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Anti-Suffrage thes No. 111

A prominent Boston suffragist, writing
to the Boston Herald of June 22nd, com-
plaing that the country will spend in
lighting Mexico what would gave a mil-
lion Poles or Armenians from starvation.
Why does she not apply this reasoning
to the expenditures of her own suffrage
party. The suffrage parade in Chicago
cost $60,000, Mrs, Catt has now at her
dispozal a fund of 21,200,000, in addition
t: all her other resources, Mrs, Bel-
vont hag announced that she will raise
half a millien for the Congressional
Linion. - The New York sullragists ad-
mit that they spent 2200000 in their un-
succesful campaign last  year. The
Massachngetts suffragists spent many
thonsanuds and are now raizing a oew
found of 30,000 to be wgsted in the
enme way, In Pennsylvania, New Jee-
=¥, Iowa—in every campaign state—the
suffragists spend many thousamls of dol-
lars,  Since the beginning of the En-
ropean war they have spent hundreds
of thousands, Many have pledged them-
selves to give to no caunse but sulfrnge—
amd what have they gained by it all?
Defeat in one state after another, anl
wot one victory, In the meantime bor-
rors accumulate in thrice ravaged Po-
lawed, women and children are dyving by
the thonsamls in Poland and Armenia,
ilp one knows the depths of woe in Ser-

in,

The HBHoston Travpseript says: “In
opening up Armenia the Bu=sinn troops
have opened up a charnel house at wlose
gotes the haggard little orplhans sit amnd
beg for food.” While the world is full
of such suffering, which money could
prevent, it is a crime for women o
waste millions of dollars zimply to grat-
ify their personal vanity, It is the black-
est stain ever made on the honor amd
reputation of Ameriean  women  that
thonsands of them who are snffragists
clhioose to shut their oyves to the suffer-
ing and death of innocent non-combot-
antg in the terrible war in Eorvope, aond
to waste huge sums of money iu the en-
deavor to force woman suffrage on this
conntry against the will of the people,

Ida Tarbell, writing from Chicago of
the suffragists gathered there, told of the
bardness of the women, of their steel-
like implacability, She says: “We are
getting what we are in for—woman pol-
iticians—the inevitable result of woman
suffrage.” The suffrage states must en-
dure this—they must take their punish-
ment for their weakness in adopting
woman suffrage: bot men and women
in the states which are still free from
this bane can do their conntry no greater
gervice than by preventing their own
gtates from joining the ranks of those
which offer opportunity to the Iemale
political boss, the type which will offer
for sale, as one of them did in Chicags,
400 MM votes, nearly half of which do
not exist, to any party which would give
her what she wanted,

Mizs Alice Hill Chittenden, writing to
the New York Times, says:

“Woman's advent into politics appar-
ently resolves itself into a question of
money, Suffrage 1 ey was poured inga
Lowa with the ids hat anything coukl
be accomplished with money. It has al-
ways been necessary  for suffragists to
spend ten times as much money to get
women into politics as anti-snffragists
have been able to spend to keep WOM-
AN out of politice,—but now the suf-
fragistz proclaim themselves ready to
gpend a hundred times as muel,

Two antagonistic factions in the suf-
froge party have obvieously doubled its
rezources.  The wealthy women leaders
of each faction have been put on their
metile to win against cach other as well
as againsg- the world,

It is becoming more and more evident
that the ‘canse’ does not move of its
own momentum, Only by extraordinary
money stimulation is it kept a ‘live (s
sue'—and the stimulation iz scemingly
much more ‘live’ than the issue.”

“The New Republic,” an ardent advo-
cate of woman suffrage, finds itself at a
great loss as to what policy to adopt
during the present political eampaign.
It finds neither Mr, Hughes nor Presi-
dent Wilson a satisfactory candidate to
support, and declares: *“We are pre-
vented  from  supporting  the Socialist
ticket because its candidate is not fit to
be president, and because any adminis-
tration which acted on itz program
would land the country in disaster.” An
importast parg of the Socialist program
iz itz eodorsement of woman suffrage.
The Xew York Call (the SBocialist organ)
of June 17th says: “Every Socialist
pledzed to office in the coming state cam-
pign is pledged to support a Federal
Sufirage Amendment, and to work for
tiie paszsage by the state legislature of
the suffrage amendment to the state con-
stitution az well as for a federal amend-
ment, A sub-committee of the Social-
ist state executive committee has pre-
pared_the following resolution:

Be it, therefore, resolved, by the
Btete Convention of the Sociahsi Party
of New York:

1. That we pledge every Socialist
elected to Congress from  this  state
to support an amendment to the Federal
conztitution extending to women equally
with men the right to vote for presideu-
tial glectors and United States senators
and represefitatives,

2. That we pledge every Soeialist
elected to the XNew York legislature to
vote for the approval of such a Federnl
amendment, if submitted, and mean-
while, in the session of 1917 to work and
vote for the second passage of the suf-
frage amendment to the state eonstitu-
tion, as passed in the session of 1916,

B
Cme of the delegates to the Demo-
eratie convention ar 8t Louis who was

woman suffrage. “The New Republic”
for June 24th, edited by an ardent P'ro-
gressive, says: “The Progressive party
corgists at the present time of o dead
body, The thing to do with dead bodies
is to bury them. The national commit-
tee has only to order a funeral, and the
funeral should be simple, and, if humap-
Iy possible, it should be silent, Silenece
i3 imposed not because the feelings of
the majority of the mourners would be
too deep for utterance, but Lecanse for
lh'-"..““'""t part it would pot be fit to ut-
CF.

“Where's my bhandkerchief? You'll
excuse me for crying this way, won't
you? [ don't often ery, But my nerves
are all shot to pleces, I'm ashamed to
i) !:ul_lm to my friends in Sullivan eonnty
and in Naszsau eounty—the women [
urged to follow T, B! Think of the way
T, K. has treated us! - We're botrayel.
We're sold ont!  We're made ridiculous!
Haow shall T ever explain things? Oh-oh-
E;_Iul-‘ I'm just s0 miserable I can’t stand
it

The speaker, or, rather, the sobber,
was Elizabeth Worth Muller, oue of the
posing figures at the Progressive
t on, The time waz Sunday morn-
ing, The place was somewhere in Ohio,
a8 the I'rogressive specinl was zipping
g wuy east from the Chieago cataclysm,

Among the dejected, outraged, resent-
1 and, in a few ecases, profancly cxas-
perated delegates, leaders, financiers and
followers who were homing on that “*fu-
veral train,” Mres, Muller stosd out with
tearful prominence. She is statuesgus
and commanding, forceful and executive,
hazadsome and wealthy,

For many years she hag worked for
siffrage, giving time, effort, money anmd
uriginality of thought to the cause, ver
since 12 she haz specialized in Pro-
gressive suffrage, talking for Teddy,
stumping for Tl.'lid_'l'. rooting for Teddy,
gathering both coborts and eash in the
effort to pug the Bull Moose leader in the
White House,

Mrs, Muller reached for her handkee-
chief again, and [ felt so sorry for her
that I could have wept too.

“And to think,” she went on after a
moment, “that the Progressives had
adopted the safrage plank both ways
—federal and state legislation! Why,
when that went throngh at the conven-
tion [ was so u'n'urju;.'tﬁ and excited that
1 fell off the chair!™ Mrs, Muller smilel
through her tears,

“Fes, T did! I had been standing on
tha chair, waving my flag. 1 fell right
oito another man—a man, | mean—and
hastened to apologize,

“He seemed very pleasant and we
thIIu'd for two hours on suffrage, He
said e had contributed to the cause, and
was an ardent follower of suffrace.

It occeurred to me that sinee our ae-
qupintance had been made so jnformally
1 had better present my eard. 2o [
harded him one with all my political and
club atfilintions engraved on it, and he in
turn presented me with his, Can yon
imugine my astonishment when 1 read
‘Mg, Harry Kendall Thaw, Pittsburg,
Pa," He cortainly was well informed on
political matters, and if he's working for
woman suffrage 'm glad they set bim
froe."—(Zoe Beckley, in the Noew York
Mail of June 13.)

The woman who led the hysterical
cheering of the recent Progressive com-
vention at Chicago showed sizns of men-
tal collapse almost immedintely after the
convention, and was taken to a sanaty-
rinm from which she escaped a few days
Inter entively uoeclothed, and begged at a
farm house for clothing,

Rheta Child Dorr, a prominent mem-
ber of the Congressional Union, writing
of the Democratic convention at St
Lounig, snid:

“The delegates, with the exception of
n few leaders, are npot reprezentative
men, They are not thinking men: they
ar: not independent voters, They are
just party men,

If this i= troe of the men delegates, it
ig equally true of the women,

Thiz morning [ interviewed at some
length a typical woman delegate—Mrs,
Naney Kirkland, of Colorado, Mrs, Kirk-
land does not look like a politician, She
looks_like the president of the Ladies'
Forelgn Mission Guild, In reality she is
the corresponding secretary of the Jaoe
Jeflerson Clab, of Denver, the regulae
Democratic woman's organization, =he
ig vice-chairman of her party in the eiry
and county of Denver, and is the so-
calied execotive woman of District J,
Drenver,

Never outside of an orthodox evangel-
ical church have I encountered anything
as regular as Mrs. Kirkland, When I
asked her if she was a suffragist—~for
women in the non-voting states, [ mean
—she hesitated, and then said:

“0Oh, yes, but the party as a whole
thinks it should come state by state, T
believe, =0 I have promised to endorse
ltll;]e plank which approves the principle
only.”

Then you would not be willing to help
other women get the vote? I asked.

‘XNot 20 long as the party was against
it," was the reply.

“That would be disloval, and we must
always be loval, you know’

The kind of woman who as a rule gets
elected as delegate to the national con-
vention seems to be of this type, This
morning the Kansas group held its cau-
ez, and as they emerged from the room
ot of the men said importantly:

‘Now, girls, that’s all we want of yon
uitil the convention. Just you take your
thirty dollars and go shopping.” ™

BEUFFRAGE BY THHEAT
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most enthusmstic for woman  sulirage
was John O, Barnes, of Kaysville, Utal,
a Mormon pioneer, who has three wives;
his third wife eame to St Louis with
him. He is a loyal supporter of the Maor-
mon church, but his wife is even a bet-
ter defender of the tenets of the chureh.
Burnes has had twenty childven, Mrs.
Barnes said in an ioterview: “1 wus
married to Mr. Barnes forty years ago.
Hs has been a true husband to me. Our
religion taught us it was right for men
to have plural wives, aml the three
wives have lived in harmony. We call
eack other ‘sister, and my children call
the other wives ‘aunt,’ and their chil-
dren eall me ‘aunt” Our men are chiv-
alrens, They have given us the ballof,
which is a right men in other states have
not given their women, The women are
as loyal to the church as the men, yes,
more loyal, if that.is poessible.” Barnes
maintaing a separate house for each of
his wives, Asked if that was not oX-
pensive, he explained that “jit was ox-
pensive, but we did not live extravd-
gartly as the people de now, and God
blessed ns.”  There were sixteen dele-
gates from Mormon Utal. They are
paturally all snfragists.

Antoinette Donnelly, commenting in
the Chicage Tribune on Helen Keller's
feminist theories that the married wom-
ap mnst be economically independent,
BANE;

“1 don't think there is a more falla-
cions argument than that founded on the
superior comfort and advantages aeern-
ing to the matrimonial partnership if the
woman be free to follow a luerative oe-
enpation,

“The increased economie independence
of woman is an impediment to home and
family life.

“Ta begin with, no material considera-
tion can outweigh the disadvantages
where a yvoung family mmst be left to
hired eare, As gosd servants become
rarer amd more expensive thiz diffieulty
will increase,

“It is only a question of common
gense to realize that if you take away
irem a man the impetus to become some-
thing that a dependent wife and family
inspires within him you take away aelf-
vespect, and pretty =oon he has degrade 1
jnto a creature in whom a self-sopport-
ing wife is the first to recognize as mi-
nus the senuine man gqualities.”

There has been B great increase in ju-
venile erime in Germany sinee the war
began owing to the absence of tha
fathers at the front and the large in-
erease of the employment of mothers in
bread-winning occenpations, which leads
to greater neglect of the children,

The Progressive party is the only po-
Litical party in this country which has
ever of its own free will endorsed

Sulfeage and Woman's Party, two lovely
berries growing on one stem, are confin-
ning their heroie task of puiting Mr.
Wilson and the Democrats in congress
nnder duress, *‘Pass the Susan B, An-
IIu-uanchmbnt."‘ they cry, “or we will
] the twelve snffrage states against
you." “We recommend the extension of
the franchise,” the St. Lounis platform
says, “to the women of the country by
the states upon the same terms as to
men In the face of that declaration,
and before it is a week old, these belliz-
erent sistors command Mr, Wilson and
the IDlemocrats in congress to kick it
away and commit themselves to federal
votes for women, and to do it not be-
eause they are convinced of the desira-
bility of soffrage by constitutional
amendment, but because they are fright-
ened into it, A high opinion these frown-
ing dames must have of the moral hon-
esty and ecourage of Mr, Wilzon and the
congress Democrats,

To hold that woman sulfrage is the
prime and paramount issue on which this
election or any election shonkl be decided
iz to furnish to the anti-suffragists a fa-
tal afzument, but it would be unjust to
the majority of the suffragists to regand
them as responsible for the antics and
dithrrambies of the suffrage Extreme
Loft, The Congressional Union for Wom-
an Soffrage and the Woman's Party are
but amuszing themselves and the rest af
the eonntry with a “blufl.” They have
boen deserted by the sense of the ridien-
lomg, The efforts, if efforts are made,
of these two sororities to beat Mr, Wil-
son and the Demoeratic party would
have about as muech effect on the cleetion
ag the evolutions of one Jersey nios-
quite on the movements of the antellites
of Jupiter.—i¥ew York Times, Jupe 22

AMps. Richard 1. Bartlett, of Coving-
ton, Fentueky, a leader of the Kentuekr
delegation at 8t Louis, fears that the
sufiragists may split into faetions and
that thosze now enfranchised may vote
along party “lines and not to advance
their conze,  She evidently does not be-
liove that the Congressional Union eam
control over 4000000 votes to give to
any party which will declare for woman
She zavs: “I am very much
afraid that women may vote along party
lines, and that will be a biz blow to auf-
frage.”  Mrs. Bartlett evidently hag a
mneh more just idea of her sex than has
the Congressional T nion

Issued by the Cambridge Anti-Suffrage
Association,
Marearet ¢, Hobinson, Chairman of the
Presz Commitfes,
For subseription ratea apply to Mra.
Goorge Sheffield, 33 Brewster Street,
CamUFidge, Mass,

July 5, 1914,



LR LR L LY L LR LR AL LR LR LR AL R LRI R R ALY AR | RERTRER)
= | . | i | 5 | - i - F " | tIl |_le |IE}H l||IILIEHIlIIIIéHHI"ITHT]Hllllllii'rll!Lllllllllllﬂ”'""_

ﬁii|mlnn||fﬁmuhtmlﬁtlmlﬁm!ﬁlimhmlllmlhillnllmlﬁ]mhiilmm

ANTI-SUFFRAGE NOTES No. 110

The official returns from the recent
eleetion in Towa give the anti-suifragists
a much larger victory than was first re-
ported,  Their majority was 10341, in-
stead of 4,655, and the statement is made
on every hand that if the question was
submitted agnin at the present time the
g jority against suffrage would be over-
whelming, The attempt on the part ot
the suffragists to explain their defeat as

due to the liguor interests is simply
pucrile, reminding one of Dir. Charles
Depa’s statement that many suffrace

mentality of eleven-

lowa is a prohibition
state;  its east counties horderine o
woman =nffrace inoix, where saloons
are rampant, had conclusive evidenee as
to how sulfrage really works. They =aw
how in East Dubugue, 1L, 70 per cent
of the women voted in favor of salooas
a: one election this spring, and T4 per
cent voted the some way at a second
election.  If the people of  Dubugue,
Lows, had wanted saloons they wonld
probably have tanken this ohieet Jesson to
heart and voted for woman suffrase.
What they did was to vote overwhelm-
izgly against woman suffrage—and yet
suliraze leaders have the effrontery to
say fhat this action was taken at the
behest of the liguor interests!

leaders have the
year-old ehildren,

Masgzachusetts suffrage leaders have
been londly  proclaiming that  beeau=e
Lieut.-(zov. Harding, who iz supposed to
favor the “w " peceived the nomina-
tion for governor in the Lowa primaries.
the “wets” are in a majority in Town
and it was owing to them that suifraze
was defented, As usnal their theories are
not borpe ont by the facts, In the eizhth
coneressional  district Harding  carriel
every eounty but twe, and suffrage car-
ried  every connty  but  one—so  the
iets” munét have voted fur suffrage in
that distriet, and the suffragists mmst
have voted for Harding.

The Afton (Towa) Star-Enterprise
says: “The people voted against it (suf-
froge) becaunse they thought it was for
the best interests of the state that the
women be denied the right of franchise.
1+ seems to be the nniversal opinion that
i€ the election had been held a few weels
goorer the amendment would have car-
ried, The maore the voters studied the
question the more opposed they were fa
it. If the question is hronght np again m
a few vears it will no doubt be defeate ]
by am even larger majority.”

The editor of The Decorah {Lowa)
Jonrnal beeame so indignaot at the base-
loss elinrges coustantly made by lowa
enffragists that their opponents wers in
legene with the liquor interests that (T
wrote a spirited reply, offering a reward
for any proof of their charges It s
peedless to say that no proof was forth-
coming, His letter follows; ;

It appears to me that the campaizia
of aceusation which the advoecates of
woman suffrage have seen fit to conduet
is not at all creditable to their cause u
view of the history of woman suflrage in
thiz eountry. 1 have seen this aceusa-
tion that “the liguor interests and booze
grmpathizers” are footing the bills, a
considerable number of times, and 1 have
had woman suffragists make this state-
ment to me by word of mouth, bt I
Eave mever seen one word to substanti-
ate these charges, amd 1 have never
heard an advecate of suffrage Rt
one sinzle fact to substantiate this accu-
gntion, 1t is a very unfair, unsquare fe
cnsation against opponents who, =0 far
as 1 am able to learn, are at least as
hovorable and as conscientious in theic
opinions as the woman Ipsr-l'l‘r:u:ista are.

Does it mean anything to you advo-
entes of woman suffrage that Wyomins
his been a woman suffraze state anid a
wot state for 47 years; that TUtah, the
home of the Mormons, has been a wom-
an soffrage state and o wet state sinec
1504:  that the only states that woman
gaffrage has carried sinee 1912 are the
twe weltest states in this country, Mou-
tana and Nevada? Does it mean any-
tlupg to you that the rotten legislature
of Illinois ¥ielded to the woman sufi-
fragist lobbyists and im 1psu.~_cl_wum::u
suffrage on the state of 11 inois ¥

These things should be counsidered by
yvou peaple before making your sweeping
pecusations,

We people on the other gide have a
richt to ask ¥ou to either prove thesa
charges or retract them. The Decorah
lournal, af which 1 am the editor, was
the only newspaper in Decorah to put up
any real opposition to the saloons in
1910 and 1911, and today it is the only
newspaper in the city that is putting up
any opposition to woman suffrage.

Algine has been a dry state for
years, but never has been a woman suf-
fraze state, Kansas was dry a quarter
century before the women gocured o vote
fn that state, lowa is a dry state hw
virtne of the action of men, but rizit
east of ug are East Dabugue, Hock
1sland and Moline, wet cities in apite of
the faet that Hlinols women vote

The woman suffragists of Towa n.ml
the nation are spending thousands of
dollars in their campaign, but nobody
questions where the money
1 venture to say that where the woman
suffragistzs have spent @ dollar in this
eampaign in Lowa, their op uts have
not spent tive cents, Up till Xovember
2rd. 1014, not a =ingle woman suffrage
state in this whole union had ever votel
for prohibition, and prohibition votes
that year may very reasonably be as-
cribed to the dry sentiment that was
sweeping over the country, yot some of
vou woman  snffragists have the reck-
jessness to say that the booze element 12
behind the opposition to woman gulfrage.

1 want to make this offer to you and
te the woman suffragists of your county:
1¢ vou will prove, before the Gth of June,

- closed,

ecomes fron.

the mayor concludes as follows: “The
Juvenile rotective Association, realiz-
ing the mepace that this place is to
yenug people who come in contaet with
it in any way, suggests that some action
be taken against these fagrant vielations
of law and decency.”

Misg Jape Addams and other Chicago
sulfragists maintained that it was owlug
to the fact that women had the vote that
the Red Light District in Chicago wus
At o recent session of the Chi-
cage Conweil Joudiciary Committes, Al-
derman en =i Th rotien
domps exist, We koow it, The police
ciief kuows it if he has sense epough to
be chief of Podunk, These rotten places
exizt now as before the close of the el
Light Ddstrict. The police koow about
them, for they zo in and out, and the
pleces are apparently protected, If the
mayor does not koow about them Le
shonld have a guardian'”  “Bat whae
ean we do¥” asked Alderman Kimball.
“We have pazsed varions crdinapcees and
they have been shoved back at us, and
wa have been langhed at. We can't get
oy attention, We pass actiong and reso-
Intions that aren't worth anything.” Mrs.
Bowen, in  her speech, “The Road
to Destruction Made Easy in Chicago,”
says:  “After eight months of investign-
tien the conclusion iz that the conditions
are worse now in Chieago than ever be-
forc in the associntd experience.
My=, Bowen is head of the Juvenile Pro-
teetive Association,

Misg Harriet Vittum, of the Chicago
W |I||.au‘-_: City Club, =says that certain
moving  pictures now on exhibition are
) of the most disgusting outrages
ever allowed in Chieago””  She §2 quoted
ir the Chicago News of June 1 s say-
ing: *“Thiz film shows pandering in all
ite hideonsmes=,  1f not stopped a lot of
sumilur shows which haye Ll
prohibited by the Chicage «
demand the right to play here, such as
“The Lure of New York,! “The House of
fondage, ‘Absinthe,” “The Inside of the
White Slave Traffic.’” The last numed, I
vederstand, has alrendy rencwed ity de-
mand for a license, Numberless boys and
wirls are being admitted to these shows
now going on.” When a show of this
eharacter was exhibited in New York
Uity a well-known anti-suffragist eansed
it te be taken off the boards, in spite of
the public approval given it by Mrs, Bel-
povnt, Inez Milholland et al. Women
do not vote in New York, and the moral
mfluenee of this one anti-snffragist was
sufficient to have the disgusting play
a-l{u%}];u.-d_ Women vote in Chicago, and
eluk women and civie workers have pro-
tested in vain against the exhibition of
thiz immoral show: the City Hall com-
mittee, which has the decision in regard
to such matters, has just passed favo-
ably upon this exhibition a second time.
It must be something of a jolt to Mies
Vittum and her friends, whe are all
prominent suffragists, to find that the
vity politicians pay no attention what-
ever to their wishes, in spite of the fact
that those ladics possess what they sop-
{:“:l“l to be an all-powerful weapon, the
ot

Iowa can bardly be blamed for nok
waxing enthusiastic over the resuits ol
woman suflfrage as seen at close range in
Iliimoiz.

The Ipswich Tribune (Sorth Dakota)
for June 14th says:

“YWe cannot imagine anything more
deplorable and absolutely demoralizing
than the placing of womankind on an
equal footing with man, It iz Dot o
keeping with justice, chivalry or the un-
written law of feminine protection.

“@o mueh has been written of Den-
ver, Uolorado, and the results of equal
suffrage there, that it hag become stale
digeussion, and the writer hag no inelina-
tion to open np the sore anew, He has
had the benetit of the experience, and
was onee privileged to stand meekly up-
on the streets of Denver and wateh a pa-
1ade made up of women voters who, in
1=, in  order that their husbands
should not financially suffer by reason of
the elosing of open gambling houses aml
places of prostipution, voted for Itobert
Speer for mayor, and it was after a noe-
mally Keonblican eity of =ome PR
majority Tad given Speer, the 1hemao-
eratie, wide-open candidate, an election
by some 10,000 majority, that the event
wag celebrated by a mammoth automo-
bile parade in which were banners read-
jng, *We Women Iid It ‘Denver and
Continned Progress,” ete., cte,

“Had thers not been an opposing can-
didate who, in accepting his nomination
had declared *If you don't want gambling
and lLwouses of prostitution blotted out
completely and immediately after T am
sworti in, don’t elect me mayor, there
mizht have been gome redeeming feature,
but the Republicans did have such o can-
didate, and in fear that he would keep
hig word the majority of women electors
in the city of Dlenver voted to retain a
wide-open mayor who, true to his prom-
jse, continned to conduet as he had con-
dueted in his past administration—the
most lawless city in America. Not many
veurs after that very common (for Den-
ver) proceeding, Mayor Specr fled the
city, When he did return he was re-
ecoived with warm weleome, and as a re-
ward was again chosen, and is now serv-
ing, as we understand, ns chief magiz-
trate of a city wherein for years the
women have had the right to vote”

(zimbel Bros., of Philadelphia, have a
big department store which is a fire trap.
It flagrantly violates the fire ordinances
of that city, and exposes to great danger
the lives of many of its employees, The
firm resisted suceessfully  petitions  of
Philadelphin citizens, who are men and
voterz,  Suit was bronght azainst the
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that “the Tiqwor i i
sympathizers are paying for the printing
and distribution” of anti-woman sufirags
literature in Iowa, I will mail the won-
an suffrage organization in your city a
check for $25, and, furthermore, 1 will
vote for woman suffrage on June Sth.
You may make your proof before any
two reputable attorneys of Riceville, or
of your county, and if these two men
sy that your proof would establish yonr
contention in any eourt of law in Iowa,
1 will pay the money and I will vote Fow
the amendment, If yom cannot do this,
1 think that it is only fair for you and
your co-agitators to retract this alander.

The IMlineis Vigilance Committee has
signs up in Iowa rmailway stations waru-
ing girls in male suffrage lowa against
eonditions in woman suffrage Tllinois,

Mrs, Irn Couch Wood, president of
the Illinois Training School for Nurses,
told the eouncil license eommittes of Chi-
cngo that the combination of liguor an:l
daveing iz one of the most potent influ-
erees in ecausing the downfall of young
girls. Mrs, Wood was one of the apeaks
ers who urged the adoption of the Pret-
zel ordinance prohibiting the sale of [i-

quor wherever dapeing is permitted,
1 want to make a plea for the girls

Letween 15 and 207" she zaid. “1 am
specking here as the representative of
ths nurses of the Cook County hospital,
wihere we have to foce the facts square:

Ir.

“Idisgrace and disease are the results
of the sale of liquor at dances. The sto-
ries the girls tell ns almost always bewin
he enme way, They tell ng they went
ont for a good time at a dance hall, mec
gome man, were plied with more lgue:
than they conld stand, and then they had
to eome to s, These girls are not coo-
fiped to one nationality or to any onse
class in the social seale™

“In the normal maternity wanl in the
Cook Connty hospital 400 illegitimate ba-
Bies have been born during the last year.
This is 3G per cent of the entire num-
ey born in the hospital, Sinee Xovem-
ber, 1005, fifty-three girls under 200 years
old, who have been in the surgical ward
for operations resulting from social dis-
pases have atrributed their troubles to
liquor and danee halls. OF this numbes
theee tried to commit suicide hy taking
bichloride of mercury.'”

HSouth Wa-

The Cadillac Cafe, 2136
ch has been

bash avenne, Chicago, W
riefused g saloon license on account of it=
notordous  reputation, iz still  selling
drirks, and =cllz them all night into the
bargain, aceording to Mizz Amelin Sears,
superintendent of the Juvenile Protective
Aszociation, eer and whiskey are said
ts be sold to hilarions erowds until
o'clock in the morning, At four o'clock,™
e report states, “the place was erowd-
el to capacity, the erowd was hilarionsly
intoxieated, dancing of the obscene type
was indulzed in with npo  interference
from the management, The revelry was
in foll swing at 6 o'clock, at which time
1 left the place.” Miss Sears’ letter to

;Etlu_:lnmniﬁuuuliI|uﬂlfy[Ia.§u|[ﬁm|ﬁ;|m|nn|i11|ﬁ3._t_|l;$?!gn|ti|1llﬁ|lmlfnlmlﬁ

company by the cify solicitor and anxu-
jary counsel, Gimbel Bros. were u -
mayed aml were ready to go into court
and defend themselves; bat, prompted
by the committee on fire prevention,
pomber of Bryo Mawre alumpae (women
without the ballot) simultaneonsly with-
drew their acconnts from Gimbel Bros,
and uneonditional snreender resulted im-
mediately, Gimbel Bros, have agreed to
begin construetion on fire walls and other
enfeguards not Iater than July 14th.
Bryn Mawr iz a hotbed of suffrage and
feminism, and itz students are taught o
believe that women are powerless with-
out the ballot!

A new hook, “The Principle of Suf-
frage,” by Nathaniel O, Fowler, Jr,, just
pulilished, a= yellow in cover as in tone,
iz full of sueh gems as the following:

“1 am ungualifiedly in favor of votes
for women simply because woman is a
human being, IIi' she is not, she should
not be treated as a homan being,  She
ghould not be allowed to live with man.
whe is human, She should not be per-
mitted to bear children, She should not
be in eontrol of the home, Bhe shoull
not be the buyer of ninety per cent of
ilie commodities. She should not be al-
loywed Fo teach in our public gchools, She
shenld not be permitted to hold :
She should not be in bosines, working
alongside of her superiors,

“1f woman is human—and there is not
a man in the whole world so degraded
p4 to clmim that she is not—then she
rluyutd: engoy all the rights of the human
heing.™

Has Mr. Fowler considered that ehil-
dren are also human beings, that the
Japanese in California are also human,
that the many unnaturalized foreigners
in this conntry are also human% If hu-
manity alone gives one the right to the
ballot any foreign power wishing for its
awn ends to iullnenee our legislation need
only =end over a few shiploads of its
own humans amd swing any election. 1t
is worth remembering, however, that nwe
government on earth has ever gramted
the franchise to any ela~« simply beeatse
they were human beings,

Mr. Fowler continues, in the tone of
tha troe fanatic:

“If 1 kpew that universal sulfrage
wonld =et my country back a hundred
vears, if 1 were assured that oniversal
sufirnge would turn pelitical mud into
political slime, if 1 were certain that nmi-
vorsal s=uffraze would multiply groz
shops and lower millions to the level of
the gotter, if 1 had evidence that univer-
sal suffeage would npset this countey of
onrs, canse the publie schools to deterio-
pate aud other great institutions to lower
their standard, 1 shonld cast my ballot
in favor of votes for women, feeling it a
duty to God and to man.”

Issned by the Cambridge Anti-Suffrage

Amsociation,
AMargaret (. Robinson, Chairman of the
Press Committes,
For subseription rates apply to Mrs,
Georze Sheffield, 33 Brewster Street,

Cambridge, Mass.
July 5, 19164,
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Why We Oppose Votesfor Women

BECAUSE suffrage is not a privilege to be enjoved, but if imposed upon women it becomes a

duty to be performed.

BECAUSE we believe the men of the State capable of conducting the government for the benefit

of both men and women; their interests, generally speaking, being the same.

BECAUSE women are not suffering from any injustice which giving them the ballot would

rectify.

BECAUSE political equality will eventually deprive women of many special privileges hitherto

accorded to her by man-made law.

BECAUSE the ballot in the hands of men has not proved a cureall for existing evils, and there
is no reason to believe it would be more effectual in the hands of women. It has not been
in the States where it exists. In Colorado after a test of twenty-two years the results show

no gain in public and political morals over male suffrage States.

BECAUSE equality in character does not imply similarity in function, and the duties and life of
men and women should be different in the State, as in the home. Man's service to the

State through government is counterbalanced by woman's service in the home.

BECAUSE woman now stand outside of polities, and therefore are free to appeal to any party in
matters of education, charity and reform. We believe it would be to the disadvantage of

the State and of woman to put this noun-partisan half of society into politics.

BECAUSE the woman suffrage movement is a backward step in the progress of civilization, in
that it seeks to efface natural differentiation of function, and to produce identity instead
of division of labor.

IBSUED BY

The National Association Opposed to Woman Suffrage

37 WEST 3sta STREET,
NEW YOREK OITY.

T aig
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OPINIONS OF EMINENT PERSONS AGAINST
WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

DAXIEL WEBSTER. “ The rough contests of the political world are not
suited to the dignity and the delieacy of your sex. . .. It is by the promul-
gation of sound morals in the community, and more especially by the training
and instruetion of the young, that woman performs her part toward the
preservation of a free government.”

Rev. HORACE BUSHNELL, D.D. “Hitherto it has been an advantage
to be going into battle in our suffrages with a full half . . . as a corps of
reserve, left behind, so that we may fall back on this guiet element . . . and
settle again our mental and moral equilibrium. Now it is proposed that we
have no reserve any longer, that we go into our eonfliets taking our women
with us, all to be kept heating in the same fire for weeks or months together.

. Let no man imagine . . . that our women are going into these encoun-
ters to be just as quiet, or as little moved as now, when they stay in the rear
unexcited, letting us eome back to them often and recover our reason. They
are no more mitigators now, but instigators rather, sweltering in the same
fieree heats and eommotions, only more tempestuously stirred than we.”
Women's Suffrage; the Reform against Nature.

FRANCIS PARKMAN. “It has been claimed as a right that woman
should vote. It is no right, but a wrong, that a small number of women
should impose on all the rest political duties which there is no eall for their

i assuming, which they do not want to assume, and which, if duly discharged,
would be a eruel and intolerable burden.”

Mgs. CLARA T. LEONARD, Massachusetts Board of Health, Lunacy
and Charity. “The best work that a woman ean do for the purifying of
polities is by her influence over men, by the wise training of her children, by
her intelligent, unselfish counsel to husband, brother, or friend, by a thor-
ough knowledge and diseussion of the needs of her eommunity.”

Rev, EDWARD EVERETT HALE, D.D. “1I am now asked lo confer the
responsibility of suffrage upon women. This means, of course, that they are
willing to aceept all the responsibilities of publie-spirited men. To which
request I reply that I do not think they want to do these things, and second,
that I do not think they would do them well”

Le BARON R. BRIGGS, President of Radcliffe College. “ As to publie
life, I am still so conservative as to hold that a political competition of both
sexes is less likely to elevate men than to degrade women, and that the
peculiar strength of refined and earnest womanhood is exereised in ways less
publie. I fear the loss of the best that is in woman, and, with it, the loss of a
power that is hers and hers alone.”
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JACOB A. RIIS. “I do not think the ballot will add to woman’s real
power which she exercises or can exercise now."”

CARL SCHURZ. “Is it not certain that so tremendouns an addition to the
voting foree as the granting of unqualified woman suffrage would effect,
would involve at least the possibility of a dangerous increase of those evils
which the best thought of the eountry is at present painfully struggling to
remedy 7"

Mes. EATE GANNETT WELLS. “In the present constitution of events,
of faets, physiological, social, financial, moral, and politieal, it is inexpedient
for government to grant universal female suffrage.”

Carpinar, GIBBONS. “If woman enters polities, she will be sure to
earry away on her some of the mud and dirt of political contact.”

Hox. MOSES HALLETT, United States District Judge for Colorado.
# Qur state has tried the female suffrage plan a sufficiently long time to form
a fair idea of its workings. I am not prejudiced in any way, but honestly do
not see where the experiment has proved of benefit. . . . It has produced no
special reforms and it has had no partieular purifying effect upon polities.
There is a growing tendeney on the part of most of the better and more intel-
ligent of the female voters of Colorado to eease exereising the ballot. . . . If
it were to be done over again, the people of Colorado would defeal woman
suffrage by an overwhelming majority.”

How, THOMAS F. BATYARD, Secretary of State. * There never was a
greater mistake, there never was a falser fact stated than that the women
of Amerien need any protection further than the love borne to them by their
fellow-conntrymen. Do not imperil the advantages which they have; do not
attempt in this hasty, ill-considered, shallow way to interfere with the rela-
tions which are founded upon the laws of Nature herself.”

Miss IDA M. TARBELL, *The assumption that the improvement of
woman’s position depends upon the vote is quite as unsound as the eharge of
her inferiority. . . . Woman proves her equality by doing the things for
which she is fitted and which the world needs from her. . . . It is the gravest
weakness of this country at present to ignore certain fundamental things,
that life is not saved by polities but by principles, and that principles ave
not tanght by votes and legislation, but by preeept and by praetice.”

ABRAM S. HEWITT. * After carefully considering all the arguments
advanced by the advoeates of woman suffrage . . . I do not think, from the
organie difference between men and women, that it will ever be shown to be
for the advantage of women that they should be forced to take part in politi-
cal controversies. In faet, I think it would be a great misfortune to them, as
well as to the human race.”

2




Hox. CHARLES J. BONAPARTE, “ The suffrage is not a mere privi-
lege. It is a public burden, and when it is proposed to make your mothers
and sisters and other ladies of whom, perhaps, yon may sometimes think,
share this burden, the question is properly not whether women should be
allowed to vote, but whether they should be obliged to vote.”

Pror. EDWARD D. COPE. * The first thing that strikes us in consider-
ing the woman suffrage movement is that it is a proposition to engage women
once more in that * stroggle * from which eivilization has enabled them in great
measure to eseape; and that its effect, if long continued and fairly tried, will
be to eheek the development of woman as such, and to bring to bear on her
influences of a kind different from those which have been hitherto active.”

Miss DOROTHEA L. DIX. ¥“Distinetly and emphatieally, Miss Dix
believed in woman’s keeping herself aloof and apart from anything savoring
of ordinary political action. . . . Bhe must be the inearnation of a purely
disinterested idea appealing to universal humanity, irrespective of party or
seet.” Life of Dorothea Lynde Diz, by Franeis Tiffany.

Dr. 8. WEIR MITCHELL. ¥ The best of the higher evolution of mind
will never be safely reached until the woman aceepts the irrevoeable decree
, which made her woman and not man. Something in between she cannot be.”

RICHARD H. DANA. “ The truth is, the ballot for women is not nesded

. . and if they were ever ealled npon to combine and work in antagonism
to the men, which they must do if their vote is really needed, the evils of the
confliet wounld strike at the very foundations of our social system.”

Pror. WILLTAM T. SEDGWICK. “Why should the great majority of
women, who, as everybody knows, are either indifferent or opposed to woman
suffrage, be foreed to accept it against their will when there is no sound evi-
dence that any material good is likely to acerne either to themselves or to
the state?”

Bismor JOHN H. VINCENT, Founder of Chantanqua. * When abont
thirty years of age I accepted for a time the doctrine of woman suffrage, and
publicly defended it. Years of wide and careful observation have convinced
me that the demand for woman suffrage in Ameriea is without foundation in
equity, and, if successful, mnst prove harmful to American society,”

Miss JEANNETTE L. GILDER, Founder of The Critic. “In polities I
do not think that women have any place. Neither physieally nor tempera-
mentally are they strong enough for the fray. The life is too publie, too
wearing, and too unfitted to the nature of women. Tt is bad enongh for men

. . and it would be worse for women. I believe not only that the ballot in
the hands of women would be a calamity, but T helieve that it would prove a
boomerang.”

3
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JOHN BOYLE O'REILLY. “Woman suffrage would be the constitu-
tional degradation of women; it would be an appeal to the eoarser strength
of men; and I profoundly believe that it would result in social disorder and
disrespect of law.”

GAIL HAMILTON (Miss Mary Abigail Dodge). My earliest instinet
and my latest judgment combine in maintaining that women have a right to
elaim exemption from politieal duty and responsibllity, and that men have
no right to lay the burden upon them. If the publie work is ill done by men,
the remedy is to do it better, not to shift the weight to shoulders already
heavily laden, and whose task they do not propose in any respect to lighten.”

Rev. JAMES M. BUCELEY, D.D. “Bhould the doaty of governing in the
state be imposed upon women, all the members of society will suffer. . . .
The true woman needs no governing authority eonferred upon her by law. In
the present situation the highest evidence of respect that man ean exhibit
toward woman, and the noblest serviee he ean perform for her, are to vote
¥AY to the proposition that would take from her the diadem of pearls, the
talisman of faith, hope, and love, by which all other requests are won from
men, and substitute for it the iron erown of anthority.”

Hox. HENRY B. BROWN, Ex-Justice of the Supreme Court of the
United States, “ It is a mistake to suppose that either men or women have
a natural right to vote. We are bound to distingnish between natural and
politieal rights. They may be said to have a natural right to protection in
their persons, their property and their opinions, but they have no natural
right to govern or to participate in the government of others.”

Rev. THEODORE L. CUYLER, D.D. “ There is full scope for woman’s
patience, power, purity and prayers without attempting to override that
divine arrangement which never fitted her to be a soldier, a sailor, a eivil
engineer, a juryman, a magistrate, a policeman, a politician.”

Hox. ELIHU ROOT, Secretary of State. “I am opposed to granting
suffrage to women beeaunse I believe it would be a loss to women and an in-
jury to the state, and to every man and woman in the state. . . . I think so
beeause snffrage implies not merely the easting of a ballot, but entering upon
the fleld of politieal life; and polities is modified war. In polities there is
struggle, strife, contention, bitterness, heart-burning, exeitement, agitation
— everything which is adverse to the true character of woman. In my judg-
ment, this whole movement arises from a false conception of the duty and
the right of men and women. . . . It iz a fatal mistake that these excellent
women make when they conceive that the functions of men are superior to
theirs and seek to usurp them.”



JENNIE JUNE (Mrs, Jane C. Croly), “ Mother of Clubs,” Founder of
the New York Sorosis, and President of the New York Women's Press Club,
# The best way for women to approach politics is to let them entirely alone.
In all the fifty years that in one way or another I have worked, I have never
identified myself with suffrage nor polities.”

ROSSITER JOHNSON. “ The most eivilized portions of mankind have
not vet ontgrown the measurement of foree for the ultimate settlement of
every great question, and the unit of foree is the man eapable of bearing
arms. . . . The government set up, and the poliey adopted, may not be the
best possible; but, if a majority of the men stand behind them, we shall at
least have stability, and that is the most neeessary element in any govern-
ment. . . . To make any party vietorious at the polls by means of blank-
cartridge ballots would only present an inereased temptation to the numerieal
minority to assert itself as the military majority. . . . If an election is ear-
ried by a preponderance of votes east by women, who is to enforee the ver-
diet? When a few such verdiets have been overturned, we shall find onr-
selves in a state of anarchy.”

THE ENGLISH REMONSTRANCE (Nineteenth Century, June, 1880).
“To gum up: we would give the women their full share in the state of social
effort and social mechanism; we look for their increasing aetivity in that
higher state which rests on thought, conscience, and moral inflaence; but we
protest against their admission to direet power in that state which does vest
upon foree — the state in its administrative, military, and financial aspects —
where the physieal eapacity, the acenmulated experience, and inherited train-
ing of men onght to prevail without the harassing interference of those who,
though they may be partners of men in debate, ean in these matters never be
partners with them in action. . . . Nothing ean be further from our minds
than to seek to depreciate the position or importance of women. Tt iz be-
eanse we are keenly alive to the enormous value of their speeial contribution
to the community that we oppose what seems to us likely to endanger that
contribution. We are eonvineed that the pursuit of a mere outward equality
with men is for women not only vain but demoralizing. Tt leads to a total
misconception of woman's true dignity and special mission. Tt tendsto per-
sonal strugele and rivalry, where the only effort of both the great divisions of
the human family should be to contribute the characteristie labor and the best
gifts of each to the common stock.” :

Mrs. Humphry Ward Mrs. George J. Goschen

Mrs. Leslie Stephen Mrs. Frederie Harrison

Mrs. Thomas H. Huxley Mrs, Matthew Arnold

Mrs. William E. Forster Mrs. Max Miiller

Lady Frederie Cavendish Mrs. J. Richard Green

Hon. Emily Lawless Mrs. Walter Bagehot and others
5
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VICTORIA, Queen of England. “The Queen is most anxious to enlist
every one who ean speak or write to join in cheeking this mad, wicked folly
of ¢ Woman's Rights,” with all its attendant horrors, on whieh her poor, feeble
gex is bent, forgeiting every sense of womanly feeling and propriety.”

JOHN BRIGHT. * When women are not safe under the charge or care
of fathers, husbands, brothers, and sons, it is the fault of our non-eivilization
and not of our laws. As eivilization founded on Christian principles ad-
yances, women will gain all that is right for them to have, though they ave
not seen contending in the strife of politieal parties. In my experience I
have observed evil results to many women who have entered heartily into
political eonfliet and diseussion. I would save them from it."”

WILLIAM E. GLADSTONE. “A permanent and vast difference has
been impressed npon women and men respeetively by the Maker of both. I
for one am not prepared to say which of the two sexes has the higher and
which has the lower province. . . . I am not without the fear, lest beginning
with the state, we should eventunally be found to have intruded into what is
yet more fundamental and more sacred, the preeinet of the family, and should
dislocate, or seriously modify, the relations of domestie life.”

HERBERT SPENCER. Herbert Spencer, in Justice, maintains that there
are fundamental reasons for keeping the spheres of the sexes distinet. He
had formerly argued the matter © from the point of view of a general prinei-
ple of individual rights,” but he finds that this eannot be sustained, as he
# Jiseovers mental and emotional differences between the sexes which dis-
qualify women for the burdens of government and the exercise of itz fune-

tions."

Mzs. HUMPHRY WARD. * Women should not vote on gquestions in the
solution of which they ean never play a responsible part. Fancy a female
general, a female admiral! Faney a railroad run by women, roads built or
mines worked by them! If there is this inevitable physical limitation to a
woman's activity . . . is it just that she be given a wvote on matters that
involve these aetivities? The national government . . . is concerned in all of
these things, and is maintained by the votes of the male portion of the popu-
lation, which thus indireetly decides on the army, the navy, the railroads, and
the scores of material interests in which women eannot by nature take an

active part.”

GOLDWIN SMITH. * Political power has hitherto been exercised by the
male sex; not beeanse man has been a tyrannical usurper and has brutally
thrust his weaker partner out of her rights, but in the eourse of nature be-
eanse man alone eould uphold government and enforee the law. Let the edi-
fice of law be as moral and as intellectual as you will, its foundation is the
force of the community, and the foree of the community is male.”



QUARTERLY REVIEW, Women at Ozford and Cambridge, Oetober,
1897. Y Either sex is an appalling blunder, or else it munst have been in-
tended that each sex should have its own work to do, not merely in the phys-
ieal economy of the race, but also in the social and intellectual world. . . .
Woman, alike in body, mind, and character, ‘is not lesser man, but other.’
At the moment, many able women think that it is possible to follow maseuline
ideas in edueation, in habit, in practieal life, and yet to be true to their own
nature. In the long run this is impossible.”

Other notable persons who have remonstrated against woman suffrage are
President Grover Cleveland, Mrs. Margaret Deland, President Arthur T.
Hadley of Yale University, Miss Ida M. Tarbell, Bishop David H. Greer of
New York, Miss Caroline Hazard, President of Wellesley College, Rev. Dr.
Lyman Abbott, Miss Agnes Irwin, Dean of Radeliffe College, Charles Dudley
Warner, Mrs. Mary E. Wilkins Freeman, Felix Adler, Madame Louise Homer,
President William DeWitt Hyde of Bowdoin College, Mrs. Kate Douglas
Wiggin, Bishop William C. Doane, Mrs. Clara Lounise Kellogg Strakosch,
Hon. Charles C. Nott, Chief Justice United States Court of Claims, Mrs. John
Ware, Andrew 8. Draper, New York State Commizzioner of Edueation, Miss
Carolyn Wells, Rev. Dr. Theodore T. Munger, Miss Mabel T. Boardman, Ed-
ward W. Bok, former United States Senator George F. Edmunds, Richard
Watson Gilder, Mrs. Celia Thaxter, President Henry P. Judson of the Uni-
versity of Chicago, Marion Harland (Mrs. Virginia Terhune), Governor
Woodrow Wilson of New Jersey, Mrs. Schuyler Van Rensselaer, Bishop
Arthur C. A. Hall of Vermont, Mrs. Grover Cleveland, Hon. Edgar Aldrich,
'nited States Distriet Judge for New Hampshirve, Mrs. Mary Anderson de
Navarro, Mrs. Rebecea Harding Davis, Mrs. Josephine Daskam Bacon, Rev.
Dr. Charles H. Parkhurst, Miss Adeline Knapp, Prof. William K. Brooks of
Jolmz Hopkins University, Mrs. Helen Watterson Moody, Oectave Thanet
(Miss Alice French), Mra. Adeline D. T. Whitney, James Bryce, William E.
H. Lecky, Miss Octavia Hill, Frederic Harrison, John Ruskin, Sir E. Ray
Lankester, Gilbert K. Chesterton, Rudyard Kipling and Lord Cromer,
“ Maker of Modern Egypt.”

Other prominent Massachusetts men who have expressed their opposition
to woman suffrage are Governors Eben 8. Draper, Curtis Guild, Jr., W. Mur-
ray Urane (now United States Benator), Roger Woleott, William E. Russell,
George . Robinson and William Gaston, United States Senator Henry Cabot
Lodge, President A. Lawrence Lowell of Harvard University, President
Charles W. Eliot of Harvard University, President Franklin Carter of Wil-
liams College, President Mark Hopkins of Williams College, President (eorge
Harris of Amherst College, President Frederick W. Hamilton of Tufts
College, President Henry Lefavour of Simmons College, President L. Clark
Seelye of Smith College, President Albert P. Fiteh of Andover Theological
Seminary, Prineipal Alfred E. Stearns of Phillips Exeter Aecademy,
Bishop William Lawrenee, Cardinal O'Connell, George G. Crocker, Con-
gressman William C. Lovering, Prof. Charles Eliot Norton, Major Henry
L. Higginson, John Fiske, James Ford Rhodes, Charles F. Donnelly, Judge
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Franeis C. Lowell, Charles Warren, Prof. Charles J. Bullock, Morgan
Roteh, William D. Sohier, Rodney Wallace, Rev. Joshua P, Bodfish, Samuel
J. Elder, Dr. Edward M. Hartwell, Arthur Lord, Charles T. Gallagher, Al-
bert C. Houghton, William B. Plunkett, James M. Prendergast, John N. Cole,
Henry L. Pieree, William F. Wharton, Solomon Lineoln, Henry M. Whitney,
Rev. John (¥Brien, Henry H. Sprague, T. Jefferson Coolidge, Thomas Rus-
sell, Prof. William B. Munro, Charles Franeis Adams, Prof. Franeis J.
Child, Elisha Morgan, Jeremiah W. Coveney, Dr. J. Collins Warren, John
R. Thayer, W. Lyman Underwood, Dr. Henry P. Waleott, Frederick P. Fish,
Melvin O. Adams, James P. Munroe, Robert Winsor, Edwin F. Atkins,
Theodore Lyman, John F. Fitzgerald, Dr. William L. Richardson, Walter
Clifford, Timothy G. Spaulding, Robert Luce, John T. Burnett, Laurence
Minot, John A. Sullivan, Moses Williams, Thomas L. Livermore, Robert M.
Morse, Levi J. Gunn, Dr. Walter Channing, Franeis H. Appleton, Thornton
K. Lothrop, Judge William C. Loring, Charles F. Choate, Arthur H. Lowe,
Prof. F. Spencer Baldwin, Dr, William J. Counecilman, Frank Foxeroft, Rev.
Octavins B. Frothingham, Prentiss Cummings, Prof. William W. Goodwin,
Congressman Robert O. Harris, Prof. Paul H. Hanuns, William A. Gaston,
District Attorney Richard W. Irwin, Dr. Dudley A. Sargent, Frederie J.
Btimson and many others,

WOMAN SUFFRAGE IN COLORADO,

“I have voted since 1893. T have been a delegate to the city and
State conventions, and a member of the Republican State Committee
from my eounty. I have been a deputy sheriff and a wateher at the
polls.  For twenty-three years I have been in the midst of the woman
suffrage movement in Colorado. For years I believed in woman
suffrage and have worked day in and day out for it. I mow see my
mistake and wounld abelish it to-morrow if I eould.

No law has been put on the statute book of Colorade for the benefit
of women and children that has been put there by the women. The
child labor law went through independently of the women's vote.
The hours of working-women have not been shortened; the wages of
school-teachers have not been raised; the type of men that got into
office has not improved a bit.

Frankly, the experiment is a failure. It has done Colorado no
good. It has dome woman no good. The best thing for both would
be if to-morrow the ballot for women eould be abolished.”

\ Mre, Fraxcis W. Goppagp,

President of the Colonial Dames of Colorado.
DecEmEBER, 1910,

Printed by the Massachusetts Assoeiation Opposed to the Further
Eztension of Suffrage to Women.

Pamphlets and leaflets may be obtained from the Seeretary,
Room 615, Kensington Building, 687 Boylston Street, Boston, Massachnsetts.

OcTtoeer, 1012, o 2
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SOME FACTS ABOUT
CALIFORNIA’S EXPERIMENT
WITH WOMAN SUFFRAGE

ISBUED BY

The National Association Opposed to Woman Suffrage

37 WEST 39th STREET
NEW YORK CITY
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fornia by a minority of the voters. Now the entire

population, men and women, are feeling the evil effects
of this dangerous experiment. It earnestly behooves every citi-
zen—both men and women—of those States where a small minor-
ity is seeking the enfranchisement of women to read this report
compiled from official records, newspapers and the letters of
resident and visiting investigators in direct touch with the situa-
tion in California.

The official election figures prove the contention of Anti-
Suffragists that the better moral element among women does not
vote. And the elections prove that many women of the “sub-
merged tenth' do vote for undesirable and vicious measures.

Suffragists contended that the women of California wished
to vote, to have "“a voice in the government’ of the city, the
State and the nation. It was on such representations of a few
enthusiastic Suffragists that California women were enfranchised
in October, 1911.

““Women want the vote. Why not let them have it? It won't
do any harm and it may do good,” reasoned the majority
of the minority of men who wvoted on this constitutional
amendment.

Do the women of California vote?

Do they vote in city elections? InStateelections? Innational
elections?

Has woman suffrage in California done harm?

Has it done good?

The correct answers to these questions may serve to guide
the action of other States confronting this serious problem in
government.

Because of its wider interest, let us first consider the national
phase.

The Bureau of the Census at Washington states that there
are 920,397 males and 671,386 females of voting age in California.
Eliminating the Chinese and Japanese, who have no vote, there
should have been 860,794 men and 665,450 women registered
(less those not naturalized, of whom there are more men than
women).

Secretary of State Jordan, of California, is authority for the
statement that 802,000 men and 180,000 women registered to vote

3

WDNL&N suffrage was imposed upon the State of Cali-
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at the Presidential election on November 5, 1912, a most inter-
esting and important national election.

These figures show that of those entitled to vote over 03
per cent. of the men registered and only a fraction over 27 per
cent. of the women registered.

And this at the first national election, when the tinsel had not
yet worn from the Suffragists’ toy!

Beyond all shadow of doubt, then, at least 73 per cent. of the
women of California do not wish to perform the duty of voting
in national elections. This 73 per cent. does not include the many
women who voted to offset the vote of misguided women—and
not because they wished “a voice in the government.”

What then of the number and kind who vote in local or State
elections? Just two recent instances:

In Pasadena on March 20th, thiz year, a special election was
held to vote on bond issues, some of which would enable the
purchase of land for public parks and playgrounds. Out of a
voting population of 16,324 (city clerk’s figures), 4,672 voted.
The votes of men and women are not kept separate, but
it is clear that at least 50 per cent. of the women did not
vote.

In Los Angeles on March 24, 1913, there was a more important
election, one involving radical and socialistic changes in the city
charter. A Citizens’ Committee of 1,000 advocated in all the
newspapers the carrying of certain propositions and the defeat
of others. Sample ballots marked *“Vote No,” “Vote Yes"
were distributed broadcast. Only 31,000 voters (men and women)
out of 161,000 voted at all, and nine out of ten of the propositions
advocated by the Reform Committee were defeated.

The Los Angeles Times of March 26th says: *The vote of the
women was disappointing. In some precincts it was a negligible
quantity, while in others it was only about one-third of the total.”
Yet the Suffragists carried on an active campaign, attended and
spoke at all-day meetings and even worked at their headquarters
all Easter Sunday.

Has woman suffrage in California done harm?

The saloon question is one which Suffragists say women will
settle when they vote. Their favorite attack is that the anti-
suffrage campaign is financed by the saloon interests. Anti-
saloon workers favor control of saloon evils by means of local

4



option. A local option election was held in San Francisco late
last year. What happened?

There were 121,000 possible women voters in San Francisco;
45,665 women and 89,023 men were registered and entitled to
vote; a total of 78,857 did vote. Remembering that the papers
had been urging the adoption of the local option amendment in
order to control the saloons and lessen crime during the approach-
ing exposition, the Suffragists would have us believe that at
least all the women who registered would vote. Yet only 15,087
votes were cast in favor of the amendment, although 45,665
women registered, and it is stated that approximately one woman
in eight who was interested encugh to register took interest
enough to go to the polls.

At a special election held in Berkeley, Cal., April 12th, on the
issuing of bonds for playgrounds, about 1,500 of the 8,000 women
voters of the city voted. The mayor, who has been a zealous
worker for women suffrage, reprimands the women for their
negligence of this particular issue, which of all others should
interest them. In a newspaper interview he asks, *“Where were
the mothers?”

Thus one of the crying evils of our day has been aggravated
by the enfranchisement of women in California—the evil of an
irresponsible or disinterested voting class who do not vote. This
sort of negligence and indifference is resulting in government by
a minority. That there is opportunity enough for evil results is
indicated by the fact that eight or nine distinet elections were held
in Los Angeles in the year 1912,

The dereliction of the new voters and its evil effects are further
revealed by this letter from a San Franciscan written February
26, 1913. “The Suffragists in other States are asking for the
vote, as they say, “to put down vice."! Albany, Cal., had a local
election two weeks ago and the ‘drys’ were snowed under, al-
though, as the local paper states, over 50 per cent. of the Albany
voters are women.

“I notice that when a State is about to vote on suffrage the
Suffragists adroitly pass it around that the saloon interest and
white slavers are raising funds to defeat suffrage, knowing that
their occupation will be gone. This argument has made converts
of thousands of the very best people. But these interests are
organized, too, and know through their agents that in the suffrage

5

F..

1

T

2

18 19 0 21 3
tlimadotbemmwmbaitobosibntiod

7

16

14

i2

10 1
Wtbentibatodeaimbowemmmbotmalotonl

i

IHiIH|H1HHIi|I1F|i]III1fé_l’lLLLEIIIi}|I|IIHMII]HIIT%I"HHHIHil|1g|ill|lrl|illii
[

m|utn||11||g|
Tk

Hin

8

T
it

bt

HI;

4

N

Hin

-i__filltl[i‘l%ﬂj]lll|l

o

mm

4



(]

u_IJII

i

Il

¥

Il

Iz

(it

[
E

HEHIT

[

LE 0oL
|ﬁl|l1t|lli|lii|ﬁﬂll11iIlHII'ﬁIIHI!HIlHI

i

£l

Nl 3avW
i

T

U T
[ [

|11|||mlmlﬁ

T
&

i

(LT RREROTT

L

8

9k Gl ¥l
|I1i|lmlm|ﬁ|h1:Imlm[ﬁllmi

il

09
||$|l|]h1i|l1h--

i

hithih

5
L

LT

States the wind sets in their direction. And why not? At the
cost of some space let me explain. When suffrage is granted to
women only a small vote can be brought out in minor elections.
But the class with personal interests at stake will vote. Those,
too, do not neglect to vote who find their ballot has a money
value. Note how many affiliated interests are pulling with the
saloon interest. Hotels, clubs, restaurants, brewers and the
people they buy from. Now their wives, their sisters, mothers,
cousins and their aunts get out on the streets and bring their
friends to the polls. As for ‘the submerged tenth,” they had
formerly no political strength. Now they can vote and use their
influence, which is not benign."”

That this warning is not an idle one is confirmed by the infor-
mation that Pasadena, which had been “dry" ever since it was
founded, voted “wet"' the first time women voted.

John W, Foster, former Secretary of State of the United States,
returned to Washington last month after four months spent in
California. He writes the Washingion Post: * My study of the
subject, my intercourse with its people and my careful reading of
the local press led me to the conviction that the amendment
of the State constitution conferring the franchize on women was
a serious error, and that so far in actual practice is not proving an
unmixed blessing to the State, counties and municipalities. The
amendment was adopted by a minority of the legal voters. I
met many women who were opposed to it and quite a number who
since its adoption have never gone to the polls. Some towns
formerly ‘dry' have, since the granting of female suffrage, voted
themselves ‘wet." So-styled reforms, adopted since the amend-
ment, have proved impracticable or unwise in enforcement.
* * * Ina city whose newspapers I read daily the voters were
being called upon to resort to the registry office, primaries, and
the .polls four different times in thirty days. The result usually
is that the busy citizen and the laboring man, finding it inconve-
nient to devote so much time to the affairs of State, stay away
from the polls and leave the elections, in large measure, to the
idle and such as obey the call of the political manipulators, and
often the actual voters constitute a minority of the legal voters.
The conclusion reached during my four months' stay in Cali-
fornia was that it would be wise for the older States of ourUnion
to await the result of the working out in practice of these ‘modern’

6
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measures of government by such adventurous States as California
and other more recent members of the Union.”

A San Franciscan sees a reflection of the ‘“‘baleful suffrage
influence” in the increasing divorce rate in his own city. He
mtrim: “San Francisco in proportion to its population grants
nine times as many divorces as the City of New York. From a
State report just published, there were in 1912 thirty-seven hun-
dred divorces granted here.”

The San Francisco Chronicle sees in a proposed two-year State
budget of $48800,000 for 2,500,000 people an evidence that
extremists are in control of the government.

We have seen that the enfranchisement of women in California
has done positive harm.

Has it done good to offset this harm?

Suffragists claim that the one great good accomplished was
the defeat of race-track gambling. But we find that the race-
track measure would have been overwhelmingly defeated whether
women had voted or not. Because, as less than one-third of the
women entitled to vote took the trouble even to register, and
fewer voted, gambling could easily have been legalized had the
men wished it.

In view of the facts brought out in this article, is it not the
part of wisdom to withhold the burden of the ballot from those

who do not want it and will not use it, especially since granting
;hc h:i.ilnt to a few Suffragists imposes a burden upon the entire
tate
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Defeats and Failures
of Woman Suffrage

Woman suffrage is not a popular measure with the men and women of

~ the United States. On spasmodic waves of Mormonism, Populism, Insur-

gency and Socialism it has been adopted by eleven States with a total
population of 8,189 495,

After watching the experiment and record of woman suffrage in these
States it has been defeated in the last three years (since 1912) in the Legis-
latures of eighteen States with a population of over 30,000,000 people—
Alabama, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Indiana, Maine, Minne-
sota, Maryland, North Carolina, New Hampshire, New Mexico, Oklahoma,
Ehode Island, South Carolina, Texas, Vermont, and Virginia,

Michigan, Wisconsin, Nebraska, and North Dakota have also defeated
the suffrage proposition in their Legislatures after the test at the polls
proved an overwhelming majority against it.

Since 1912 Woman Suffrage Amendments have been defeated by
popular vote thirteen times and by eleven States. Michigan and Ohio put
the measure twice before their electorates, and it was defeated in each case
by a much larger majority the second time. In 1912 the majority against
woman suffrage in Michigan was only 760 votes. The Suffragists were
jubilant and felt it would not be difficult to overcome this small opposition.
It was re-submitted to the people in 1913 and defeated by a majority of
over 96,000. In 1912 the Suffragists polled 247,375 votes in favor of the
amendment. In 1913 they only received 168,738,

Ohio defeated the Amendment in 1912 by a majority of 87,455, and in
1914 by a majority of 182,905.

In both States the increased opposition was due to the fact that not
only the Anti-Suffragists, men and women, were better organized, but that
the conservative element was aroused to the danger that lurks in woman
suffrage and took the trouble to vote to defeat it.

PENNSYLVANIA POPULAR VOTE.

In Pennsylvania woman suffrage was defeated by 55686 majority
on a very light vote. 86,000 men in the city of Philadelphia alone, who
voted for Mayor, did not vote at all on the Amendment,

The Suffragists have been organized in Pennsylvania over sixty years,
and the Socialists are also well organized through the State and worked
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hard for the Amendment. The Suffragists may be said to have registered
their full strength, about 14 per cent. oi the voters of the State.

The majority of the easy-going optimistic Anti-Suffragists, as in
Michigan and Ohio the first time, failed to register their protest.

In Pennsylvania the Anti-Suffragists won the majority of the counties
and the vote in the State, outside of Philadelphia, shows 10,414 majority
against suffrage. The total State majority against is greater than the total
majorities of any two States adopting woman suffrage.

DRY STATES AND COUNTIES “ANTL"

The “dry” counties, like Huntingdon and Bedford, in spite of thorough
organization and vicious attacks on Anti-Suffrage workers in these counties
by the Suffrage leaders, the rural districts, the industrial centres not dom-
inated by Socialists, and the two big cities gave a majority against woman
suffrage. Only one dry State has adopted woman suffrage—Kansas. North
Dakota, prohibition for over twenty-five years, defeated woman suffrage at
the polls in 1914, and six other “dry” States have defeated it in their Legis-
latures.

The only two States to adopt woman suffrage since 1912 have been
Montana and Nevada. The two “wettest” States in the Union, the two
States with the smallest percentage of women to men and with the smallest
proportion of married men.

MORMONS STRONG SUPPORTERS OF WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

Ex-Senator Frank G. Cannon, of Utah, says the Mormon Church is
entrenched in eleven States, the exact eleven States where women vote.
In a recent interview Mr. Cannon says that 232 Mormon priests had plural
wives in 1910. The Mormons want woman suffrage for the simple reason
the more wives they have the more yotes they control. Polygamy is one
form of Feminism.

PRESIDENTIAL SUFFRAGE.

Suffragists are fond of threatening legislators by telling them women
will be able to dictate the choice of the next President because of their
eleven Suffrage States and Illinois. On the same principle the Mormons
will be able to dictate who shall be the next President of the United States,
because Mormonism, says ex-Senator Cannon, is in control of these eleven
woman suffrage States. This threat of defeating candidates the Suffragists
have never been able to carry out. The men blacklisted in Massachusetts
by the Suffragists were all elected and the efforts of Mrs. Belmont and her



Congressional Union to organize women of the Western States as a party
have been utterly unsuccessful.

The facts are these: Representation under double suffrage is exactly
the same as under male suffrage, both in the electoral college and in Congress,
as the total population and not the voters is the unit of representation. A
State counts women and children because it considers they should be repre-
sented by the men of the State, therefore a State with woman suffrage can
elect no more representatives or presidential electors, nor send more dele-
gates to a National Convention than a male suffrage State.

Second, it has been proven that the majority of women in the Western
States do not want to vote and only vote because they feel compelled to do
so, and they will not vote as the Suffragists tell them.

WOMEN IN SUFFRAGE STATES.

Mrs. Frederick H. Colburn, Press Chairman of the San Francisco
District of the Federation of Women's Clubs, and a well-known lecturer,
says: “l am convinced that 80 per cent. of the women of the State do not
want suffrage. The Suffragists prove that themselves by keeping up the
agitation here. I vote because as it was forced upon us I feel we should
use it, and because my husband asked me to at the last election, but if we
had a referendum I would vote against suffrage based on actual experience.
You have only to consider the position of women before and since equal
suffrage. Women do not begin to have the same status in law as they had
before they had the franchise, and this they must expect.”

In all woman suffrage States it has been proven that the men elected to
offices would have been elected without the votes of the women, because
women, for the most part, vote as their husbands do, and the only thing
double suffrage has done has been to increase taxes, add to the burden of
government, weaken the electorate, injure the women and increase the
Socialist vote and influence. Woman suffrage has not succeeded in passing
as good legislation for women and children as has been passed in male
suffrage States. Woman suffrage has not solved the liquor question, nor
succeeded in forming a woman's party to defeat candidates who are opposed
to woman suffrage.

A New York newspaper, strongly opposing woman suffrage, says it
has trebled its circulation in Pennsylvania since adopting this editorial
policy.

STATE, NOT NATIONAL, ISSUE.

It is because Suffragists know that the majority of the people, especially
of the women, are against double suffrage, that they have determined to
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force it through a congressional amendment. Even the Shafroth Amend-
ment, which was to allow State referendirm, they have repudiated, because
they realize that they cannot win a well-informed electorate, now that the
anti-suffrage women are active. Their desire is to abolish forever the right
of the State to regulate its suffrage, so that even should votes-for-women
prove a disgrace and a drawback to this nation, or to any individual State,
on account of local conditions, it would be almost impossible to repeal it.

This is unjust, undemocratic, unpatriotic and un-American. Suffrage
is a State, not a Federal issue, and by putting this question to the Legislatures
and before the people, the several States of the Union are on record as
opposed to the Federal Amendment, and hold that as conditions in different
States are different, so the decision in this matter should be left to the
voters in each individual State.

WOMAN SUFFRAGE HAS BEEN DEFEATED BY
POPULAR VOTE.

STATE YEAR Majority against
LBl el e R 1912 87,455
LB e ot s F e 1914 182,905
Ashipem: 2= e e L 1912 760
T R R SR 1913 96,144
Mliscomgin:e o o o 1912 01,478
Webraska oot ol s .. 1914 10,104
Missotlg o e e 1914 140,206
North Dakota .............. 1914 9401
South Dakota ....... ... .. 1914 11,914
Ly | [ g e e 1915 51,273
13 [ PR || e e e e gt 1915 187,000
Massachusetts ..........:.. 1915 133,087
Fennsylvania .............. 1915 55,686

The population of these eleven male suffrage States is over four times

that of the eleven woman suffrage States.

Woman Suffrage is GOING, not coming.

[8sUED BY
THE PENNSYLVANIA ASSOCIATION OPPOSED
TO WOMAN SUFFRAGE

110% Finance Building, Philadelphia, Pa. @Jl
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G AN SR
WOMAN SUFFRAGE

AN ARGUMENT BY

MRS. CLARENCE HALE
OF MAINE

ISSUED BY
THE MAINE ASSOCIATION OPPOSED
- TO SUFFRAGE FOR WOMEN



LA LT R O e e e e e e e e
Q.“ u-'_ j ] tm _n. q|w_ 8 9 i 1 12 m_r.__.“b_m!: 15 ﬂ.!e”.m 17 .N_um 19 %_ i 2 m_ﬁ 24 wmnn 26
Ahnbdtodatabotantatmbotdmmmdtsmbatmsindeimbombadomtasmbambeisbemobtebotsemebaiedommtbbobmm

i L L




The Maine Association Opposed to Suffrage for Women exists as a protest
against the agitation for the extension of the franchise to women in this State.
The reasons for the anti-suffrage position are numerous. To some of these
reasons the Association wishes to call the attention of the men and women of
the State, asking a fair-minded consideration of what is believed to be a logical
presentation of their argument.

Demanded by Minority

It is believed that suffrage is demanded by a small minority of women.
This government is based upon the principle of majority rule.

The women of Maine have given to society sons who have stood in the
front rank ; in camp, court and council, both in State and Nation, and while the
voice of these women is raised in protest against entrance into political life, it is
unjust to force upon them the ballot, which they regard, not as a privilege,
but a grievous burden, imposing upon them duties which they urge would exact
of their time and strength without compensating results.

Remember it is not always those who make the loudest noise who have the
most to say. The great majority is silent. The bare-footed hike, the street
procession, the soap-box oratory, the suffrage * melting pot,” prove only the
extreme methods to which agitators are forced in their efforts to recruit their
ranks.

Service to the State

It is believed that men and women can best serve the State by a just distri-
bution of the duties of life. Man is given superior strength that he may contend
with the forces which hamper his development, and that he may protect his
women and children. To woman Nature entrusts the rearing of the child, and
to that end the care of the home falls to her lot. Its duties, though demanding
less physical force, are no less exigent.

Man's interest and woman’s interest are one and the same. They cannot
be separated, and only when they attempt to usurp one another’s natural pow-
ers do they work at cross purposes,

Opponents of suffrage believe that political life with its antagonisms, its
jealousies, its excitements, its strivings would be inimical to the repose of lifi,
which is essential to woman's nature if she would bring to her task that poise
of nervous and physical strength which insures the best development of the
race which she bears.

Furthermore, in the activities outside the home it is believed woman's infiu-
ence is far greater free from the entanglements of party and faction. Woman's
single-minded disinterestedness is unquestioned when she has no political favors
to ask and none to bestow. With no political end in view she can give her labor
and support to social, philanthropic and charitable usefulness, unvexed by the
demands of ward and county, of legislature and lobby. Neither would political
differences work for harmony in the efforts for organized work for society.
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Even the agitation for and against suffrage has impaired woman's usefulness.
Were the time, strength and means expended in the last sixty years upon suf-
frage campaigns expended on legitimate benevolences it is well nigh certain
humanity's needs would be better advanced. It is well known that substantial
aid has been diverted from natural channels by the demands of suffrage. In
witness of this, one example will serve to show this contention, and that is the
“ Pledge of Will and Won't"” which has been signed by many in New York
State. The following is the pledge :

‘I hereby promise I will give what I can and do my share of work to gain
votes for women. I will not give either money or services to any other cause
until the women of New York State have been enfranchised.”

If in zeal for social betterment it is felt that legislation comes too slowly,
the remedy is not to take man's task from him, but to exact that he do his best.
Did women vote they would find themselves confronted with the same difficul-
ties that beset men, plus the handicap of their sex.

If there is to be a constitutional change in our method of government it
should be proved that the change would be of advantage to the State. This,
woman suffrage, wherever it has been tried, has failed to do.

Colorado has had woman suffrage for twenty-one years. Judge Lindsay,
who should be able to judge of its workings in his own State (he is a friend of
equal suffrage, remember,) said in an article in Everybody's Magazine: ** No,
I ean't say that the women's vote has helped things much in Colorado. . . . 1
have found that women in politics are no better and no worse than men. Don't
forget that when a question narrows itself down to a bread line, to selfish inter-
ests, both sexes follow the same line of action. They look out for number one.
If a woman wants a political job, she'll stand for iniquity; if she is afraid of
losing her job, she'll do the same thing.”

If there is one place in the broad United States where women might with
some justice claim that she had not a fair chance under existing conditions it
would be in Utah, where Mormonism is entrenched, in Utah and Idaho, both
suffrage States. What are the facts! Has she shaken off the institutions of
Mormonism? No, her vote helps to sustain them. Utah women have had the
vote since 18g6.

Denver, Colorado, **beautiful for situation,” which under the rule of
woman suffrage should be the * joy of the whole earth,” is one of the most cor-
rupt cities of the country. In Seattle and Tacoma, both sufirage cities, the
women helped to recall corrupt mayors, only to reinstall them within a few
months. Even in the much vaunted election in Chicago last spring the notori-
ous ward boss, * Bath-House John,” would have been elected by the women
alone, so great was their vote for him, and the candidate opposing him was a
woman, Miss Marian Drake.

While admitting the sincerity of many suffrage adherents, we believe that
they overestimate the value of the vote. The vote is only one method of
expressing opinion. Opinion does not follow legislation. Legislation follows
opinion, and woman has a unique opportunity for moulding public opinion.
The women of Maine are a potent factor in its development, and we believe that
our men recognize that fact and are willing to advance the causes which women
have at heart as fast as the agencies at hand will permit.




Laws Concerning Women and Children

While there are many improvements to be made in the conditions surround-
ing women and children in industry, it is believed our State will compare favor-
ably with many others, and that each year will sce an advance in legislation and
enforcement.

Already no minor under fourteen years of age can be employed in our State,
and no child under sixteen during school hours, only wpon certificate that he
can read and write and perform simple arithmetical processes. The certificate
must be signed by a school superintendent, committee, or teacher. He must
also have a certificate of age, thereby preventing fraudulent statements on the
part of parents. (Chapter 40, Revised Statutes, as amended by Public Laws,
Sections 52 and 53.)

Among the States which do not require such documentary proof are the
suffrage States of Colorado, Utah and Idaho.

In a report of the proceedings at Birmingham, Ala., March, 1911, Mr. Owen
Lovejoy, Secretary of the National Child Labor Committee, said : * QOur agents
have frequently found elght, nine and ten year old boys applying for work in
these States upon affidavits certifying them to be fourteen or sixteen years of
age.”

The National Child Labor Committee has prepared a model child labor law
for uniform legislation. It followed the principle of embodying in the text the
best provisions contained in the laws of the various States. The bill contains
forty-nine sections, and the following table shows the number of these model
provisions already enacted in the suffrage States and those of similar locality
and conditions :

EQUAL SUFFRAGE MALE SUFFRAGE
Wyoming contains none Oklahoma contains 15
Idaho contains none North Dakota contains 13
Colorado contains 7 Minnesota contains 20
Utah contains 8 Nebraska contains 25
California contains 12 Wisconsin contains 27

Oregon containg 14
Child Labor Bulletin, rgri-i2.

Women and children cannot be employed in factories or mechanical estab-
lishments in Maine more than ten hours a day, and in no case more than fifty-
eight hours a week. (Chapter 4o, Section 45, Revised Statutes.)

One or more of the prominent political parties is committed to a policy
favoring a fifty-four hour law for women and children, and a federal law pro-
hibiting child labor.

The State appoints a Commissioner of Labor and Industry, and it is his
duty to cause to be enforced all laws regulating the employment of women,
children and minors, laws for the protection of life and limb, laws for the pay-
ment of wages and all laws for the protection of workers. This Commissioner
must also employ a woman factory inspector.
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Proprietors of shops, hotels, restaurants, etc., are obliged to furnish seats,
for female employes.

There are other laws jointly protecting men and women, such as those
protecting against fire, ¢gress from public buildings, tenements, ete.

The State Department of Labor and Industry in the report for 1911-12 rec-
ommends the prohibition of night labor for minors, street traffic for boys under
ten and girls under sixteen, also the reduction of hours of labor for minors.
The U. 5. Census reports show that the per cent of child labor is decreasing.
In Maine it is now 1.7 per cent under sixteen years of age.

Teachers’ Pensions

By the Provisions of Chapter 75, Public Laws of 1913, any teacher of
either sex who, on September 30, 1913, shall have reached the age of sixty years,
and shall have taught thirty-five vears, twenty of which, including the last fif-
teen, must have been within the State, shall be entitled to an annual pension of
$250, on retirement from teaching. Teachers with thirty and twenty-five vears,
complying with the other provisions of the act, shall be entitled to %200 and
$150 respectively, while teachers already retired are entitled to one-half the
amount allowed active teachers, provided they have satisfied the other require-
ments of the act.

The public conscience is alive to the temptation and sin which beset the
young, and throughout the State there are organizations which make it their
duty to study sad and shameful conditions and make recommendations for their
control and correction. Such an one is the Citizens' Committee of Portland,
which published its first report in February, 1g14. These recommendations are
the stricter enforcement of existing laws, particularly the curfew law, the pas-
gage of certain city ordinances, and the organization of social agencies, and they
are urgent in demanding of the State a reformatory for women. For more than
twenty years good men and women have been working to this end, and now the
reformatory seems likely to be realized, as the question is in the hands of a com-
mittee who will probably report favorably to the legislature.

That there has been delay in securing this institution is doubtless due to
the many excellent and necessary institutions already supported wholly or in
part by the State, and Maine is not a wealthy State. Among these institutions
are those of gimilar character such as Industrial School for Girls, State School
for Boys, and the following charitable associations, the list of which is furnished
by the State Auditor:

Appropriations for Charitable Institutions for Year

1914
Androscoggin Anti-Tuberculosis Association, § 5o0.00
Augusta General Hospital, 5,500.00
Bar Harbor Medical and Surgical Hospital, 2,000.00
Bath City Hospital, 2,000.00
Bangor Anti-Tuberculosis Association, 1,000.00
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Property Owners

Women holding property sometimes urge that under our present system
they are not * represented.” While this may be true in letter, it is not true in
spirit, for women's advantages are secured by the votes of male property own-
ers, whose interests are identical with their own, The number of women holding
property is comparatively small, and the number who have themselves amassed
any considerable sum is still smaller. It will readily be seen that if all women
voled the percentage of property owners in the electorate would be much smaller
and be so much less influential.

An Experiment

Woman suflrage in our State can be, at best, but an experiment. It is a
new trail in political government. If it proves a mistake, it has been wisely
pointed out that it would be well-nigh impossible to retrieve it.

Believing with our whole hearts that neither woman nor the State would ben-
efit by her entry into political life, we beg readers not to listen to sentiment
alone. to unfounded hopes, to arguments without support, but to place depend-
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inmovable, at least they themselves are not,” is the significant comment of Miss
Alice Paul, Chairman of the Congressional Union. In an editorial the New
York Sum says:

s+ This catalogue of the wicked contains such names as Roor, LODGE,
BRANDEGEE, UNpERWOOD, MANK, FirzcErALD., Experience, knowledge, tran-
scendent or high talents, blameless character, what are these? ‘The one thing
neediul is to be pliant to the commands of the National Woman Suffrage Asso-
ciation. Such of the offending Senators and Representatives as shall again be
candidates for their posts are to be hammered and tongued by the suffragists.
They are to be beaten, if beaten they can be, solely for their opposition Lo woman
suffrage or to woman suffrage emanating from Washington. That s the cardinal
test of fitness for public life and service.

s [t is the right and privilege of these ardent female souls to make these
insiztences and this sort of campaign. Will it persuade the doubtful or recon-
cile the gcorners to sec honorable and able men attacked for refusing to take a
course to which they are bound by no mandate save that of certain imperious
ladies, not untouched perhaps with a monomaniacal wrongheadedness? Does
this essay in bulldozing tend to an increasedl appreciation of the mental sobriety
and wisdom of word and action to be expected from votes for women 7
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Central Maine General Hospital, Lewiston, 7,000.00
Children's Protective Society, Portland, pen
Children's Ald Society, Belfast, 1,500.00
Children’s Hospital, Portland, 20,000,00
Children's Heart Work Society, Portland, 500,00
Central Maine Association, Control of Tuberculosis, Fairfield, 75 500.00
Daughters of Wisdom, 5t. Agatha, 500.00
Eastern Maine General Hospital, Bangor, 6, 500,00
Eastern Maine Orphans' Home, Bangor, £§00.00
Good Samaritan's Home Association, Bangor, 1,200.00
Girls' Orphanage, Lewiston, 2,500.00
Greenville Young Men's Christian Association, 1,200.00
Hayes' Young Woman's Home, Lewiston, 1,000.00
Holy Innocents' Home for Infants, Portland, 2,000.00
Healy Asylum, Lewiston, 31 500.00
Knox County General Hospital, Rockland, 2, 500.00
Lewiston and Auburn Children’s Home, Lewiston, 75000
Maine Eye and Ear Infirmary, Portland, 3.500.00
Maine State Sanatorium, Hebron, 12,500.00
Maine Children's Home Society, 1,250.00
Maine General Hospital, Portland, §,000.00
Maine Home for Friendless Boys, 1,500.00
Maine Institution for the Blind, Portland, 15,000.00
Maine Anti-Tuberculosis Association, 1,500.00
Maine Mission for the Deaf, Belfast, 200,00
Northern Maine General Hoapital, Eagle Lake, 2,000.00
0ld Town-Orono Anti-Tubercolosis Association, Orono, 100.00
Presque Isle General Hoaspital, Presque Isle, 750.00
St. Mary's General Hospital, Lewiston, 8,000.00
5t. Elizabeth’s Roman Catholic Asylom, Portland, 2,000.00
Trull Hospital Aid Association, Biddeford, 1,000.00
Temporary Home for Women and Children, Portland, 2,500.00
Waldo County General Hospital, Belfast, 1,000.00
Webber Hospital Association, Biddeford, 3,000.00

Woman's Christian Temperance Union, Temporary Home for
Children, Gardiner, 7 50,00
York County Children's Aid Asseciation, Saco, £00.00
York Hospital, York, 1,200.00

£137.400.00

It has been said up and down the State in the suffrage campaign that if
women had the vote the appropriation for the reformatory would have been
secured in one year instead of twenty. It is noteworthy in this connection that
not a single suffrage State has such a reformatory.

It is also noteworthy that these Citizens' Committees have not universally
recommended woman suffrage as a valuable agent in effecting desired reforms.
If it were of such value as its adherents hope and believe, it would certainly be
recognized by all Vigilance Committees.
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The Temperance Question

It is also often urged by the suffragists that the liquor evil would be eradi-
cated, or nearly so, by the woman’s vote. Here again there is no evidence to
sustain the promise. Not one of the suffrage States is a prohibition State save
Kansas, which had prohibition before it had equal franchise.

L IS v .

At the recent elections of Movember, 1914, soon after the publication of this
paper, four of the equal suffrage States, Washington, Oregon, Colulradf.r.l and Arizona,
adopted prohibition amendments. They have followed, not led in thiz movement,
as nine male suffrage States preceded them. Colorado remained wet mors tltan
twenty years after granting the franchise to women. Even now the majority which
carried the amendment is small.

Roughly speaking there are 213,000 women in Colorado over twenty-one years
of age. The vote for prohibition was 129,000, Sixty per cent of the women of the
State, or slightly more, could have cast the entire prohibition vote. A .

California, with women voting, not only cast an overwhelming majority against
prohibition, but entrenched herself behind an amendment which forbids another
referendum on the subject for eight years.

North Dakota, a prohibition State, voted down a woman suffrage amendment,

s WA RS C CE LEUT T CRIT 0T T TRy or and council
personally and demand that the laws be enforced.”

The California legislature, in 1912, rejected a bill prohibiting the sale of lig-
uor within a mile and a half of the universities, while for the first time in a
hundred years Harvard College has forbidden the use of anything stronger than
beer at class day spreads or class reunions.

Many towns and cities in the State of Colorado held municipal elections.
There was not much interest in the cortests generally, and scarcely half the
normal vote was polled. The license element had the better of the contests.”
So says the Report of the United States Brewers' Association in the ssue of
1913. The same authority says: ** In Pheaenix, Arizona, with women voting for
the tirst time, six of the seven precincts of the city voted for the continuance of
saloons, while in the seventh a tie was recorded. Three of these precinets had
formerly been dry. Of the votes cast more than half were women.”

San Francisco has 2,103 saloons, in a population of 417,000,

Temperance movements are making a wide sweep through the country, and
State after State is coming into line with temperance legislation. Good men
and women are united in their efforts to secure temperance, but they have
always been divided in their ideas as to the best method of securing results.

Legislation avails little if the senze of the community does not support it.
The greatest effort must always be used to educate the community and attempt
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to raise men from the domination of the drink habit. It is hard to believe that
where women cannot influence the erring as mother, sister, wife or child, the
same woman could prevail as a politician,

It will be remembered that in 1912, sixteen States turned down woman suf-
frage amendments, notably Michigan, which rolled up a majority against it of
go,000. Let us take this as an example.

Wow it is asserted over and again that this result was obtained by the
* Liquor Interests " who *¢ poured money into the State;” but an analysis of the
vote shows that nearly all the * dry” counties voted against suffrage and the
“wet™ countles for it.  OFf the seventeen counties that voted for suffrage twelve
are ** wet." Of the thirty-three counties in the State in which the sale of liquor
is prohibited, twenty-cight voted against woman suffrage. The same day on
which woman suffrage was voted upon in Michigan, twelve counties voted on
the liquor question. The aggregate majority for prohibition was 2,519, while
every county of the twelve voted against suffrage with an aggregate majority of
o026,

To quote again from Ben Lindsay. In an interview given the Bostos Swa-
dav Posf he is reported as saying: * Here is another point in which men are
mistaken. They believe, most of them, down in their hearts, that women would
at once close up the saloons. That's also lately disproved by what has happened
in Colorade. Colorade is a *wet' State and Denver is a ‘wet® city. The
‘wets " won by 50,000 in Colorado last year with women voting. Women, good
women, got out and worked for the ‘ wets.” Why did they do this? Because
women are human. Arguments that appeal to men appeal to them. Cries of
+ prohibition doesn't prohibit,” * don’t lose the revenue,’ * personal liberty,” ete.,
appeal to many men, and I shall not say they are ignorant or vicious men.
Why should not these same arguments, therefore, appeal to a great many
women! They do. Women are human.”

Mrs. Grace Wilbur Trout, President of the Illinois Equal Suffrage Associa-
tion and one of the leaders in the lobby at Springfield, which brought about the
enactment of the suffrage bill, said in the Chicage American of June 28: “ It is
a great pleasure to remember that some of the firmest supporters of the suffrage
measure in the Forty-eighth General Assembly were some of the so-called
wets.'”

Women Will Not Purify Politics

The anti-suffragists are not detractors of their sex. They yield to no one in
their admiration of women and in desire for her advancement in usefulness and
power, but they believe the road to that event is not by the political highway.

Woman now has her share in politics in the way most consistent with her
task in life and her environment. Someone, speaking of suffrage, has happily
put it in this way: * Somewhere within the borders of this country to-day there
are mothers who are bringing up four Presidents, 100 Cabinet officers, 300
Senators and 5,000 Representatives, who between the years of 1930and 1950 will
be making the history of this country and measurably the history of the world.
Woman can have her share in politics if she will. The ballot is not for all.
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The mere ballot she is so eager to clutch does not in the balance of politics
count for more than an ounce in a ton.”

At the best, women could only hope to be man's political duplicate.
Remember that if she had the ballot she would be :

Actuated by the same motives;

Influenced by the same impulses;

Prejudiced by the same envy, jealousy or ambition :

Decelved by the same fallacies;

Intimidated by the same despots ;

Corrupted by the same graft.

Human nature is & great leveler. It places men and women on the same
plane, and establishes the general law of averages. Good women would be as
good as good men, as wise as wise men, Weak women or malignant as weak
and malignant as the same class of men.

There is a note in all suffrage arguments which is discordant to the ears of
women whose family life has been passed in the companionship of good men.
The ballot is most generally spoken of as a * weapon ” with which woman is to
** defend™ herself.  She is to be * liberated from a suppressed class” or * eman-
cipated from bondage.” She lives in a ** man-made-world.” She can develop no
“*free personality.” She is the * subject of despotism.” All this phraseology
indicates a spirit of antagonism to man and even to the Creator who made
woman and gave to her the office of bearing and nurturing the child which
necessitates self-sacrifice. It is this rebellious spirit which has flowered in
England into militancy — if so beautiful a metaphor may be used for so ugly a
fact.

The militants of England threatened a year ago that the militancy of the
past would be the merest pin pricks compared to what will happen at once all
over the country,” and they have kept their word. The activities of the mili-
tants have ranged from throwing pepper on Premier Asquith and a dead cat at
Augustine Birrell, Chief Secretary for Ireland, to burning the Midland Railway
station at Bradford, with a loss of $500,000, and attempting to blow up part of
the Bank of England in London. They have endangered hundreds of lives and
destroyed millions of property. In their campaigns they have used fire, bombs,
mines, hatchets, hammers, revolvers, pokers, knives, bludgeons, stones, tar,
paint, riding whips, horse whips, dog whips, umbrellas, foul smelling chemi-
cals, corrosive chemicals, barbed wire entanglements for the police, besides
using their fists, nails, teeth and feet.

Would such conditions have been believed possible had they been predicted
ten years ago? And is it not almost impossible now to believe that women,
who are called the “ gentle sex™ can so degrade themselves? And is it not a
shame to American women that they have recognized and countenanced the
leaders of such a movement? Twenty thousand of our American dollars were
carried back to England by Mrs. Pankhurst, and contributed toward the accom-
plishment of this campaign of destruction.

If the mere agitation for suffrage has produced such an exbibition, what
might we look for among the inflammable in time of public excitement ?

The suffragists are now claiming that if woman had the ballot, this terrible
European war would not prevail; but how they can claim this in face of the
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" Mrs. B. T. Wheeler, the Treasurer, is the Corresponding Secretary of the
Woman's Alliance of the First Parish Church of Portland.

Of the Executive Committee, Mrs. Oscar Wish is Ex-President Woman's
Literary Union and President of the Willis Club.

Mrs. George Bird is a member of the College Club of Portland, and the
Wellesley Club of Maine and the Woman's Club of Yarmouth, also President of
the Yarmouth Village Improvement Society, which she organized, and she is a
member of the Yarmouth Grange.

Mrs. Edville G. Abbott is a member of the Board of Managers of the
Female Orphan Asylum, Vice President of the Portland District Nursing
Association of Portland, member Parish House Commitiee of State Street
Church, member Parish Banguets Committee of State Street Church, Chairman
of Hospital Committee of the Madelyn Shaw Fruit and Flower Fund, Children’s
Hospital.

Mrs. John F. E. Merrill is Secretary of the Portland District Nursing Asso-
ciation, member of the Board of Directors of the Maine Prison Association and
member of the Cumberland County Prison Committee.

Miss Marguerite Ogden is Vice President of the Maine Woman's Auxiliary,
Corresponding Secretary of the Rossini Club, member Advisory Board of Che-
ral Art Society, organist and choir leader of Trinity Church, Woodfords.

Miss Annie Boyd is a member of the Board of Managers and Genealogist of
Colonial Dames.

Miss Constance Emery is an active member of the Portland District
Nursing Association.
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ARGUMENT OF MRS. A. J. GEORGE, OF BROOELINE, MASS., BEFORE

THE COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE, UNITED STATES SEN-
ATE, APRIL 19, 1913,

Myrs. Geore. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the
National Association Opposed to Tﬁ:mnn Suffrage appears before
this committee, which is understood already tobe committed toa favor-
able report, in order that it may place on record the princi ples which
are h:-]lé] by what is undoubtedly the majority of the women of this
country, in regard to the distribution of the duties of life among
men and women. The vote is far from being the whole story in this

diE:ﬂ;Jte

e unestion of recommending an amendment to the Constitution
of the United States interferes with our State system of determining
the electorate—a system which up to the present time has been
shown to advantage; particularly where those most concerned are
not able to vote upon the question it is desirable that the State shonld
hesitate to confer the franchise upon an electorate the majority of
which is acknowledged to be indifferent or o posed to the exercise
of the franchise, and it is desirable that the State should wait until
the actual balance of opinion is shown to be with those who demand
the extension of the franchise before so extending it.

Since the days of the Mayflower compact to tﬁrz time of the Ari-
zona constitution we have been a people bound to obedience under
what is undubtedly the will of the majority: that the majority of the
women of this country do not desire the suffrage, and that n
no selfish way, but do not look upon the ballot as the best means
of contributing their social efficiency to the body politic is shown hy
the fact that when the question is submitted to women a very smail
percentage of women go on record as in favor of woman suffrage.

The figures of the National Suffrage Association show that a scant
8 per cent of the women of voting age in this country sre enrolled as
suffragists, and surely we can reasonably assume that if an American
woman wants a thing she is quite likely to ask for it.

The only State which has had a poll of all the women of the State
made possible is my own State of Massachusetts. In 1895 all persons
who were eligible to vote for school committee were eligible to vote
on the question submitted at the general election in November, Is it
expedient that municipal suffrage should be granted to the women of
Massachusetts?

Many people are in favor of municipal suffrage who do not advo-
eate full suffrage for women. The su ragists had a splendid organi-
zation, 50 years old. They did everything they could during that
summer of 1895 to bring out a large vote in favor of rmlninipﬁ suf-
frage for the women of Massachusetts,
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4 WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

Our association was organized only in May of that year. There
was also a man suffrage association, with Hon. Eben 5. Draper as
president, which worked to bring out the men’s vote against the
question, but urged the women who were opposed not to go on
record, but to let the stay-at-home votes show the indifference of the
average woman of Massachusetts. What was the result? Four per
cent of the women of Massachusetts cared enough about municipal
suffrage to go to the polls and register in favor of it at that November
election.

The majority given by the men was the largest mnjnritﬁy ever given
to any question submitted to the feople of the State. Every county
and every congressional, councillor, senatorial, and representative
district in the Commonwealth cast a majority against the proposition.
The majority against woman suflrage in Massaﬁmsetts was more than
twice as great as that against either prohibition or biennial elections.

That was in 1895, nnbd you may say the world has moved rapidly
since those days and that ‘we should have another vote of the women
now. It is an extraordinary thing that wherever you suggest to the
suffragists that this measure should be submitted to the women they
make lively opposition. In other words, they say that woman must
have the ballot on every other question save this one in which she is
most vitally concerned; and they contend that an electorate of men
can properly decide this question, although an electorate of women
must be enfranchised in order to properly decide all other questions.

There is nothing that so frightens a suffragist as a suggestion that
this question be submitted to a vote of the women. They remember
our vote in Massachusetts of 1895, where only 4 per cent of the women
went on record in favor of woman suffrage, and they also remember
that the membership of the National Suffrage Association is a small
percentage of the women of the country, and they know, too, that
where women have the oppertunity to vote, when the novelty of the
thing is passed, we find a small proportion of women voting.

In my State women have had the right to vote for school commit-
tees since 1879, A woman need only tell her age, which is a difficult
proposition sometimes to malke to t{m woman. You may smile, but
you must remember that the first legislation put through in Colo-
rado and the first legislation put through in California after women
were enfranchised was a bill that @ woman need only declare that
she is of voting age. That is not equal rights; that is special privi-
lege. But in my State if a woman is brave enough to tell her a
and is a citizen she can register and vote for school committee with-
out paying any poll tax. ghe ];aid a Eoll tax from 1879 to 1884. 1In

1884 t{m prepayment of a poll tax by men as a qualification for
voting was done away with. It is not necessary now for anyone to
show a receipt of payment of poll tax. It is only necessary to show
that the voter has been assessed a poll tax, and a woman does not
have to pay any poll tax whatever. Yet in Massachusetts in the
last 17 years we have had a registration of women amounting to 4.8
per cent throughout the State of all the women who could register
and vote, and of those only 2.1 per cent, less than 50 per cent of
those registered, gnt to the polls on election day.

In 1879 the suffragists, enger and zealous and sincere women, whao
looked upon the ballot as the best means of showing woman’s social




WOMAN SUFFRAGE, o

efficiency, said, “ Evidently we can not hope for the full franchise at
present, but give us the school vote and we will show you what we
will do with it.” And they have made a clear case for the anti-
suffragists.

You may say that this is a peculiar situation, that men would not
vote if they could vote only on school matters, but the women said,
“Give it to us as a test of our interest, and we will show yon what
we will do.”

In Boston last year, where the situation was very elear, we had
# candidate of the machine and we had a woman eandidate for the
school board. We had not had a woman member of the school
board for seven years. In passing it is interesting to note that we
have had as strong women, if not stronger women, on our school
boards in Massachusetts under the votes of men than we have had
under the votes of men and women. But this year the issue was ver
clear. We had a machine eandidate againsi a woman. The suf-
fragists refused to indorse the woman because she would not indorse
woman suffrage. She did not say she was opposed to woman suf-
frage, but she did not indorse woman suffrage. There was no ques-
tion of her fitness; there was no question of her ability, because of
her long training in educational work; but the su fTragists refused
to indorse her because she would not indorse the special means by
which they proposed to better the conditions of our edueational

em.

Yet we found that under these conditions in this year 1918 fewer
women went to the polls on election day than have gone any time
since 1879, with two exceptions, and the votes of the men elected that
Womarn.

We have never had so much agitation for woman suffrage in Bos-
ton and we have never had so Iitﬁ‘e exercise of the suffrage which the
women now Lold. ;

The same helds true in Connecticut. From 24 to 3 per cent of the
women who can register and vote do so. The very day before the
Connecticut wewmen went before the Legislature of Connecticut to
ask for the full vote there was a school election in Hartford, Conn.
Eighteen thousand women were entitled to register and vote at that
election, and 95 women cast their vote on election day.

A current magazine widely circulated (The Outlook of Apr. 19,
1913, p. 839) cites the vote in the town of Dedham, Mass. Dedham
is a fortunate town, and a particularly fair town to cite in evidence
of woman’s readiness to use the school suffrage. This magazine cita-
tion, however, does not take the actual number of votes cast, but
does take the number of registered voters, and gives 49 as the num-
ber of the women voters in Dedham this year. As a matter of fact
this was the number of women registered, for not a single woman has
remembered it was election day for 11 years—for 11 years in the
town of Dedham. T will leave with the clerk the figures furnished
by the town clerk, of Dedham:
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(i1 WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

OFFICE OF THE TowN CLERK,
Dedham, Mass., April 12, 1013,

List of male and female voters in Dedham from the year 1879 to 1912, and alzo
the number of men and 1comen who voted between the years 1870 and 1912

Volers. Actually voted, Voters. | Actually voted.

Male. Female) Male. | Female Male, Female| Male. |Femaie

P ooe | asa| mee|  ime| Loz mal|oLm 3
[T R ..t 1,350 180 766 | 58 1, 43 T2 1,280 |
T | e el 1,367 1 aia | 34 | 1,670 | 1,113 ik
[ SEREEE 1,506 74| 1,001 10 (| 65| 1,526 it
i, T SR 1,584 4l | 1,078 | a2 1, 687 65| 1,432 i
15, . ...... .. | 1,596 16 | 1,204 | 19 1,887 0| 1,340 i
1585, ... .. 1,578 16 | 1,201 2l 1,710 G| 1,35 ]
AR 1, B85 1oL | 1,311 ar 1,681 56 ( 1,200 ﬂ
| e R T 1,428 10 | 1,506 F 1798 | 55| 1,4m 0
1598, ... 1,476 g1 | 1,180 ¢ 59 1, 0k 55| 1,540 ]
1800....... 1,471 82| 1,004 | 17 || T 0| 1,587 1]
[T PR 1,574 79| 1,186 | 2l 1,45 49 | 1,68 | ]
V] T e 1,570 | L0 a2 | |

1 18701888, no recond of pumber of voters or vobe cast,

It is very difficult to give the figures in regard to the woman’s vole
in the suffrage States, because we are told by the secretaries of state
of those States, that the votes of men and women are not segregated
they are not kept separate. I have it, however, on the authority o
the commissioner of elections in San Francisco that * about two-
thirds " of the registered women voted at the election of November
5, 1012. The commissioner reports that two-thirds of the registered
women voters and two-thirds of the registered men voters voted. But
he gives figures which show that only 39 per cent of the women
registered. Therefore if only two-thirds of them got to the polls
on November 5, only 26 per cent of the women I]F San Franeisco
availed themselves of the opportunity to vote for the first time in the
history of their State for presidential electors on November 5, 1912,

Three years ago here in Washington you were told that there was
to be a petition signed by a million women presented to Congress,
and when that petition was presented it contained in round numbers
the signatures of 160,000 women, of 122,000 men, and, according to
suffrage reports, official reports, 119,000 unclassified. If they are
not men or women [ hardly know in what class we shall put that
119,000.

A Vorce. Children.

Mrs. (Groree. Some one suggests children. T have a photograph of
the youngest member of the %\'ntiunal Suffrage Association, and it is
a baby 6 weeks of age. We saw in the parade last May babies wheeled
up the street with the sign, * T wish mother could vote ™ on the per-
ambulators. We also saw boys 12 years of age carrying banners,
# T wish our schoolteacher could vote™; but, gentlemen, the matter
of the extension of the suffrage to women is a more serious matter
than questions of tariff or finance, and I fancy that the members of
this committee would not give great weight to babies’ arguments in

regard to tariff or finance, or would not even take the experience of
12-year-old boys as a safe guide in a fundamental principle of gov-

ernment. [Applause.]
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In Ohio in September last there was a majority of 87,000 against
woman suffrage, and that majority was rolled up not because the
special interests were opposed to women suffrage, not because men
wished to withhold from women something which the men had, but
because the average voter in Ohio voted as he believed the women
he knew wished him to vote, and only 19 out of 88 counties in Ohio
voted * yes ™ on the constitutional amendment for woman suff

In New Hampshire a vote of the constitutional convention of that
State was taken on June 20, 1912. The measure to submit to the
people a constitutional amendment for woman suffrage had gone
through the constitutional convention 10 years before, and had ﬁen
defeated at the polls. Last June a similar measure did not even get
through the constitutional convention, but was there defeated by a
vote of 208 to 149, and, largely, we believe, because of the organized
opposition of the women of New Hampshire, who believe that woman
can best do her work apart from party politics. In three weeks the
women of New Hampshire who had been roused to the dangers of
the woman-sufirage propaganda, in three weeks those women col
lected one-half as many names of women 2{ years of age and over—
that is, possible voters—opposed to woman suffrage as the suffragists
had gﬂtl]ered of men, women, and minors in 40 years of agitation.
They reported about 3.500 signatures collected in three weeks as
against 7,000 signatures collected “ with great effort™ by the suf-
fragists in 40 years.

n 1848 the first woman's rights convention was held in Seneca
Falls, N. Y., and at that time a ﬁ:mg list of grievances was drawn up,
known as the “ Declaration of sentiments.” Tt forms interesting
reading. I quote briefly:

The history of mankind iz a history of repeated injuries and vsurpation on
the part of man toward woman, having as the indirect object the establishment
of an absolute tyranoy over her. To prove this, let facts be submitted to &
candid world.

Man hag endeavored In every way he could to destroy her confidence in her
own powers, to leszen her =elf-respect, and to make her willing to lead a
dependent and abject life.

And so the citation of *grievances™ goes on, and always “her
inalienable right to the elective franchise™ is urged as the means
te free women and girls from the yoke of men.

In 1848 there were many injustices and inequalities for women
before the law still existing from the common law which we had
inherited from England. 1t is a curious thing, however, that while
all this a%’itation for woman suffrage has gone on, with the attempt
to show that woman must have the ballot in order to be an equal
with man, woman has had an increasing recognition of her legal and
civil rights.

Since 1848 the civil and legal r:;ghts of women have been so fully
recognized that in the movement for woman suffrage we forget that
the procession has passed and woman does not need the ballot as a
means of justice.

There is no need to call to the attention of this committes the
various ri%:mrts and exemptions which woman enjoys to-day before
the law, e were told last February in an edition of a New York
daily that a certain woman would march up Pennsylvania Avenue

in the parade of March 8 with hands shackled to show the condition
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8 WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

of the unenfranchised woman of this country. Curiously enough the
same paper which gave us that information told us that a measure
had been intraduceg in the Assembly of New York providing for a
constitutional amendment which should forbid any distinction before
the law on account of sex and should make inoperative on its passage
all such existing laws.

Which is the true picture of the condition of unenfranchised woman
in this country—the woman who chooses to have her hands tied with
rope and represent the state of the unenfranchised woman in this
country, or Bm splendid recognition of woman’s service to the State,
which "she alone can perform, and because of which a great State
like New York gives her special rights and exemptions in order that
the motherhood of the race may be protected and that our citizens
shall have the birthright and the inheritance of a strong and vigorous
childhood? [Applause.]

I have met a few suffragists who say that this is all wrong and
we should have equal rights, responsibilities, and duties for all, and
special privileges to none. :

Mr. Henry B. Blackwell said repeatedly before the Massachusetts

islature that he believed women should have equal rights, respon-

sibilities, and duties; and on one occasion he said, “And the wife
should be equally responsible with the husband for the financial
maintenance of the household.” [Applause.]

They said back there in 1848, “ Man has denied woman the facili-
ties for obtaining a thorough education, all colleges being closed
against her.”

It is a curious thing that there are to-day more institutions which
grant degrees to women in this country than there are institutions
which grant degrees to men—largely because of the fact that the
men’s colleges grant degrees from their graduate departments to
women, while I know of but one woman’s college which has granted
even an honorary degree to a man, and that was within the last four
months.

A great many things in life are coincident which are not consequent
one upon another as cause and effect. :

Whatever part the agitation for woman suffrage has played in the
opening of educational opportunities to women—and the work of
the suffrage party has been for coeducation rather than for higher
education—we must admit that the results have come, not by the use
of the woman’s vote, by which alone the early suffragists said they
could accomplish these desirable results, but without the use of the
ballot.

The foundation of Vassar, of Wellesley, of Smith, of Mount
Holyoke, was in no way connected with the suffrage movement.
The splendid pioneer work of Mary Lyon and Emily Willard and
Catherine Beecher in showing what women could do found its
logical result in the opening of the splendid colleges for women.
there were opportunity it would be worth while to consider the story
of the opening of Harvard University examinations for women,
and the opening of the graduate departments of Yale University
to women. In both instances, by a curious eoincidence, by a curious
combination of circumstances, the men and women who worked for
the opening of these educational opportunities for women in these
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two old, conservative universities have been antisufiragists, not a
suffragist in the lot. ELP ause. |

The same is true in England. Mrs. Snowden told us here in her
wonderfully brilliant addresses on woman suffrage, that the time had
come in England where if a man said he was opposed to woman
suffrage he argued “either that he was not very intelligent or not
very good.” But Mrs. Snowden knew at that time that the president
of the National League for Opposing Woman Suffrage was Earl
Cromer, the maker of modern pt, and that the vice president
was Earl Curzon, of Kedleston, %g'rmer viceroy of India now the
president of the league in England; Lord Curzon as regent of the
great University of Oxford, has been foremost in urging that old
conservative university to grant its degrees to women.

The connection between the agitation for woman suffrage and the
higher education of woman is not apparent to those who read the
history of the movement.

They said back there in 1848 that man had * monopolized nearly
all the profitable employments.” By the census returns of 1900 we
are tolcl} that women are actually engaged in 295 out of the 303
occupations in which men are engaged. Women, it is true, are not
soldiers, sailors, or marines: neither are they street-car drivers;
neither are they foremen in fire departments, nor are they appren-
tices to roofers and slaters, nor are they heI[IJers to steam boiler
makers or brass workers; but they are actually engaged in every
other of the.303 occupations in which men are engaged, and still
they do not have a vote in the great majority of the States of the
Union. This is a great change from the days when women were
engaged only in suc%;mmmlpations as household service, spinning and
weaving, teaching dame schools, setting type, and keeping taverns.
Everyone welcomes the opportunity of woman to earn her livelihood,
but we are just beginning to realize that the State can not afford to
drive its women into industry if thereby the State must lose woman’s
distinctive contribution as a citizen. After two generations of more
or less thoughtless exploitation of women as wage earners, we are
beginning to see that the woman goes into industry to meet all the
hardships, all the problems of the workingman, plus the handieap
of her sex, of her lower physical and nerveus vitality. And, there-
fore, if woman is to be in industry., we must protect her especially,
becanse we must protect the potential motherhood of the race.
[Agplause.] .

We are only beginning to find the truth of this, and we are begin-
ning to see by our reports on the conditions of such a city as I"all
River, in my State, the report of the vice committee in Chicago, by
the reports of the minimum wage commission in Massachusetts, that
the girl and woman in industry can not go in as an equal with man
in industry, but that she must be there with special safeguards,
because she 1s the mother of the future citizen.

I know it is a favorite argument of the suffragist to say that be-
cause of this fact, because of the entrance of woman into industry,
we must give the industrinl woman the ballot in order to protect
herself. Protect herself against whom? we may ask. Tt is an ex-
traordinary thing that the study of the body of remedial and pro-
tective legislation for working women shows that these against
whom the working woman must be “ protected "—these men—have
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10 WOMAN SUFFRAGE,

enacted laws more favorable to women in industry, more carefully
safeguarding the child in industry in male-suffrage States than
have been enacted in States where women vote. [Applause.]

This is not a charge against the working of woman suffrage, but
it is a fair contention that where the industrial conditions have so
developed as to show the waste to the State of employing women
as men are employed we Lave the body of legislation best safeguard-
ing the woman and the child.

o explain: Women do not vote in Massachusetts; women do not
vote in Nebraska: women do not vote in Indiana; and yet in those
three male-suffrage States, and only in those three male-suffrage
States, have we a prohibition of night work for women in manufac-
turing and mechanical establishments, and a prohibition of night
worl: for women is considered the foundation principle of the best
standard law you can have for women in industry.

One day’s rest in seven is not provided for in these suffrage States
under laws made under an electorate of women. You have a provi-
sion for one day’s rest in seven in California. The eight-hour law
was passed there nine months before the women voted, but it is always
claimed as a suffrage victory; I do not know just why. But the law
there does provide for one day’s rest in seven. It does not prohibit
night work; neither does it apply to women who are at work in the
canneries, and canning is one of the great industries in California.

Massachusetts has a 54-hour law for women. It has a minimum
wage commission, the first in this country. Tt has a maternity act.
the first in this country, and that maternity act was adopted by
New York, a male suffrage State, last year. The minimum wage
and the maternity acts were copied, not from woman suffrage States,
for women have voted in four States in our Union at periods varyin
from 20 to 44 vears, but those laws were copied from continenta
Europe, which had found that it was poor economy to recklessly nse
the womanhood of the State in industrial lines, because of the
inevitable results to the race.

As to child-labor laws: The national child labor committee has
done more to have legislation for the protection of the child in
industry spread upon the statute books than all the votes of men
and women together, and women and men have worked together in
getting before the people the conditions which should arouse public
sentiment. so that it should insist upon legislation which shall pro-
tect the child.

The best child-labor law, in 1912, Dr. McKelway tells us—and I
believe he is a suffragist—was in Massachusetts. I hope that some
other State will this vear outstrip the law of Massachusetts, so we
shall again be put on our mettle and recognize the inexcusable waste
which comes with the entrance of children into industry. It is
particularly to the credit of Massachusetts that she has a good child-
Jabor law, becanse with her great textile industries she has a tempta-
tion to exploit the work of women and children; but on suffrage
anthority we are told that not in some suffrage State but in a male
suffrage State we have the best child-labor law. Again I say that
it is not because the woman suffrage has failed to bring this legisla-
tion about, but because under male suffrage the law is enacted when
public opinion stirs the public conscience.
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Another thing which they said back there in 1848 was that taxa-
tion without representation was tyranny. It is a familiar snying,
and we have seen it on banners carried in political parades, and 1t
has been overworked on political platforms. But when. James
Otis gave utterance to those words in the old statehouse he was
speaking about taxation of a colony that had no voice in a govern-
ment overseas. He was not dreaming of universal manhood suffrage,
let alone woman suffrage, and the tying up of the tax and the vote
is a return to our old system when we had a property qualification;
the vote and the tax have gone further and further apart since
colonial days; there is but one State in the Union, the smallest State
in the Union, which still has a property qualification required of the
voter.

The tax is the price which the resident and the nonresident, which
the man and the woman, which the alien and the citizen, which the
individual and the corporation pay for the maintenance of roads
for the maintenance of schools, %ur the protection of property, and
for those various other enterprises which make life safe and which
make the forward march of civilization and a clean life possible in
any community. The citizens of the District of Columbia are taxed,
but they have no vote.

While suffragists demand the ballot to cleanse society of the social
evil, vice commissions in several States report the lack of proper
home training as a chief cause of the duwngall of our girls and our
boys. If the ballot in woman’s hands is to suppress this ancient evil,
why does this dread thing flourish in States where women have voted
from 20 to 44 years? Although these States do not possess the
densely populated communities which offer the most perplexing
problems of the evil, the votes of women have not shown, even in
these sparsely populated areas, a way to reinforce the faltering
wealkness of human nature. These evils must be corrected along edu-
cational lines rather than by political propaganda. The Federal
law, dealing with the white-slave traffic, known as the Mann law,
was placed on the statute books June, 1910. Up to January, 1913,
the Government had obtained 337 convictions, while there had been
but 35 acquittals. Other laws must and will follow as the knowledge
of the extent of the evil awakens the public conscience and the moral
sense of the people is aroused.

There is a danger that women’s political activities may hinder
this work of education. This danger is revealed in the testimony
of Dr. Helen L. Sumner in her book Equal Suffrage—The Results
of an Investigation in Colorado Made for the Collegiate Equal
Suffrage League of New York State, on page 84 of which we read:

Prostitutes generally vote, and their vote is east solidly for the party in
control of the police force. * * * The vote of these women, to whom police

protection s essentinl, 18 regarded as one of the perquisites of the party in
power. * * * YWhenever “ repeating™ i8 to be done their aid, naturally, is

required. * * *
And again, on page 93, this trained investigator reports:

* = » The red-light district 18 freely nsed by the party in power, and its
women are compelled, not merely to vote, but often to repeat,

If, as a measure of justice, to protect woman—and we might ask
again, Protect her against whom?!—woman does not need to vote,
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12 WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

ought woman to ask to vote in order to promote the general wel-
fare? Now, in spite of the fact that here in Washington you were
told the other day that all antisuffragists were hypocritical liars, in
spite of the fact that we are quite accustomed to the kind of attack
which you men find in polities, plus the venom of a scorned woman,
in spite of all these things, suffragists and antisuffragists are about
the same. The only difference is that the suffragist says, “ It ie
through the vote you are going to moralize and reﬁn‘m society, and
therefore give women the vote ”; and the antisufiragist says that the
vote is the least part of good government, and that matters of educa-
tion, matters of forming and training a scientific public opinion are
in the hands of women to an unusual degree, and that we need not
an increased electorate, not a duplication by woman of man’s
methods, but what we need to-day is to be specialists in our line and
not to be afraid of being specialists as women and working along the
lines wherein I believe women have been somewhat successful in the
last 19 centuries.

If men are doing so poorly that women must come in in order to
help them out, what shall we say of the women who have trained
men? [Applause.] If any mother feels that on election day she 1s
handimppug when her son goes to the polls because she can not
direct his vote, it is because she forgot to do what John Boyle
O’Reilly used to tell us to do—* Catch him while he is young, be-
cause,” he said, “ you can do what you will with us men if you catch
us while we are young.”

If men are doing poorly—and I do not believe they are doin
oorly when we realize the scale of the experiment of manhood suf-
rage which is being worked out here for the first time in the history

of the world—but if men are doing Emr]y, is it not because the
underlying principles of integrity and honor and righteousness have
not been sufficiently insisted upon by the motherhood and by the
educational force of this country? Eleven-twelfths of the teachers
of secondary schools in my State are women. So it is no excuse for
a woman to say, “ I have not a boy to train.” Will the daughters we
have trained accomplish by the vote what the sons we have trained
fail to accomplish ? 3

Fortunately the average woman is worthily employed in very old-
fashioned concerns. She has responsibility ; she has opportunity, all
ghe can use, and political responsibility and Euiiti::nl opportunity
offer no solution to her problems. The antisutfragist’s objection to
voting is not an objection to thinking, but we do believe that we are
in a time when the specialized contribution of woman should be
distinet and apart from the specialized contribution of man.

I have not forgotten, fgentlﬁmen, that I am addressing a committee
a third of whom come from States where women form a part of the
electorate. Even if you could prove that conditions in Utah, Idaho,
Colorado, and Wyoming, or even in California and Washington,
were bettered by the woman’s vote, this would form no criterion for
the whole of the country. [Applause.]

The great test of our democracy, of our form of government, comes
in the cities, in the densely populated areas, and it is worth while to
consider some of these conditions. The population of Colorado,
Wyoming, Utah, Idaho, Washington, and California is, in round
numbers, 5,160,000, according to the census of 1910. This is nearly
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4,000,000 less than the population of the single State of New York.
It is 500,000 less than the population of the State of Illinois, and it
is 2,500,000 less than the great industrial and mining State of Penn-
sylvania. :

The population of the State of Colorado is equal to the ﬂ}u ulation
of the city of Boston plus the population of the city of Fall River,
where we have a pecu{iur situation because of the alien population.
The population of the whole State of Wyoming is about equal to that
of the city of Worcester, Mass., and it is only twice the population
of the city of Manchester, N. H. The ?upulatiun of Utah is not equal
to the population of the District of Columbia, and the total popula-
tion ofp Uguh Idaho, W ominE, and Colorado is only 9,600 more than
that of the l’iomugh of Brooklyn. -

There are some peculiar problems which the East and the Middle
West have to meet with their density of population, with the pres-
ence of the alien vote, as there are problems which the South has to
meet with its race question.

If the experiment of woman suffrage has worked ever so well in
Colorado and Utah and Wyoming and Idaho, even in those States
where women have voted only one or two years, as in Washington
and California, yet we must ask that they try the experiment a little
longer before we try it under conditions where a patriotic woman or
man must hesitate before bringing in an increased electorate and
double the difficulty of getting a question clearly before the voters.
[;‘Tplause.} ; ‘ ;

great menace—I might almost be warranted in saying the
greatest menace we have to-day—is not the ignorant voter, so called,
or the uninformed voter; it is the indifferent voter. If by admitting
women to the electorate we are to increase the number of the indié
ferent voters, surely we must hesitate before we undertake this re-
form, which Mr. Gladstone called a “ revolutionary ” one. Yon will
remember that Mr. Gladstone and America’s good friend John
Bright and Herbert Spencer had all been in favor of woman sul-
frage, but they reve their opinion and came out strongly against
the parliamentary franchise for women.

What do we find in the States of Colorado, Utah, Wyoming, Idaho,
Washington, and California in the last presidential election? T will
not read these figures. I will simply refer to them and ask that they
be incorporated in my remarks.

The Cramrman. You may do just as you please about that.

Mrs. Georce. These figures are taken from authoritative sources;
where there has been a report available from the secretary of state,
that has been used; where census reports have been available, they
have been used ; and in the other instances the best available authority
has been used. Of course those are subject to the limitations of
human fallibility.

The total vote cast in the six woman suffrage States for the Presi-
dency—that is, where you have an electorate of men and women—in
1912 was 1,521,590. The relation of this vote to the actual number
which might have voted, 3,200,152 men and women (exclusive of
Japanese and Chinese), was 47.5 per cent.

ake neighboring or adjacent States, six of them, Kansas, Ne-
braska, Oregon (a male-suffrage State at that time), Nevada, South
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Dakota, and Missouri, and yvou find a total vote cast of 1,587,984,
out of a total male population, 21 years of age and over, leaving out
in these cases Japanese and Chinese, of 2,205,119; which makes a
percentage in the male-suffrage States of a possible vote cast of 69
per cent, as against a percentage in the woman’s suffrage States of
471 per cent.

(LT

.
= If G9 per cent of the men voted in the woman-suffrage States, as

= — they did in the nonwoman-suffrage States (we do not say that tirey
== — did, probably they did not), but if the same percentage of men voted
= W= in the suffrage States as voted in the nonsuffrage States an analysis
=4 = of the fisures shows that only 17.8 per cent of the women voters in
=% = the suffrage States actually voted. :
=1 = ¥ Here are the striking facts: In the six woman-suffrage States
=ale— only 47} per cent of the total possible vote was cast. In the six
= = mmsuil’rﬂege States near the suffrage States—a fair comparison, I
= | = submit—~69 per cent of the total possible vote was cast, showing that
== E: woman suffrage, according to these statistics, secured from the secre-
== = taries of state of the various States and from the most accurate
=| = published figures available, tends to decrease the actual voting
=z = strength, rather than to increase healthy interest in polities.
:—_“ —: Figures showing the surprising weakness of the lotal vole of both males and
e females in the siz suffrage States in the lost presidential election, and the
=M - contrasting high percentage of the total vole in siz adjoining nonsuffrage
=._ !n: Btates.
=_z = WOMAN-SUFFRAGE STATES,
_ —
i 5: Californin (population 21 years of age or over, exclusive of Japanese
= |E— and Chinese) ;
—a =-— L e e e i BO0, T
= —_— e T T e R T e e+ bl St e e
%_. — Pntal o b e o N 1, 666G, 244
=l — Actoal vote for Presidemey . . 673, 52T
— _ Colorado :
= = i Mt et i S i A 8 Sy BTN ekt 260, 211
=z —_*k gy T A L R L 0 I AR LR ) 1 213, 340
= | = Wotal:possible’ voted b ciuaand el Do st vt oy i) oo o 482, 551
= —_ T e e e e 206, 871
=4 = Wroming :
=_ e R I . T i e e e e B e 41, 519
= N= BN o e e b i i R B e s Ll M 28, 426
= =i [ —
=1 = T Rl DRI O i i i S ot i A 80 ot 89, 945
= T— Actual vote 42, 208
1| e Washington :
=8 — SaRERC e, ol bl L S T e of Y . 428,895
= ] i e R T SN 276, 429
= P Total possible vote T 7005, 254
= Iﬂ: Actoal yob8 e s s s s —— 322, 700
= Idaho:
= -— MaTeathS ST P i ot e in o R Lyt s A bl - 108, 847
= = Fr Y L T DN T £ PSRRI e e SN T EPCRE o S Sl 4.1 o 60, 761
=l Gt T e el ol ol 178, 608
=B = Actunl vote for Presldency. oo e meee—eeee 104,208
= 0=
=8 =
=8 =
=% 4=
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Ttah:
Males ___ s 1 R T A N e o, A 101, H02
T R et e . pefbar s fad a0 ol iR &0, (48
oinl posal Bl ot L osk ot oSl ol ST R S e e sl 187, 560
dednnl-oroba o Prosldemey. - —aece cfaly o Te . o beon s s 111, 804

Total population of men and women 21 years or more of age, exclusive
of Japanese and Chinese, in six suffrage States, and therefore the

approximate total possible vote in those six States_______________ 3, 200, 152
Total vote actually east in those six States for the Presidency in 1012 1, 521, 500
The per cent which voted e e 474

NONWOMAN-SUFFRAGE STATES.
Kansas:

Males 21 years of nge or over, exclusive of Japanese and Chinese_ 508, 415

b B T —— SRR AR e T S R R R R T - 305, 442
Nebraska :

Male votes possible e e i g O Ayl 402, 005

e e L e n Al ik B 0 T R R N O o 249, 871
Oregon :

Male yobes . poaplhlo-c i o Sosmer s e i 244,719

8 e R - i e TR s T PR e TR SR SR C L 137, (40
Nevada :

Male votes possible 35, 443

Y o T R e e 20, 744

South Dakotn :

Male votes possible 178, 004

ptv e o o S R T R B SR SRR S R Sl L e - 116,328
Missouri :

Mala votas posslble. o oo Al s 072, 423

s e T I T D R L D fa o f 2 e G605, H62
Total men 21 years or over in six nonsuffrage States oo - 2,205, 119
Total vota In the six nonsuffrage States for President_____. e et A . VR TN
Percentage of possible vote east In six nonsuffrage States__________ ]

If this is so, then the woman’s vote will add another problem to
the problems which already confront the man who is in politics, to
the man who knows that the danger to-day lies in the indifferent
and stay-at-home voter, and not so much in that vote which can be
brought out, no matter what the weather conditions may be. We
have * summer soldiers and sunshine patriots” enough under present
conditions.

A position of a remonstrant is a very difficult one under any condi-
tions. It is particularly difficult when a woman opposes what other
women most sincerely want. It is particularly (}fifﬁcult when one
speaks in regard to conditions in States where woman suffrage ob-
tains. But it is fair to ask that those States which to-day have
adopted woman suffrage should wait to work out the problem before
the other States assume the burden which would come with this
change. 3

If you are only to double the outlay in election expenses, if you are
only to double the number of voters, if you are enly to double the
time and money and energy which must dga into political organization
and into political work, is it not unsound and uneconomie to have two
people do what one person can do? Unless your average woman
voter is going to be a better voter, a more intelligent voter. a more
safe voter, a more trained voter—shall I say a less emotional voter—
than the average man, the extension of suffrage to women will not
bring about a condition which will warrant the turning off of
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16 WOMAN SUFFRAGE,

woman’s activities from channels in which women are already worth-
ily employed into political activities. [Applause.]

There is reason that we should consider the situation which would
arise in a community where those who made the laws had ceased to
be those who could enforce the laws. Woman suffrage has never
yet been brought to the test of a national crisis, when political feel-
ing is at the greatest tension, yet only under such conditions could
its value as a practice of government be fully tested. To-day in
California we have a hint of woman’s responsibility in a Fnﬁsib]e
international complication when we have a legislature elected by the
votes of women and men enacting legislation in regard to the hnﬁﬂ ing
of land by aliens, which has grave possibilities for the other States
of the Union.

Thomas Jefferson said that a demoeracy ceased to be such when
those who made the laws ceased to be those who could enforce the
iaws.

There are three portents of the times which are looming large in
this suffrage movement. We have a great many middle-of-the-road
suffragists who say, * Oh, let the women vote if they want to”; and
those others who say, “ I want to vote, and if I want to vote I should
be allowed to vote, although I am the only woman in the United
States who votes,” as Mrs. Catt has said. But there are three por-
tents in relation to woman suffrage, and I am no alarmist if I cite
them. One is the very evident alliance with the socialistic propa-

anda. Those who have the intellectual honesty to follow the suf-

rage premises to their logical conclusion are more often than not

socialists. I do not mean by this the ®brotherhood of man,” in
which we all believe, but I mean that Socialist Party which cast its
vote for Eugene V. Debs for President of the United States at the
election of November 5, 1912. If you doubt this, if it seems the
word of an alarmist, T would call attention to the fact that in the
parade which moved down Pennsylvania Avenue on March 3 the
socialistic contingent carried this banner, which is shown on this
photograph, which I would like to have incorporated in the record.

(The photograph referred to shows a portion of the suffrage
parade on Pennsylvania Avenue, with the following banner being
carried by some of the marchers: “ One million Socialists work and
vote for woman suffrage.”)

[Applause.]

We evidently have some Socialist sympathizers here, and they have
the int.eller:ttmf honesty to follow their premises to their logical con-
clusion and to agree with certain officers of the National Suffrage
Association that the era of the home as the unit of society has passed
and we are coming to a “splendid ” era when the individual shall be
the unit of society.

Mrs. Ida Husted Harper said over her signature:

Woman has not attempted one advance step which has not been blocked by
these two words, “ wifehood " and  motherhowl.”

Mrs. Catt, then president of the National Suffrage Association,
said in Collier’s Weekly in 1901:

Women will sink out of existence in the body politic and will rise ngnin as
citizens,

“1f n women possesses nbility, great or small, talent, genius, noble purpose,
lofty ideals,” Mrs. Catt continunes, * shall she contribute these directly to the
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welfure of the world or through the doubtful chanuels of Influence on husband
and children?”

If the influence on husband and children is a doubtful one to any
woman, the ballot box is not going to give her certainty. [Applause. ]

A suffrage speaker in Boston recently said:

Woman, walting on her husband and echiluren, forbids the economic inde-
pendence, which is the busis of sex morality, and so retards her own develop-
ment.

[ Applause.]
Rev. Dr. Anna Shaw, the president of the National Woman’s Suf-

frage Association, says:
I would make motherhood a governmental institution.

[Langhter and applause.]
She is consistent.

1 would pension all mothers and have them provided for first to last by the
tate. I belleve that motherbood should be independent of man,

[Continued laughter.]

I do not find it amusing. There are a few women who may make
these extraordinary statements, but the menace lies in the fact that
there are thousands of women in this country of ours who follow
these leaders and who come here and ask for woman suffrage and
then devise these schemes in order to make the woman's vote opera-
five.

Tt is not necessary for some one to stand up and say, “ I come from
Colorado ™ or “ T come from California, and the home there is not
neglected and the babies are not neglected.” If a woman’s vote is
going to be worth anything it is going to fall differently from the
vote of the man of the same class, or else it simply doubles the
return on election day.

Those who look to woman suffrage for the so-called emancipa-
tion of the sex are forced to devise these schemes by which the State
shall care for the children. But it is a curious thing that at the
very moment when experts have found that the child is better off
in a poor home than in a institution these women come along
and say: “Let us have these institutions.” At the very moment
when these advanced suffragists say, * We will take the child from
the amateur mother, who is the real mother, and give her to the
expert mother,” we are told by the highest.authority on infantile
dizeases that the breast-fed baby has ten times the chance to survive
that the bottle-fed baby has. That is not interesting, perhaps; you
may say it has nothing to do with the woman-suffrage prupa,é;andn.
Tt has, because when the president of the National Woman’s Suf-
frage Association makes utterances such as this she is devising »
scheme by which woman shall be able ¥ to sink,” as Mrs. Catt tells us,
% gink out of existence in the body politic and rise again as citizens.

The secretary of the National Suflrage Association says Frngres-
sive people are agreed that the wife should be economically inde-

ndent, and so she devises a five-hour shift by which the mother
chall be in the home five hours and shall be gainfully employed five
hours, and the father shall %::- back into the home for five hours and
care for the children, and then he shall be gainfully employed five

hourse. [Laughter.]
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18 WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

Those things are not amusing; they are alarming as a menace that
carries out the tenet of socialism, that we are to have a kind of eco-
nomic independence, which has very well been called by no less
authority than Col. Roosevelt “a glorified State fm;-:-lunci counter
and State foundling asylum.”

The other menace, the second menace, the second portent, is the
menace of feminism bound up with the menace of socialism. We
find that the brilliant young woman who led the suffrage parade
down Pennsylvania Avenue writes as follows:

This pressure toward a constantly growing freedom and power on the part of
the =ex means that in the long run the institutions most certain to be changed
are the institutions in which the sex as a sex is most pecnllarly and vitally in-
terested, and these Institutions, it is hardly necessary to polnt out, are the home
and marriage itself. :

A writer who is indorsed by the suffragists and dedicates her book
to Mrs. Pankhurst and her daughters, an American woman, says:

Two words were burned upon my brain—
She had been to a suffrage lecture—
laws made by men for women that must be nnmade by women for women.
She says:
We must stop talking and act—fght.
She says:

Throw stones; do anything; it does not matter what, =0 long as we get the
vote and can legislate in our own protection and the protection of the children.

But you may say that is an isolated illustration not fair to use.
When the National Suffrage Association cabled, less than two weeks
ago, to Mr. Asquith asking him to put an end to the intolerable condi-
tions in England and to introduce a franchise bill into the present
Parliament, they practically indorsed Mrs. Pankhurst, as they had
given already a vote of sympathy to Mrs. Pankhurst.

An officer of a New York suffruge association has written this
week in an open letter to the New York Times—and, lest you think
I speak in parables, it is Mrs. John Brennan, a daughter of Charles
A. Dana:

It is quite possible that if the Eastern States continune to deny enfranchise-
ment to the women while the Western States continue to grant it the women

thus diseriminated against would find the politieal anomaly of thelr position so
impossible to bear that even militaney wonld seem to them justifinble,

Miss Milholland, in speaking with me at Philadelphia, said:
Acid throwing and bomb throwing have their places under certain conditions.

We who oppose the extension of suffrage to women ask that not
too great weight be attached to the argument of rights which suf-
fragists put forward, who at the same time do not observe the rights
of property belonging to noncombatants, who indorse the lawlessness
of women over-seas, who by their lawlessness seek to show a more
excellent way in government.

The third menace, then, is militancy. The indorsement of mili-
tancy by leading suffragists, the indorsement of militancy by the Na-
tional Suffrage Association—that is, militancy on the part of the
English women—is significant of the temper of those women who say
the end justifies the means.
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The only flag displayed over the entrance to the congressional
headquarters of the National American Woman's Suffrage Associa-
tion here on I Street is the purple, green, and white emblem of the
Women’s Social and Political Union of England, of which Mrs.
Emmeline Pankhurst is president.

There was a great woman in England who did work second to
none in the housing of the poor and the care of the children, the
establishment of playgrounds, and so on. Her name was Octavia
Hill. At the end of u%ong life she said:

I had hoped to be kept out of this suffrage contention, but I feel that after
all these yenrs I must say that it is important that one-half of the workers
shonld be outside of party politics. This service Is far more valuable than
any voting power could possibly be,

That is where we antisuffragists contend that women can do their
work best. The average woman is worthily employed already. To
give her political responsibilities will not help out the situation unless
she does something far more important than merely casting a ballot
on election day. ghc has got to be a more informed voter than the
average man of to-day if her vote is to be effective.

In passing, let me ask our suffrage friends to compare like with
like. A favorite cartoon of the snf?ragisfs depicts a woman serub-
bing, and a drunken man sitting at the table with his head bowed
over, and the legend beneath the picture reads: “ He can vote, she
can not.” Society is not made up of scrubbing wives and drunken
husbands. Unfortunately both types exist, but, in all fairness, let
us compare like with like, and until we are sure we are going to get
a better state with the woman's vote than without it, we should
hesitate before we hinder the best service women can do by putting
them into political activities.

The ballot is the least part of good government, and those who ad-
vocate this instant doubling of the present electorate are behind the
times. They emphasize the ballot as * the greatest of all modern re-
forms,” and even urge that those who are to-day contributing to
other reforms should withdraw or curtail their contributions to
other causes until the ballot for woman is secured. (See appeal of
M. Carey Thomas, February, 1913, for funds for National American
Woman's Suffrage Association.)

If I may be permitted to say it here, the lady from Massachusetts,
Mrs. Willlam Lowell Putnam, exemplified in an extraordinary way
what women can do without the ballot. She is chairman of the deé-
partment of public health of the Women’s Municipal League and
she is also chairman of the executive committee of the Massachusetts
Milk Consumers’ Association, an association which has done more
for the cause of a pure milk supply in the State of Massachusetts
t];}an the votes of men or of men and women could possibly bring
about.

These women in this country of ours are doing an increasing
amount of public work, but it 1s no sophistry to ask you to distin-
Elish between a few women in public work, well equipped, full of

nowledge to mateh their zeal, and all women in political life.
Where you find a woman doing a distinctive work, where you find
that it 1s constructive, you will find that it gains its quality and it
gains its distinction because the woman is working notasa Republican
or @ Democrat or a Socialist or a Progressive, but she is working as
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20 WOMAN SUFFRAGE,

a woman who is informed, who is ready to direct public opinion, and
who has no personal political motive to serve. [Applause.] She
works as a disinterested, nonpartisan factor for the public good, and
there is no reason that she should take the retrogressive step which
would make her work identical with man's. It is not a question of
right, it is not a ;[uu:‘stiun of woman’s inferiority or her superiority ;
it 1s a question of what is expedient for the State, and the antisuf-
fragists believe that it is expedient for the State that the motherhood
of the State should not be drafted off into political channels. I
thank you. [Applause.]
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position, 19o7.

Special Agent of the U. 5. Bureau of Labor, to investigate
the conditions of labor of women and children, 1907-1900.

Special Agent U. 5. Department of the Interior, Alaska
Exhibit, Seattle Exposition, March-July, 1909.

Special Agent U, S. Bureau of Labor, to report on the strike
of Shirt Waist Makers, January-June, 1910.




N 1910 the Massachusetts ‘Association Opposed to the Further
Extension of Suffrage to Women published a brochure by
Miss Bronson on the Wage Earning Woman and the State,

the object of which was to show the fact that votes of women
have not brought about better laws for the protection of the
woman wage earner. Later this brochure was revised to in-
clude the legislation of 1911,

Recently two pamphlets have appeared attacking the facts in
the brochure of Miss Bronson, facts vouched for by a statistician
of the United States Bureau of Labor.

The misstatements and errors in these two pamphlets are so
palpable that they would deserve no reply whatsoever, if it were
not for the reputation of the authors for fairness and a knowledge
of the law. A few instances of this ignorance of facts are
deemed necessary to prove the utter unreliability of the pamphlets
in question.

The first of these “attacks” purports to be the joint work of
Miss Edith Abbott of Hull House, and Miss Sophonisba Breck-
enridge, Assistant Professor of Social Economy in the University
of Chicago, with an introduction by Miss Jane Addams. Surely
these are names to reckon with in a statement of fact and it is
startling that these three women could have been responsible for
the errors which appear in their pamphlet.

Perhaps the most important of these is the statement that
while the eight-hour law for women in California was passed
before equal suffrage was adopted, it was passed by the “same
legislature which also passed the woman suffrage amendment.”

The Legislature of California did not amend the Constitution
of the State admitting women to the franchise; they submitted
the question to a vote of the people, as everyone knows, and it
became an amendment to the Constitution by a majority vote in
its favor. It would be just as correct to claim that the New
York Legislature had amended the Constitution of New York
State admitting women to the franchise, because they have also
voted to submit the question of woman suffrage to the people
m IgIS.
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However, this criticism establishes the fact by suffrage au-
thority that the eight-hour law for women in California was
passed months before woman suffrage obtained in the state, and
would be on the statute books to-day even if woman suffrage had
been defeated at the polls, showing that it was in no sense due
to the votes of women.

Again on page 8, referring to employers’ liability laws, work-
men’'s compensation laws and laws providing an eight-hour day
for federal, state and municipal employees, the statement is
made:

“It should be understood that this legislation, although it
may, in o few cases, protect the working woman as well as the
working man, represents the results of long years of earnest
struggle by working men with votes to improve their condition.”

This whole sentence is misleading in the extreme. Not one
of the laws quoted apply to men alone. They are blanket laws
and protect all women employed in various industries, as well as
men, and the statement that such legislation may, in a few cases,
protect the working woman is a plain distortion of fact. More
men than women are protected by such legislation, but this is
simply a statement of the obvious fact that more men than women
are engaged in industry. Only one worker in every seven is a
woman. But these women come under the application of the law
as well as the men.

In addition, however, to these laws protective to both men and
woman alike, nearly every state in the United States has passed
additional legislation for the protection of working women which
does not in any sense apply to working men.

Another contention of Miss Bronson’s is further emphasized
in this same paragraph of Miss ‘Abbott’s, who says, “these laws
represent long years of earnest struggle by working men with
votes to improve their condition,” but on page 20 she confesses
that the women teachers of New York obtained equal pay with
the men teachers after siz years of effort through indirect in-
fluence. This is direct confirmation from suffrage sources of
the anti-suffrage arguments that the vote does not raise wages
and that the vote is not the quickest way to bring about good
legislation.




Another pamphlet, the product of the combined talent of
three of New York's leading Suffragists, Mrs. Florence Kelley
and the Misses Pauline and Josephine Goldmark, is even more
incorrect. The main contention being that the argument of Miss
Bronson is misleading because it “ignores the fundamental dif-
ferences in the industrial conditions of suffrage and non-suffrage
states”—that “these fundamental differences are not even hinted
at.” This settles once for all the fact that Mrs. Kelley and the
Misses Goldmark did not take the time to read Miss Bronson's
pamphlet, for on page 6 she distinctly says: “If we eliminate from
this comparison the manufacturing states of the East, which for
obvious reasons have the most, and perhaps the best, remedial
legislation, we are able to determine more definitely what woman
suffrage has accomplished for wage-earning women in the states
where women have the franchise.” Then follows a comparison
of western states, suffrage and non-suffrage having like in-
dustrial conditions. Such carelessness in a review which claims
to be critical destroys the effect of any further argument ad-
vanced by it. Some of the criticisms in the pamphlet of the
Misses Goldmark and Mrs. Kelley have been covered by the
above reply to Miss Abbott, and others are answered by the
brochure that follows.

Briefly, the important point is that this brochure of Miss
Bronson which caused such extreme excitement among the
Suffragists that they brought out six leaders of the best talent in
the cause to refute it, was first written in 1910 and was revised
in 1911, and any criticism of it to-day would be just as absurd
as to criticise the findings of the Census of 1900 because they
do not accord with the Census of 1910.

The following brochure, therefore, has been prepared by Miss
Bronson to bring the legislation cited up to date and this may
need to be revised in the future, as new laws for woman’'s pro-
tection are secured,
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The Wage-Earning Woman and the State

A COMPARISON OF THE LAWS FOR HER PROTECTION
IN VARIOUS STATES OF THE UNION.

By Minnie Browson,

General Secretary National Association Opposed to
Woman Suffrage.

One of the most forcible arguments advanced by the advocates
of woman suffrage is that it would lead to a fairer treatment
of women in industry and to better laws for their protection.
The claim is made that the laws on our statute books are un-
just to the wage-earning woman, and that her only redress from
this discrimination is in the ballot.

So often has this view been urged that it has come to be
accepted by many wage-earning women, who have for this reason
become advocates of a cause otherwise distasteful to them. A
study of the laws of the various States of the United States will
show that these conclusions are as fallacious as the premise is
untrue.

Laws for the Protection of the Wage-Earning Women.

Reference to the laws governing the labor of women shows
that our law makers, far from enacting laws which discriminate
against the wage-earning woman, are constantly enacting new
and better laws for her protection; that these laws are constantly
improved, not because women have the ballot, or want it, but
because women are entering more and more into the industrial
life of our country. And, because of her great function to
society, because of her physical disadvantage, and, above all, be-
cause she is not herself a law maker, public opinion demands that
her rights and her interests shall be doubly conserved and safe-
guarded from any probable injustice by man, and that she shall
be given the opportunity to become whatever her abilities, natural
or acquired, permit. And in obedience to this demand, the laws

6




enacted for the protection of wage-earning women are more
beneficent and far-reaching than the laws for the protection of
wage-carning men.

Comparison of Laws in Suffrage and Non-Suffrage States.

In all the States of the United States laws have been passed
for the protection of women who must work, which laws are
distinct from and in addition to the laws protecting all wage-
earners, men and women alike; that is to say that in all states
the laws for the safeguarding of wage-earning women are better
than the laws for the safeguarding of wage-earning men. More-
over, a comparison of the labor laws of the various states shows
that the votes of women have not brought about better conditions
in the suffrage states than exist in male suffrage states having
practically identical conditions industrially and geographically.
In other words there is not a law for the protection of working
women found in suffrage states which cannot be met by laws
equally as good or better in adjoining male suffrage states.

In thirty-seven states laws have been passed limiting the hours
of labor at which an adult woman may be employed. Of the nine
states where women vote two set no limitation whatever to
the number of hours a woman may work, and three others enacted
these laws before women had ever voted in those states.(r)

Forty-three states compel employers in stores, factories,
shops, etc., to provide seats for female employees. Five states
have no such laws, and one of the five is a suffrage state.(2)

In thirty-nine states, the Territory of Alaska and the District
of Columbia, the earnings of a married woman are secured to
her absolutely, and cannot be required by law, as can the earnings
of a married man, for the support of the family, nor are they
liable for their husband’s debts. Eleven states do not so provide
and three are suffrage states.(3)

Night Labor.

Sixteen states regulate the employment of women at night
and specifically state the hours between which a woman may not
be employed. These states include the male suffrage states of
Nebraska, Indiana, Massachusetts, where all night work for
women is forbidden; the States of Connecticut, South Carolina
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and New Hampshire where night work in mercantile establish-
ments is forbidden ; the states of Minnesota, New York and Ohio
forbidding night work for women under twenty-one, and the
States of Wisconsin and Delaware regulating the conditions and
hours of night work. None of these states are equal suffrage
states.(4)

Four other states forbid night labor for females between
sixteen and eighteen years, who are not protected by the child
labor laws. Two of these latter are woman suffrage states, but
their laws were passed before women voted in those states,

Twenty-seven states restrict the number of hours during
which a woman may be employed both by the day and week,
thus insuring one day of rest in seven. Of these twenty-seven
states Utah and Arizona are the only suffrage states whose laws
were passed under woman suffrage. Colorado and Washington
restrict the number of hours per day to eight, but set no limit to
the number of hours per week, so that a woman may, under the
law in Washington and Colorado, be employed the whole seven
days in the week for eight hours per day and these hours may
be at night, while Wyoming, where women have voted for forty-
five years, and Kansas, where women have had municipal suff-
rage for twenty-five years, place no limit whatever to the length
of time a woman may be employed.(5)

Suffragists claim that an eight-hour day for women exists
only in women suffrage states (there are four states where
women vote that have eight-hour laws. In two of these the law
was passed before women had voted and cannot, therefore,
be claimed as a victory of woman suffrage) ; but they do not add
that a law recognized by all social workers as a sine gua ton
of remedial legislation for working women; namely, the prohibi-
tion of night labor, is not to be found on the statute books of
any suffrage state, and it was not until 1913, twenty years after
woman suffrage came into Colorado, that a law was finally
secured limiting the hours of labor for women who work in that
state.

Fifteen states, only one of which is a suffrage state, prohibit
the employment of women for more than fifty-four hours a
week.(6) Arizona's law, passed under woman suffrage, provides
for an eight-hour day, but permits fifty-six hours a week and

8



there is no night prohibition. California’s law of eight hours
per day and forty-eight per week was passed nine months before
woman suffrage succeeded in the state,

Comparison of Laws Affecting Wage-Earning Women in
Suffrage and Western Non-Suffrage States.

If we eliminate from this comparison the manufacturing
states of the East, which, for obvious reasons, have the most,
and perhaps the best, remedial laws for wage-earning women, and
consider only those states which have practically similar con-
ditions, we are able to determine more definitely what woman
suffrage has accomplished for wage-earning women in the states
where women have the franchise.

The suffrage states of Kansas and Wyoming place no re-
striction upon the number of hours a woman may be employed,
but the neighboring male suffrage states of Oklahoma, South
Dakota, North Dakota and Nebraska, regulate the hours by law,
and Nebraska on the East, reaches the high tide of remedial
legislation by prohibiting the employment of women at night in
all manufacturing, mechanical or mercantile establishments and
in hotels and restaurants, and limits the number of hours per
week, thereby ensuring one day of rest in seven.(7)

This law of Nebraska is for nine hours a day and fifty-four
hours a week, not before five o'clock in the morning or after ten
o'clock at night, an infinitely better law than the eight-hour law
of Colorado, which does not limit the hours by the week or forbid
night work, thus making possible the employment of women for
fifty-six hours a week, and these hours may be night work.(8)

There are half a dozen laws pertaining to the work of women
in two or three states as, for instance, a law in Massachusetts
prohibiting employers from deducting the wages of women when
time is lost because machinery has broken down, a law in New
York, Massachusetts, Connecticut and Vermont prohibiting the
employment of women for fixed periods before and after child-
birth (this act follows the precedent established in the leading
industrial nations of Europe) ; or a law in Delaware and Louisi-
ana exempting the wages of women from execution, but none
of these laws are found in suffrage states.
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Wages of Teachers.

With reference to the wages of teachers, Miss Alice Stone
Blackwell, a suffragist writer, says: “Woman needs the ballot
because it leads to fairer treatment of women in public service.
In Massachusetts the average pay of a female teacher is only
one-third that of a male teacher, and in almost all of the states
it is unequal; but in Wyoming and Utah the law provides that
they shall receive equal pay for equal work.”

This statement is misleading. Where teachers are doing the
same grade of work, it will be found that no such percentage
as three to one obtains in Massachusetts. It may be that the
sum of the salaries of female teachers in the state, divided by
the number of such teachers, is only one-third of the average
pay of male teachers; but the majority of male teachers are
principals, supervisors, superintendents and college professors,
while the country school teachers, the kindergartners and under
teachers, are women.

It is true that few women are found in the highest-paid
positions of a teaching force, but this is due to other causes
than political. In four hundred and seventy-five colleges of
various grades and attendance in the United States only eight
have women presidents, yet it will scarcely be claimed that this
is due to woman's political status.

There seems to be a growing sentiment, not only among
fathers, but mothers as well, that their sons, whose training
at home is so largely in the hands of the mothers, should be
brought under the influence of men in their school life; that,
since the grown boy's life of affairs will be spent with men,
it should be from men that he learns to meet it and its obliga-
tions ; that he should not receive his impressions of life entirely
from a sex to which he does not belong.

It is not denied that female teachers do not in the majority
of cases receive the same pay as men for the work of equal
grade, but here the law of supply and demand is paramount.

The states of Wyoming and Utah have, as Miss Blackwell
says, a law providing that women shall have equal pay with
men for equal work, but the condition in Wyoming and Utah
is analogous to that in Massachusetts, where, Miss Blackwell says,
“the average pay for a female teacher is only one-third that of
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a male teacher and in almost all of the states it is unequal,” for
the average monthly wage of female teachers in Utah is $53.60,
while the average pay of men is $77.32. That is, the average
pay of female teachers is only 70 per cent. of the male teachers,
while in Maine it is 75 per cent, in Virginia 8 per cent., in
Indiana and Missouri go per cent., and in New Mexico 99 per
cent. Also, in Wyoming the average monthly wage of men
teachers is $85.26, as compared with $53.05, the average monthly
wage of female teachers, or a difference of $32.21 per month,
as compared with a difference in Jowa of $21.81: South Dakota,
$20.44; Washington, $16.66; Ohio, $14.50; Pennsylvania, $14.38;
in Oklahoma, $8.61; and in North Dakota, $8.24; while in the
southern states the difference ranges from $20.22 in Louisiana to
$6.16 in Alabama.(a)

The average monthly salary for all men teachers in the
United States is $62.35, and of women teachers $51.61, a dif-
ference of $10.74, which is less than one-third the difference found
in Wyoming and less than one-half the difference found in Utah.

Since it is the “average pay” of which Miss Blackwell com-
plains, it would seem that her argument has no foundation in
fact. Very recently the women teachers of the City of New
York have been granted equal pay with men teachers. The
working of this law will be watched with interest. It is worth
nothing that this law was passed in a male suffrage state by a
legislature elected by male suffrage.

Wages in General Employment.

Dr. Helen L. Sumner, in her book entitled “Equal Suffrage”
says: “Taking public employment as a whole, women in Colorado
receive considerable less remuneration than men.” It is the old
story, she says, of supply and demand in the commercial world
and suffrage has probably nothing to do with the wages of either
men or women. “The wages of men and women in all fields of
industry are governed by economic conditions.”(g)

She shows by tables carefully compiled that in Colorado the
pay of women in private employment has been steadily lower
than that of men, never reaching quite one-half as much, and

{a) Statistics taken from chapter 16 of the Report of the Commissioner

of Education in 1909,
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that while the average weekly wage of women in Colorado is
97 cents higher than the average weekly wage of women in the
United States as a whole, the average weekly pay of men in
Colorado is $3.62 higher than in the United States as a whole.

That is, in the United States as a whole, women receive an
average of 55.3 per cent. of the average of men's wages. And
in Massachusetts 62 per cent. of men's wages. In Colorado
women receive on an average only 47 per cent. of the average
of men’s wages.(10)

Labor Legislation Shows Constant Improvement.

The history of labor legislation shows conclusively that laws
for the wage-earning woman are constantly improving, in ac-
cord with her increasing employment in the industrial world ; that
her rights and interests are best safeguarded in those states
where her numbers and opportunities for work are greatest;
and that each year sees new and better laws enacted by legislators
who are bitterly denounced, by the advocates for woman suffrage,
as unjustly discriminating against the wage-earning women.

Legislation for Working Women, 1912-1913.

The year 1912-1913 shows the most remarkable improvement
in laws affecting the wage-earning women. Seventy-two laws
‘were enacted by the legislatures of 32 states affecting the em-
ployment of women and children. Chief in importance among
them were the laws restricting or prohibiting night work by
women and the numerous laws which were enacted or amended
regulating the hours of her labor show a marked tendency to their
continued reduction.

Only eight of the seventy-two laws were passed in woman
suffrage states.

Two of these laws were the eight-hour laws of Arizona and
Colorado already discussed elsewhere in this pamphlet, the nine-
hour law of Idaho and the industrial commissions of Oregon,
Utah, Colorado and California and Washington.(a)

(s) Eight male suffrage states also appointed industrial commissions to deter-

mine hours and wages for women. None of these thirteen commissions
have finished their work at the time of the publication of this brochure.
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The history of labor legislation shows invariably that suffrage
states, instead of being in the vanguard of remedial legislation,
have usually lagged behind and have only enacted labor laws
when the majority of male suffrage states have pointed the way.

Women Are Better Protected Than Men by Labor Legislation.

It is claimed by Suffragists that more men than women en-
joy the benefits of a working day limited by law. This is simply
equivalent to saying that there are more men than women en-
gaged in industry. No one denies this obvious fact. In every
seven bread-winners only one is a woman. It is further stated
that in twelve states the working day is limited to eight hours
for men in mines, without a corresponding law for women. But
in all of these twelve states the law forbids the employment of
women in mines, a far more humane law than if they were
allowed to work for eight hours a day as do men.

It is also claimed that men in the public service of state or
federal government have an eight-hour law, but this law applies
equally to women in public service, and in Washington, D. C,,
where government employees have a seven-hour working day,
the number of men and women employed are nearly equal and
neither can vote.

It is also said that twenty-four states have an eight-hour work-
ing day for men on railroads and allied industries, but these
laws were passed for the protection of the traveling public from
the dangers incident to overworked train employees.

And further that many states prohibit the employment of
men, in occupations dangerous to health, for more than eight
hours a day. But here again women are protected since they
are forbidden to work in such dangerous occupations at all.

Present Standard of Remedial Legislation Has Been Reached
Without the Vote of Women.

These are facts which cannot be controverted either by
assertion or argument. Such misleading statements have been
made in reference to the subject that the wage-earning woman
is led to believe that existing laws were framed not for her pro-
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tection, but for her extinction. And yet the history of legislation
of all past time shows no such improvement in humane laws, as
that enacted in the last decade for the protection and safeguard-
ing of the women and children who work.

If so much has been accomplished without the votes of women,
and so little has been done with this vote, it would seem to
behoove the wage-earning woman to inquire carefully into the
specious promises of the advocates for equal suffrage. Such in-
quiry will show her that the variation in the wage paid to male
and female workers is due partly to the operation of the law
of supply and demand, and partly to the impermanence of women
as wage-earners, and that neither the wage paid to woman nor
remedial legislation in her behalf depends upon her political
status.

It is hardly conceivable that equal suffrage would reverse
the remedial legislation already enacted, but the constantly re-
iterated demand that woman shall be allowed to stand on exactly
the same footing as man may render ineffective much of the law
which now gives her an advantage.

(1) Twenty-second Annual Report U, S. Commissioner of Labor, various
pages.
Bulletins Bureau of Labor Nos, 85, 89, 97, 111.
Reports American Labor Legislation Review, 1911, 1912, 1913,

(2) Twenty-second Annual Report U. 5. Commissioner of Labor, various
pages.
Bulletins Bureau of Labor Nos. 85, 91, 97.
Reports American Labor Legislation Review.

(S}Tvé?ig!t“mnd Annual Report U. 5. Commissioner of Labor, pages

Bulletin Burean of Labor No. 97,

(4) Twenty-second Annual Report U. S. Commissioner of Labor,
Reports American Labor Legislation Review, 1911, 1912, 1913,

(5)Idem.

(6) Reports American Labor Legislation Review,

{7) Bulletins United States Bureau of Labor Nos. 85, 89, 97, 111.
{B)Reports American Labor Legislation Review,

(9)“Equal Suffrage,” page 155,

(10)"Equal Suffrage,” page 167.
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