not give
high counsel in the State? How happens
it that the example of all the fidelity and
excellence of the wife and themother drags
her husband down in his public life, be-
cause from her mind the grand notion of
public duty is abgent? It is because and
only because the grand notion of publie
duty cannot be present to that mind from
which public responsibility is absent.

I am far from accepting the statement
of DeTocqueville, or the statement quoted
by Mr. Emerson, even under our existing
social arrangements. All history, and es-
pecially American history, is crowded with
examples of men sustained in the difficult
paths of public duty and sacrifice by the
counsel and companionship of brave and
noble women. Next, in my judgment, in
pathos to that supreme death scene re-
lated in the Gospels, to which all human-
ity turns for comfort, is the story of the
last hours of Lord William Russell, as itis
told by Bishop Burnett. ‘‘Lady Russell,”
says the Bishop, ‘“‘returned alone in the
evening. At eleven o’clock she left him.
He kissed her four or five times, and she
kept her sorrow so within herself that she
gave him no disturbance by their parting.
As soon as she was gone he said to me,
*Now the bitterness of death is past;’ for
he loved and esteemed her beyond expres-
sion, for she well deserved it in all re-
spects. He ran out into a long discourse
concerning her, how great a blessing she
had been to him, and said what a misery
it would have been to him if she had not
had that magnanimity of spirit, joined to
her tenderness, as never to have desired
him to do a base thing for the saving of
his life.”

I believe the best scholars are now
agreed that Shakespeare’s sonnets which
are supposed to have been addressed to
the Earl of Pembroke are not intended as
an expression of his own love for his
friend, but are dramatic in their character,
and ‘that the Earl himself, or some other
man in public life, is supposed to be speak-
ing in them in the first person, and to be
setting forth the story of no masculine
| friendship, but the support and stay he
has found in his public life in the constan~
ley and affection of a woman. There are
‘many of us who can bear witness to the
full truth of that story.

‘When, in disgrace with fortune and men'’s eyes,
I all alone beweep my outcast state, 2
And look upon myself, and curse my fate,

7ishing me like to one more rich in hope, ¢

eatur’d like him, like him with friends pos-

sessed, 3 G
JPesiring this man's art, and that man’s scope,
With what I most enjoy contented least,
J¥et in these myself almost. i
Hnﬁly I think on thee, — and the)
(Like to the lark at b “
arth) s

And trouble deaf heaven with my bootless cries, -
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At a convention held at Amherst, Mass., 8ept. 24, 1891, Hon. GEORGE F. HOAR

said:

I came to the belief, long ago, that the
welfare of the State, that the true interest
of the women of America, that justice,
which is the great standing policy of all

1 society, alike demand that woman

1i be admitted to her full and equal
share of the government of the Republic.
But my life has been busy with other mat-
ters. I have been able to contribute to
this cause little more than an occasional
declaration of faith. I can do little more
now.

I suppose that every thoughtful man,
especially every man trained in a New
England college, likes to form for himself
some conception of an ideal State. This
ideal does not depend upon the accident of
the generation into which he was born.g
The experience of all history contributes
to it. The studies of philosophers, the
dreams of poets, the wisdom of law-givers,
the experience of common life, throw upon
it their blended ligh#® It is not a concep-
tion to be made real in a day, or in a cen-
tury. Itis that it may come to pass that

Through the ages one 1ncreasing purpose runs,

And the thoughts of men are widened with the

process of the suns.

I believe this to be no idle or visionary
occupation. On the contrary, I think that
no man into whose thought it has not en-
tered ever has been or ever will be of great
value to mankind in the practical adminis-
tration of the Republic. ~Our fathers were
the best builders of States the world ever
saw. They were never led by theory or
by enthusiasm a single step in advance of
what the condition of affairs in their time,
or huran natureas it existed in their day,
made practical and safe. Yet they de-
lighted in these speculations. The men
who framed the Constitutions of Virginia
and of Massachusetts, the authors of the
Connecticut, Federation of 1640, the fram-
ers of the Constitution of the United
States itself, were familiar with the spec-
ulations of Platoand Cicero, with Locke
and Milton and Bacon and Harrington and
Sir Thomas More, and with the structure
of the Hebrew State, whose foundation
was laid in the Word of God itself.

Our fathers believed that mankind were
placed in this world for the training of the
moral and spiritual nature by learning to
submit a free will voluntarily to the moral
law. They regarded the State as but one
instrumentality in this education. The
sublimest thing in the universe, except its
Creator, is a human will governing itself
in obedience to a law higher than its own
desire. The sublimest manifestation of
that self-control is when a self-governing
State regulates its conduct by the moral
law.

Obedience to that law, into which the
element of free choice enters, is the high-
est act of which human nature or angelic
nature is capable. Obedience into which
the element of free choice does not enter
is ju £ avish andignoble. Jeremy
Taylor says, ‘*As thou art a man, thou
hast nothing to commend thee to thyself
but that only by which thou art a man,
that is, by what thou choosest and refus-
est.”

The State itself is a moral being, whose
collective will, conscience, judgment, are
amenable to the mo law, like that of
every one of the persons who compose it.
‘When England forced opium upon Chin
at the point of the bayonet and at the can-
non’s mouth, it was.not merely a few ami-
able gentlemen making a mistake, or a
few evil-minded persons. committing a
crime ; it was England; it was upon Eng-
land tilatthe shame rested, and upon every

nglishman who did not do his best to
prevent it. When the slave was freed,
when every freeman was clothed with

; citizenship and with the right to vote, the

ry belonged  to America. Vihen the
citizen is des) oﬁe‘d of that cor

‘by yiolence or fraud, if’

that holds the shot-gun or forges the re-
turn,and it is upon every American that the
shame rests, unless he has done his best to
prevent it.

Our fathers thought that an equal share
in the government of the State belonged
to every man not disqualified by nature or
by his own misconduct, as a birthright.
As this principle of self-government or
self-control lay at the foundation of their
conception of the State, it followed that
the subject of this government could be
nothing less than the entire body of the
citizens of the State, and that its object
could be nothing less than the welfare of
the entire body of people. This idea is
expressed in the famous sentence of Abra-
ham Lincoln: “Government of the people,
by the people, and for the people.” 1t is
no less clearly affirmed, in other words, in
the opening sentences of the Declaration
of Independence, and in the Bill of Rights
of the Constitution of Massachusetts. The
rights there affirmed are the rights of the
whole people :

“The people of this Commonwealth have the

sole and exclusive right of governing themselves
as a free, sovereign and independent State. No
man, nor corporation, nor association of men
have any other title to obtain advantages, or
particular or exclusive privileges distinct from
those of the community, than what arises from
the ‘considcmlion of services rendered to the
public.””
: “Government is instituted for the common
good ; for the protection, safety, prosperity and
happiness of the people, and not for the profit,
honor or interest of any one man, fagjly or
class of men.””

¢All the inhabitants of this Commonwealth,
huking such gualifications hey shall establish
by their frame of government, bave an equal
right to elect officers and to be elected to public
employment.””

The mechanism which the people of
Massachusetts devised for carrying these
principles into effect has been altered and
improved, from time to time, as our
fathers expected. They provided in the
Constitution itself a method of frequent
and easy change. But the principles
which they asserted in the Bill of Rights
they believed to be fundamental,unchange-
able and eternal. They declared that a
frequent recourse to them was absolutely
necessary to preserve the advantages of
liberty and to maintain free government.
Now, unless the word man, where it speaks
of the unchangeable principles of political
right as affecting the franchise, does not
include woman, although it includes wo-
man everywhere else where the term is
used ; unless the women of the Common-
wealth are not inhabitants of the Common-
wealth ; or unless the difference of sex be
something created not by the Malker of the
Universe, but only by the Constitution of
Massachusetts, it seems to me very clear
that the doctrine of woman suffrage rests
securely upon the fundamental principles
of the Constitution of Massachusetts.

Now, of course, there are four classes
of persons who are exceptions to the uni-
versality of this statement : infants, who
are unable to understand the interests of
the State by reason of their immaturity ;
insane persons and idiots, who are unable
tej understand those interests by reason of
mental incapacity ; criminals, who are at
wir with the public welfare; foreigners,
whose allegiance is due elsewhere, or who
have not dwelt here long enough to under-
sthad our institutions and interests, To
ugie the expressive English phrase, ‘“They
hgjve no stake in the country.”

oubtedly, just as.
he ual
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only who shall control it and who shall
constitute it, but the ends to the accom-
plishment of which its mighty forces are
to be directed. These are, in general:
defence against foreign and domestic vio-
lence; prevention and punishment of
crime; making and enforcing laws which
regulate property and the relation of men
to each other; the accomplishment of
those things to which individual resources
and capacity are unequal, such as the pro-
vision of institutions of education ; caring
for the insane, the blind, the deaf and
dumb, the poor ; the establishment of libra-
ries and museums; the construction of
public roads; the post-office; the regula-
tion and control of great commercial trans-
actions and instrumentalities; and the
choice of legislators, judges, executive offi-
cers, and all the instruments by which all
these things are to be accomplished.

Now, we demand two very simple
things. First, that in counting the votes
for these instruments in our elections, the
vote of women shall be counted. Second,
that when the people vote for public offi-
cers, or they are otherwise appointed, if a
woman seem to be the fittest person for
the place, she may be selected. 'I'hat is
all. Now the person who would exclude
from theright of suffrage any woman who
desires to exercise it is bound either to
deny the general principles on which, ac-
cording to the Bill of Rights of Massachu-
setts, the Commonwealth is founded, or to
show that she labors under some natural
disqualification which will render the ex-
ercise of suffrage by her either a direct in-
jury to the State, or an injury to herself,
and thereby an injury to the State. They
must show that woman suffrage is incom-
patible either with a just conception of
the State, or with the nature of woman-
hood itself.

It is less than forty years since the
movement for woman suffrage began to
assume serious proportions. Themen and
women who took up the advocacy of this
cause had to encounter prejudices which
had existed since the foundation of the
earth, so far as we know anything of
human history. The relation of woman
to man was a relation of inferiority and of
incapacity to act for herself in all the im
portant transactions of life. Woman was
not permitted to vote; she could holdmo
office, except that by trange anomaly
she could occupy the throne of some of
the most powerful and highly civilized
monarchies of the earth. The married
woman could hold no property; could
make no contract; nad no lawful con-
trol over her own children or her own
person; she could not make a will; the
custom of society shut her out from the
Jearned professions and from all profitable
occupations. It was deemed unbecoming
for her to speak in public, and in many
parts of the world to appearin public with-
out an escort. On the continent of Eu-
rope and in_the mines of Great Britain
she was condemned to the most brutal and
degrading occupation, and was sometimes
harnessed to the plough with bullocks, or
on all fours drew loads over the tramways
of mines. If those who ask now that t?\e
vote of woman shall be counted in the
United States have any prejudice to en-
counter, let those who feel it remember
that forty years ago it would haye seemed
far more monstrous to them to do away
with the condition of things that I have
described, than it does to-day to count the
votes of their wives,or their sisters, or their
mothers.

To-day, woman manages her property ;
she has the control of her own person ; she
is admitted to the bar of the Supreme Court
of the United States, and to the pulpit;
she manages the post-office ; sheis librarian
of the public library; she conducts the
school; she practises medicine; she is
head of the hospital ; she has elevated the
calling of the trained nurse to a high rank
among liberal professions. If a remnant
of the ancient barbarism is sometimes djs-
covered anywhere lurking among the mass
of our statutes, men are filled with wonder
ancs/disbelief when the fact is made knowh ;

remedy is at once applied. No mjn
#:d 50 conservative as to desiie
backward step in any of thege

L State has been makipg
piversal ~
o,

is contracting and that domain of the
State which is represented by public
spirit, by charity, by humanity, is enlarg-
ing. When men thought of government a
century ago, they thought chiefly of the
jail, the criminal court, the police, the
army. To-day, they think chiefly of the
college, the technical school, the asylum,
the road, the library, the post-office, the
hospital and the home. The rank of the
State among civilized nations is meas-
ured by its colleges, its schools of art and
science, its institutions for reform, for the
cure of the insane, for the education of the
blind and the deaf and dumb. The town
points with pride to the excellence of its
libraries, its schools, its churches and its
roads.

Now the debate between the advocates
of woman suffrage and its opponents is,
to my mind, but a contest between two
theories of the function of the State. If
the State is to do nothing or to do little
but to raise and discipline armies, to build
jails, and to establish police courts, the less
woman has to do with it the better for
her, and the better for the State, except,
as I shall show presently, that even here
the State must largely depend upon her
for the instrumentalities which are to di-
minish the evil of war and lessen its hor-
rors. If, on the other hand, it is so to use
its forces as to put an end to these things;
if education, justice, science, art, charity,
the promotion of comme: nd manufac-
ture, the healing of diseases, the promot-
ing everywhere increased reverence for the
individual soul, be a function to which its
great forces are to be devoted in the future,
then it is indispensable that woman should
have in its management her full and equal
share.

If to clothe woman with the elective
franchise is to take from her a tithe of her
womanhood ; if she is to become less gen-
tle, modest, affectionate, pure, sweet, we
abandon the field at once. If to impose
upon her political duties is to be incon-
sistent with her supreme duties at home,
she must still devote herself to the latter
and keep aloof from the former. But I
believe that the perfect State, according
to my conception of it as the great exam-
ple and instrument of self-government,
needs the element of per womanhood,
according to the American and the English
conception of womanhood. I believe that
the accomplishment by this vast force and
influence, the concentrated power of the

Republic, of results for humanity not
other to be attained, can be made
easier and surer by the aid of the qualities
which the women of the Republic alone
can furnish. The most taking argument
against woman suffrage that I ever heard
was found in a single phrase of Dr. Bush-
nell, when he called it ‘‘the reform aga
nature.” Let us see whether it be
or according to nature to summon wom:
to our aid in the management of the affairs
of the Republic. Take the things whick
the State has to do to-day. Take, in the
first place, that which our opponents like
chiefly to insist on when they discuss this
question: defence against foreign and
domestic violence. Women will not bear
arms or lead armies, and that is true of old
men and of men physically disabled. Not
more, I suppose, than one-sixth part of our
population of sixty-five millions are fit to
beararms. But even in the matter of war,
the women of America have conceived,
organized and rendered successful the great
Sanitary Commission, which was" the
crowning glory of our people in the late
war. There had been no gubstantial im-

rovement in the care of the wounded and
ick soldiers in the field for a century, un-
til the women of America took it in hand.

France, which had brought military disci-
pline to its highest perfection, threw her
sick or wounded soldier aside to die like a
weed by the wall. Dr. Bellows, the presi-
dent of the Sanitary Commission, de-
clared: “The earliest movement for army
relief was begun by the women of the na-
tion, and their zeal and devotion no more
flagged through the war than did that of
the army in the field. The barriers of
seet, caste and conventionalism, which had
heretofore separated them, were burned
away in the fervid heat of tk loyalty.”

resident Lincoln, according to Mrs. Liv-
ermore, disapproved at first of the codper-
ative work of women for the relief of the
army, and declared that it would prove a
dreadful fifth wheel to the coach. But

en) tha war was over, he said, speaking
joct, that he must say that *“if
been said by orators and poets
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since the creation of the world in prai
of women were applied to the women of |
America, it would not do them justice for
their conduct during this war.”

Take the next great function of the
State, the administration of justice. We
have had in Washington and in Wyoming,
under the most disadvantageous circum-
stances, an_opportunity to test the capac-
ity of women for service on the jur
And I believe both the advocates and op-
ponents of woman suffrage are agreed that
the experiment has been completely suc-
cessful. I can but repeat here what I
have once before said in this connection.

A good deal of wit has been expended
upon this subject. ‘“What sort of Chief
Justice do you think you would get if you
had a woman on the bench?’ "That is a
question which is put as a difficult and an
impossible question to answi A great
part of my life has been spent in studying
and watching the administration of justice
in this Commonwealth and trying to learn,
if I could, something of the qualities
which fit men to take a part in the admin-
tration of justice; and 1 declare that the
longer I live the more thoroughly I am
convinced of the superiority in ing
the truth of what we call the intuitive and
instinctive judgment which is the faculty
of women, over the logical method which
is the quality of the culine intellect.
The training and discipline our lawyers go
through, in my judgment, tends, after a
time, to unfit a man for an accurate deter
mination upon the facts. The value which
you place upon the institution of the jury
is not merely or chiefly because the judge
i t supposed to be ‘as honest, or as im-
P al, or as just as the twelve jurymen,
but it is because the experience of men
has found that the gift of the practical
man who looks into the witness’ face,
though he can never tell you why he be-
lieves or disbelieves him, is often better
than all the reasoning of a Parsons or a

all in getting at the truth. I was
8 d some time ago to think how the
relation of women to the administration of
justice has manifested itself in some of the
‘most important events of history. Shakes-
peare, the great delineator of human char-
acter, when he desired to introduce into
that matchless scene which the world
knows by heart, the judgment which cut
the knot which had puzzled the lawyers
and doctors, placed a woman upon the
judgment seat. I think when slavery de-
manded of us that pound of flesh, secured
to it in our National Constitution, that
some of us would rather have had Porti
than Taney on the bench. D'Aguesseal
the consummate Chancellor of France, to
whose tomb pilgrims from afar have tra
elled, in the one important and turning
point of his life, when he was sent to V
sailles by Louis XIV., who demanded
of him an unjust judgment against his con-
science, was about departing from his
house trembling and preparing to submi
when his wife laid her hand upon hi
shoulder, and said tohim: “When you ap-
pear before the king, forget your wite,
forget your children, forget everything
but your duty and your God,” and the
counsel of thi voman it was, that saved
judicial reputation among
of mankind.

In the great case between Charles First
and John Hampden, Judge Croke gave the
opinion of the minority in favor of the lib-
erty of the subject. He was, how
about to determine in favor of the crown.
He was reproached for his bas

brought in issue before the judgment seat.

We have had some interesting experi-
ments, especially in Washington, where
woman suffrage was lost by a judicial de-
vice of which [ never can speak with pa-
tience, and in Wyoming, where it is estab-
lished, as we hope and believe never to be
overthrown, to the entire satisfaction of
the people of that noble State, so rich in
its great hope.

Women, so far, have not been tried to
any great extent in the function of law-
making. But it is to be observed that con-
stitutiona! eligibility to office does not in-
volve election or appointment to office un-
less in the cases where, in the judgment of
the appointing or electing power, the in-

ividual is the fittest person who can be
obtained for the function. Woman suf-
frage, while it implies the right of women
to vote, implies only the election to office
of such individual women as shall be
deemed fit for the official function. The
question of election ‘o office will always,
in ghe well-ordered State, remain a ques-
tion of individual capacity.

The right to vote is a very different
thing. That should be conferred, first, up-
on persons who have a stake in the coun-
try. What stake in the county is like the
mother’s interest in the welfare of her
children? Second, upon persons who are

resumed to be inspired by love of country.
Will any man venture to claim for himself
superiority in this respect? The voter
should be a good judge of character, of
those who are candidates for his suffrage.
Will it be claimed that in this particular
woman is inferior to man? The final and
only other qualification for voting that I
can think of is the capacity to judge of the
public interest when. the question is be-

reat policies or great measure

ation. Let us take the things
which the State is doing to-day, and which
civilized nations are more and more to do
hereafter, and see whether the judgment
of women is not likely to be as valuable in
determining the policy by which the State
is to be administered.

One of our most important public fune-
tions is the post-off Mr. Raikes, the
English Postmaster-General, well known
to be a strong opponent of women’s rights,
has just borne generous testimony in the
House of Commons to the successful work
which women do in the post-office, and de-
clared that, speaking for the United King-
dom generally, he was glad to say that the
post-office s which were presided over by
women -were by no means the least effi-
ciently managed. It is sail that from
ninety to ninety-five per cent. of our
school teachers of Massachusetts are wom-
en. Can they not be trusted to make laws
or to choose law-givers for the institutions
which they so faithfully and ably manage?
I suppose a large majority of the work in
our public libraries, fast becoming as in-
dispensable an institution in every town
as the school itself, is now done by wom-
en. The trained nurse, following that new
profession which has been added to the
liberal professions in modern times, is tak-
ing her place in the management of our
hospitals. The insane, the deafand dumb,
the blind and the poor are more and more
coming under her care. In that most diffi-
cult of all problems, the wise management
of the Indians, where measure after meas-
ure, commissioner after commissioner, and
agent after agent has failed, Miss Alice
Fletcher is now the first authority in the
country. The mismanagement of the

wife. Says Nugent: ““This noble
the shield of her feminine virtue before
the honor of her husband to guard it from
the assaults equally of interest and fear;
and with that moral bravery which is so
often found the purest and brightest in
» exhorted him to do his duty
risk to himself, to her, or to their
children, and she prevailed.”

i s, some or all of you will
remember i connection a more fa-
mous judgment and a case of a more au-

ust defendant even than John Hampden.
When Pilate ascended the judgment seat,.
on that famous morning, you remembepy
the message that his wife sent him, ““Ha
thou nothing to do with that just man,
I should like to have our opponentstel
whether they think the judgment of thef
man or the woman on the whole was the
most to be commended in that case. So
you see that Seripture, History and Lite;
ature alike coneur in recognizing the sup:
riority of the instinct of women, both
recognizing and declaring truth, when i

hospital service of the Crimea, which
caused the downfall of an administration
in England, was remedied by Florence
Nightingale. The organizati nd con-
duct of the Sanitary Commission, the
greatest advance that has been made in
modern times in the conduct of war, was
made largely by Clara Barton. She has
since the war devised the Red Cross League,
to which the principal nations of Europe
land America have given their adhesion,
establishing a new and humane military
code for the treatment of the sick and
wounded. When the yellow fever invaded
Florida, year before last, it was her energy
and capacity that organized the bestzgeans

i| of relief, when those devised byy .

very generally failures. The p;

provement in our time in pr

the est@sl}meut of a sepa
en;1s due to the wisds

of Mary Ware. When:t!

Massachusetts, a few ye

his terrible indietment a

monwenlth, charging i

| greed in the conduct,
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PRESIDENTIAL SUFFRAGE FOR WOMEN.

BY HON. EDWIN C. PIERCE.

The following argument in favor of Presidential Suffrage for women was given
before a committee of the Rhode Island Legislature by Hon. Edwin C. Pierce,
Attorney at Law, Providence, R. I.:

The constitutional right of women to
vote should be recognized and enforced
by the electorate, by the Legislature of
every State in the Union, and, in the last
resort, by the Congress of the United
States.

It is the constitutional duty of the Leg-
islature in every State to recognize and
protect by statute the right of women to
presidential suffrage.

There can be no question as to the
power of a State Legislature to enfran-
chise women in presidential elections.
No man derives his right to vote for
presidential electors from the constitution
of hig State. The U. S. Constitution, and
an act of the Legislature in execution of
the power and duty devolved by the U. S.
Constitution, alone give to every citizen
who votes for presidential electors that
right. The second clause of the first sec-
tion of the second article of the U.S. Con-
stitution provides for the choice of the
presidential electors in these words:

Each State shall appoint, in such manner as
the Legislature thereof may direct, a number of
electors equal to the whole number of Senators
and Representatives to which the State may be
entitled in the Congress, etc.

In the earlier period of our Constitu-
tional history, there were several in-
stances of the appointment of the presi-
dential electors by State Legislatures
themselves. Such an appointment has
never been rejected as unconstitutional,
but the votes of electors so appointed
have been received and counted in the
election of the president and vice-presi-
dent. South Carolina continued from the
beginning until and including the presi-
dential election of 1860, to appoint its
electors by direct choice by the Legisla-
ture, the first popular election for presi-
dent being had in that State in 1868 The
fourth clause of the same section of the
U. S. Constitution, however, provides
that ‘‘the Congress may determine the
time of choosing the electors,” a phrase
usually, though not exclusively, appro-
priated to a popular election, and imply-
ing an election of some sort; and the
republican spirit of the Constitution
favors a reference of the choice of the
electors to the people. At any rate, the
strength and the growth of the demo-
cratic - republican sentiment among our
people led to the firm establishment, at
an early day, of the custom of referring
the choice of the electors to the people.

The genius of our institutions requires
that the manner of appointment shall be
by a popular election.

The control which the State Legisla-
ture has over the manner of appointment
wags illustrated by the Legislature of
Michigan at its last session, when, de-
parting from the universal custom for
generations of chooging the electors upon
a general ticket, the State was divided
into electoral districts, each district to
choose one elector, while the two sena-
torial electors are to be chosen on a gen-
eral ticket. Michigan has been districted
—and it is charged gerrymandered — in
order to give to the party controlling the
Legislature an advantage in the presiden-
tial election.

Not only is it within the power of the
General Assembly, by a mere act, to
enable women to vote for presidential
electors, but it is the duty of the Legisla-
ture of every State to pass such an ena-
bling act. This claim, as a legal proposi-
tion, is founded upon Section 4 of Article
IV. of the National Constitution, which
contains these words:

The United States shall guarantee to every
State in this Union a republican form of govern-
ment.

Now, no one will deny that the duty of
the general government toassure a repub-
lican form of government to every State
necessarily implies a duty on all the States
to have such a government. One of the
ablest commentators upon the Constitu-
tion says:

Every State must have a republican govern-
ment. . . . The first requisite to the per-
formance of the duty is to understand it,—to
know what it is. The Constitution gives no
definition of 1it, and refers to no standard, and
there is no standard of adequate authority to
bind the government on the subject. With such
lights as the principles of moral and political
law afford, the government must decide for itself
what the Constitution intends by a republican
form of government. The principle of repub-
licanism is the equal right of the people, the
citizens, all the members of the body politic. In
theory, it 1s the government of public opinion;
the public being its own members and subjects,
and the opinion being their own intelligent and
well-considered judgment in regard to the re-
quirements of their own best good, and perma-
nent interest. The excellence of a particular
government consists in its adequacy to obtain
the formation and expression of such an opinion.
The essence of its republicanism econsists in the
fitness of its means for understamding and ad-
ministering that opinion, and the practical
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efficiency with which it holds its agents to their
responsibility for doing so. It is obvious that
no reliance can be placed by any government
for the support of such a public opinion as
republicanism demands, otherwise than by a
strict adherence to the laws of God, and eternal
justice, the equal and inalienable rights of man.
Hence republicanism is founded on those prin-
ciples, and fidelity to them is essential to the
security of its own existence.

I quote the foregoing definition of the
republicanism of the Constitution from
the work on the Constitution by Timothy
Farrar, published in 1867. Judge Farrar
was one of the ablest jurists of the na-
tional school of politics who has dis-
cussed our great constitutional questions;
and he has discussed them with a power
seldom equalled. The first clause of Sec-
tion Two of Article One of the Constitu-
tion provides :

The House of Representatives shall be com-
posed of members chosen every second year by
the people of the several States.

This is the first and principal branch of
the National Legislature ; and no step can
be taken in creating or sustaining any
other or further act or agency in the
government, without its assistance. The
House of Representatives is to be elected
by the people, and the Constitution pro-
vides that the State Representatives shall
be chosen by the same electorate,—the
people. The people of the several States
are that portion of the United States who
are the resident inhabitants of particular
States.

All persons born or naturalized in the United
States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof,
are citizens of the United States, and of the
State wherein they reside.

Such is the language of the Constitution.
Women are by the express terms of the
constitution citizens, and they are legally
a part of the people. No one will ques-
tion that. And the Constitution devolves
the choice of the National Representatives
upon ‘‘the people.” Judge Farrar upholds
the authority of the National government
to maintain the republicanism of the
States in the following strong language :

When Congress undertakes to prescribe a
republican government to the States, and, of
course, to determine what is such a government,
they will be as likely to decide what kind and
what portion of the people shall participate in
the suffrage, and under what regulations and
restrictions, as they will to decide what part of
the governmental officers shall be chosen by
popular election (page 152).

It is the duty of Congress to see that no aris-
tocracy, oligarchy, or privileged class is allowed
to usurp the rights of the people, or disfranchise
any portion, much less one-half, or a majority
of their own citizens.

Judge Farrar did not mean to commit
himself to the doctrine that female citi-
zens have a constitutional right to vote.
He did not write to cover their case. He
wrote a book which will be read more,
and quoted more, in the next twenty-five
years than in the quarter of a century
that has elapsed since it was published ;
and he wrote in vindication of the repub-
lican character of our government, and in
support of doctrines of constitutional in-
terpretation under which alone the con-
tinental republic can, with increasing lus-

tre and renown, endure, prosper, and

sacefully progress, illustrating the tri-
umphs of democraey and of civilization.
He wrote to cover the case of the then
lately emancipated slaves, who acquired
their suffrage by the guaranty clause of
the Constitution as it then was, rather
than by the Fifteenth Amendment. It
needs to be recalled to-day that before
the Fifteenth Amendment was even sub-
mitted to the States by Congress, the re-
construction act of Congress had reorgan-
ized government in the seceding States
upon the basis of universal manhood suf-
frage,making impartialsufirage asrespects
color, race or previous condition of servi-
tude, the condition precedent for recog-
nition as States in full relations with the
Union.

I now invite attention to the utterances
in the U. S. Senate of a great statesman,
Charles Sumner. On Feb. 5 and 6, 1866,
Mr. Sumner made the speech which de-
servedly ranks as his greatest, asserting
the equal rights of all, and maintaining
the plenary power of Congress, under the
clause requiring the United States to
guarantee a republican form of govern-
ment, to confer the elective franchise
upon the colored race in all elections
throughout the republie, without amend-
ment of the Constitution. In that great
speech, which riveted the attention of the
country, and which, notwithstanding the
subsequent Fourteenth and Fifteenth
Amendments, announced the doctrines
upon which Congress proceeded to recon-
gtruct the seceding slave States, pro-
ceeded unaided by any amendment to the
Constitution, Mr. Sumner said :

‘We must declare that a State which, in the
foundation of its government, sets aside ‘‘the
consent of the governed,’”” which imposes taxa-
tion without representation, which discards the
principle of equal rights, and lodges power ex-
clusively with an oligarchy, aristocracy, caste or
monopoly, cannot be recognized as a ‘‘republican
form of government’’ according to the require-
ment of American institutions. Even if it may
satisfy some definition handed down from an-
tiquity or invented in monarchical Europe, it
cannot satisfy the solemn injunction of our con-
stitution. For this question I now ask a hear-
ing.

Sumner then proceeded at great- length
and with exhaustive research to marshal
authoritative declarations and public acts
of the fathers of our country, and of emi-
nent Europeanrepublicanphilosophers and
statesmen, all showing that the principle
of republicanism is the equal rights of all,
equality in political power. He quoted
Benjamin Franklin, who said :

Liberty, or freedom, consists in having an
actual share in the appointment of those who
frame the laws. . . . They who have no
voice nor vote in the electing of representatives,
do not enjoy liberty, but are absolutely enslaved
to those who have votes.

He quoted Jefferson, who constantly
testified to the idea that a republic means
a society where all are equal in rights.
He quoted from Jefferson also these mem-
orable words:

To consider the will of the society enounced
by the majority of a single vote to be as sacred
as if unanimous, is the first of all lessrons in
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importance, yet the last which is thoroughly
learnt.

He quoted Madison, who said :

The right of suffrage is certainly one of the
fundamental articles of republican govern-
ment.

He quoted that democratic Frenchman
who so well understood America,
Tocqueville, who says:

De

There is no legislator sufficiently wise and
sufficiently powerful to maintain free institu-
tions, if he does not take equality for first prin-
ciple and symbol.

He quoted that illustrious German,
Emanuel Kant, who said that every
State should be a republic, which he
defines as—

That form of government where every -citi-
zen participates, by his representatives, in the
exercise of the legislative power.

Sumner proceeded :

To establish the equal rights of all, no fur-
ther amendment is needed. The actual text is
exuberant ; instead of adding new words, it will
be enough if you give those that exist the natural
force belonging to them. Instead of neglecting,
use them. An illustrious magistrate once re-
torted upon an advocate who, dissatisfied with a
ruling of the court, threatened to burn his books,
«Better read them,’” and so would 1 say now to
all who think the Constitution needs amend-
ment. Better read it. Yes, sir, read it in the
principles proclaimed by the Fathers before the
Revolution; read it in the declaration of
the Fathers when they took their place as a
Republic; read it in the avowed opinions of the
Fathers; read it in the noble acts of the Fathers;
and in all this beaming, diffusive light, you will
discern the true meaning. The victory which
overthrew slavery carried away all those glosses
and constructions by which this wrong was
originally fastened upon it. For generations, the
National Constitution has been interpreted for
slavery. From this time forward, it must be
interpreted in harmony with the Declaration of
Independence, so that human rights shall always
prevail.

We need to-day the courage and con-
stancy to principle, with the quick and
resolute grasp of the political necessities
of the time, which distinguished the
statesmen of the reconstruction period.
The reconstruction act of Congress, pro-
ceeding upon the doctrines enunciated by
Sumner, gave universal manhood suffrage
to the slave States which had seceded.
Then, although Sumner and others urged
the bolder course of Congressional en-
franchisement of the colored race in the
loyal States, the Fifteenth Amendment
was resorted to, because, aided by the
Republicanized States of the South, it was
possible to carry its ratification.

It is to be recalled, however, that by the
Fifteenth Amendment the negro was
made a voter in Ohio and other Northern
States which had just refused at popular
elections to strike the word ‘‘white”
from their constitutions, the Legislatures
of those same States ratifying the Amend-
ment. The right of suffrage for the
negro was treated by his friends as a
right, to be wrested by favoring con-
gtructions of the Constitution, and by
the bold exercise of political power,
againgt the opposition of the existing
electorate which withheld it.

Since republican equality is the rule

of our political life,—a commanding
rule which admits of no exception,—I
do not feel that the burden is upon me
to show why thefemale citizens of a State
should be accorded the right of presi-
dential suffrage, which it is within the
competency of every State Legislature to
grant. Why should the right be denied?
Why should the female part of the people
be disfranchised? Are not the women
citizens subject to the laws? Are they
not taxed? However it was in the past,
do they not now engage in the productive
industries, in commerce, in the arts, in
public service, in manifold ways? Have
not the women citizens a stake in the
country? Are they not interested in the
character and opinions of the Chief Mag-
istrate of the Republic? Are not the
women of America, the vast body of
them, already participants in sympathy
in our American political struggles? Do
they not have political opinions, and are
not the mass of them affiliated already
with one or the other of the great political
parties?

The distinguished jurist from whom I
quoted in the earlier portion of my re-
marks, carefully leaves the question of
female suffrage precisely where he found
it, viz.: with the notion prevailing that
just as the law recognizes the incom-
petency, by the law of nature, of children
for political and most civil functions, so
women may justly be held to be excepted
by the laws of nature from the rule of
political equality, on the ground of a
universal and permanent incapacity for
the exercise of the elective franchise.
When the Fourteenth Amendment to
the Constitution was adopted, this notion
so far prevailed that in the suffrage clause
—that incongruous and worthless, and
now practically obsolete suffrage clause
—the disfranchisement only of male citi-
zens was to be punished by loss of repre-
sentation. But the use of the word ‘‘male”
in this clause has no other effect than
simply that of omitting to affirm the
rights of female citizens; it is neither in
form nor in spirit a positive restriction of
the suffrage. In fact, the whole clause is
the weakest and only immoral one in the
Constitution, neither restricting the suf-
frage, nor assuring it to any citizen, but
seeming to sanction disfranchisement
of citizens, if only a price was
paid in the surrender of political power.
The whole clause is repugnant to the
republicanism of the Constitution and to
the principles of morality, and as a settle-
ment of the Southern question, for which
it was devised, was abandoned as soon as
adopted, by the addition of the Fifteenth
Amendment.

So far as the past assumption that the
law of nature justified and rendered in-
evitable the denial of the elective fran-
chise to women is concerned, in the
absence of experimental proof to the con-
trary, such a notion might be & tolerable
one, but to-day this theory is exploded.
Women have been voting for some time,
and are voting to-day in all parts of the
English-speaking world. They vote in
the municipal elections in England and in
Canada. Women vote at school elections
in half the States of the Union; women
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vote in municipal elections in the State of
Kansas; women vote in all elections in
the new State of Wyoming. In the last
two presidential elections, the National
Committee of the Republican party ap-
pealed to the women of the counfry to
support its principles, and successfully
organized clubs of Republican women.
Natural political leaders have arisen among
women, both in England and the United
States, and the recognition of their right
to vote will be as expedient, politically,
asitis in theory constitutional, republican
and just.

I submit, in conclusion, that an act
should be passed, providing for the regis-
tration of women as voters for presiden-
tial electors.

The power of the Legislature of a State to
direct who shall vote for presidential elec-
tors, independent of the State constitution,
has been settled affirmatively. Thisisnot a
matter of individual opinion merely; it
has been settled by the highest legal au-
thorities. The question was settled by
the Soldiers’ Voting Acts during the war,
and by the judicial opinions upon them,
and by the National House of Representa-
tives in the analogous case of elections
for that body, wherein the constitution-
ality of the Micnigan Soldiers’ Voting Act
was upheld.

The Maine Legislature, on March 24,
1864, passed an act for the voting of sol-
diers in the field for presidential electors
and congressmen, and the next day,
March 25, submitted a -constitutional
amendment to enable soldiers out of the
State to vote for State officers, but not

including the presidential electors or con-
gressmen, which had just been covered by
a mere act. It would have been an im-
pertinence to have included electors or
congressmen in the amendment.

New Hampshire (see Public Laws of
1864) passed a Soldiers’ Voting Act for
presidential electors and congressmen,
which the justices of the Supreme Court
of that State upheld by an opinion ex-
pressly declaring that the Constitution of
the United States alone governed that
matter, that the act was constitutional,
although in conflict with the State Con-
stitution, and the court was unanimous.
(45 N. H., p. 607.) The language of the
opinion was:

The question as to the election of Representa-
tives to Congress and of Electors of President
and Vice-President, is governed wholiy by the
Constitution of the United States as the para-
mount law, and the Constitution of this State
has no concern with the question, except so far
as it is referred to and adopted by the Constitu-
tion of the United States.

The Vermont Supreme Court gave an
opinion to the same effect. (37 Vt., Ap-
pendix.)

In Henry M. Field’s work on Election
Law, the Michigan case is well stated,
and the House decided, after majority and
minority reports discussing the issue, that
the Michigan Constitution could not gov-
ern as to the place or manner of voting
for congressmen. There is absolutely no
authority the other way.

EpwiN C. PIERCE.

Providence, E. 1.
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