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WHY THE FEDERAL AMENDMENT ?

Woman suffrage is coming—no intelligent person
in the United States will deny that fact.

When it will come and how it will come are still
open questions. Woman suffrage by Federal aid is
supported by five main reasons. These reasons may
be evaded or avoided, but they cannot be answered:

(1) Suffrage for men and suffrage for women in
other lands, with few and minor exceptions, has been
granted by parliamentary act and not by referenda.
By such enactment the women of Australia were
granted the full suffrage in Federal elections by the
Federal Parliament and each state or province, in-
cluding Tasmania, granted full suffrage in all other
elections by act of the provincial parliament. By
such enactment New Zealand, Norway, Denmark,
Iceland, the Isle of Man and Finland gave the equal
suffrage in all elections to women. By such process
the parliament of Manitoba, Saskatchewan and
Alberta gave full suffrage to their women. British
Columbia referred the question to the voters, but the
parliament had already extended all suffrage rights
except one, and both political parties lent their aid
in the referendum, which gave a majority in every
precinct. By parliamentary act all other Canadian
provinces, the provinces of South Africa, Sweden
and Great Britain have extended far more voting
privileges than any woman citizen of the United
States east of the Missouri River (except those of
Illinois) has received. The suffragists of France
reported just as the war broke out that the French
Parliament was pledged to extend full municipal

suffrage to women. Men and women of high repute
say the full suffrage is certain to be extended by the
British Parliament to the women of England, Scot-
land, Ireland and Wales soon after the war, and
already these women have all suffrage rights except
the vote for parliamentary members. It zs cruelly
unfair to subject American women to a longer, harder,
more difficult method than those of other lands. Prac-
tically the same method is provided by our Federal
Constitution. To deny its benefits to the women
of this country is to put upon them a penalty for
betng Americans.

(2) Men of this country have been enfranchised
by various extensions of the voting privilege, but
in no single instance were they compelled to appeal
to an electorate containing groups of unnaturalized
foreigners, Indians, negroes and large numbers of
illiterates, ne’er-do-wells, drunks and even white
slavers. The Jews, denied the vote in all colonies,
and the Catholics, denied the vote in most colonies,
received their franchise through the revolutionary
constitutions, which removed all religious qualifica-
tions for the vote in a self-respecting manner to all.
The property qualifications for the vote, which were
established in every colony and continued in the
early state constitutions, were usually removed by
a referendum, but the question went to an electorate
limited to property holders only. The largest num-
ber of voters to which such an amendment was
referred was that of New York. Had every man
qualified to vote done so, the electorate would not
have exceeded 200,000 and probably not more than
150,000. The next extensions of the vote to men
were made by Congress, which gave the vote to
certain tribes of Indians and by amendment to the
Federal Constitution, which gave the vote to the
Negro. At least three-fourths of the present voters
secured their vote through naturalization of them-
selves or their forefathers. Congress determines
conditions of citizenship and state constitutions fix
qualifications of voters. In no instance has the
foreign immigrant been forced to plead with a vast
electorate for his vote. To deny American women
as easy a process of securing their vote as has been
granted to men is a discrimination so flagrant and
intolerable that no fair-minded man should be a
party to it.

(8) The constitutions of many states have pro-
vided for amendment by such difficult processes that
they either have never been amended or have not
been amended when the subject is in the least con-
troversial. A present case illustrates. Newspapers
in Kentucky which have opposed woman suffrage
and still do have started a campaign to submit
woman suffrage and prohibition amendments in
order to defeat them and remove them from politics
for five years, as the same questions cannot be again
submitted for that length of time. Until new con-
stitutions are adopted, there are states where women
can never be enfranchised, no matter what the senti-
ment. Woman suffrage has been caught in the
coils of constitutional technicalities. Not to be will-
ing to release it and give it a fair chance before the
country is un-American.
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(4) The election laws of all states make inade-
quate provision for safeguarding the vote on con-
stitutional amendments. When both dominant
parties desire to stand sponsor for such a vote an
amendment is safeguarded; but when both have the
friends of the amendment to look after its interest,
as they usually do, a woman suffrage amendment is
unfairly handicapped at the outset. Women in
most states are not legally qualified to be watchers
nor to serve as election officials. Nor do they pos-
sess the voter’s influence to secure the appointment
of officials who will take a watchful supervision over
an honest vote and an honest count. To be sure,
such officials are supposed to defend honesty and
accuracy in elections, but that they do not do so
was pitifully evidenced in.Iowa and West Virginia,
and it has been in many another suffrage campaign.
Since election laws do.not protect suffrage referenda,
suffragists demand the right prescribed by our
national constitution to appeal their case from male
voters to the higher court of Congress and the
legislatures.

(6) Woman suffrage is regarded by every other
country as a National question. With eleven states
in our own country, with half the territory of the
civilized world already won, with the statement of
the Press still unchallenged that women voters de-
cided a presidential election, any policy which shunts
responsibility and fails to recognize the importance
of this question is pusillanimous and cowardly. One
has said: “Statesmen lead and the people follow;
politicians follow but never lead.” Such statesmen
are never afraid to tell what they think and where
they stand. They do not hesitate to espouse or
oppose public questions. Such politicians will
naturally prefer to hide behind the arras of a secret
ballot in a referendum which relieves them of
responsibility, but the women of the land who are
self-respecting enough to want a vote ask a ‘“square
deal” by National action.

—CARRIE CHAPMAN CATT

* k%

WILL THE DEMOCRATS REMEMBER?
By Rose Youne

The present crucial situation of suffrage as a
federal question has no counterpart in the history of
the cause in America save in the intense days im-
mediately following the Civil War. Young as the
suffrage agitation was in those days the ’60’s were
as vivid with potentiality for nation-wide suffrage
as are these days that see the going out of the 64th
Congress and the coming in of the 65th, with the
suffrage amendment one of the paramount issues
under consideration by both Senate and House.
During and just after the war the thought and the
heart of the nation were vibrating to a new concept
of democracy. Men were exalted and receptive.
In the expansion of the hour, room was almost made
for the enfranchisement of women. Women had
admittedly played a great part in furthering universal
emancipation.  Pulpit, platform and press rang

with tributes to the services they had rendered.
Sumner had drawn on them unremittingly as his
aides in his fight in Congress for universal emancipa-
tion. Abolitionists, Unionists and Republicans had
made whole-hearted demands upon them. They
had been found so very helpful indeed that great
things had been promised them, in return for all
they had done and must continue to do for the anti-
slavery cause.

Then the awakening. It was “the Negro’s hour”’
they said, and the women were deserted on every
hand. Wendell Phillips, Gerrit Smith, Greeley,
Garrison, Tilton, Higginson, Bryant, one and all
allowed the enfranchisement of the black men to
outweigh the enfranchisement of women. Charles
Sumner found the women’s claim “most inoppor-
tune.” Abolitionists refused even to sign their
petitions. Republicans presented those petitions
to Congress so emasculated as to destroy their sig-
nificance. Deserted all along the line, the women
yet made their first demand for congressional action
on suffrage in the autumn of 1865. It was at once
a protest and a petition. A protest against the
inclusion of the word “male” in the amendment;
and a petition to have women included in the provi-
sions of that amendment. From that time forward
the history of the effort to pass the amendment is
stormy with the effort to secure for all women the
recognition that was projected for the Negro men.
Again and again, led by Miss Anthony, women rallied
to the task of importuning Congress to include
women in the proposed extension of the electorate.
Again and again the men whose dependence they had
been in the anti-slavery crisis failed them utterly.
Came at last the fateful ratification of the amend-
ment with a wording that forever closed that door
in the faces of the women who stood without and
waited.

There followed days, years, decades during which
the principle of self-government was stultified and
woman’s dream of political liberty was made the
plaything and the football of one nonchalant
Congress after another. Led up to party platforms
with fulsome promises, over and over suffrage
workers found that the only plank on which they
could stand had been left out. Contronted by a
great opportunity to free America of the last vestige
of political shackles, the degree of skill to which
compromise and evasion were brought is best at-
tested by the following, adopted at a National
Republican Convention:

““The Republican party is mindful of its
obligations to the loyal women of America for
their devotion to the cause of freedom; their
admission to wider fields of usefulness is received
with satisfaction; and the honest demands of
any class of citizens for equal rights should be
treated with respectful consideration.”

It was in the ’70’s that there evolved the
amendment that would take from the States the
right to deny the franchise to any citizen of the
United States on account of sex, and that same
amendment stands to-day in House and Senate
awaiting action. Since the year 1882 it has been
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reported from the Senate committee every year
with a favorable majority except in 1890 and 1896.
Twice it has gone to vote in the Senate. The first
time was on January 25, 1887, resulting in 16 yeas
and 34 nays, with 26 absent, four of whom were
committed to suffrage, giving a total suffrage
strength of 20. The second time was on March 19,
1914, when there were 35 yeas and 34 nays. In the
House it has been reported from committee seven
times, twice by a favorable majority, three times by
an adverse majority, and twice without recommenda-
tion. The House, in the position of hereditary enemy
of nation-wide suffrage, has never let the measure
come to vote until, in 1915, the pressure became too
strong to be resisted and the poll netted 174 yeas and
204 nays.

The great body of organized suffragists in America
are neither Republicans nor Democrats. They are
ashamed to be either while both parties deny them
the franchise. But once more the country is ringing
with the echoes of women s part in a great national
crisis, the crisis that was determined in favor of
Wilsonian democracy on November 7. Democrats
profess their gratitude for what women did. Re-
publicans express anticipation of what women may
do. Because of her women, the West is conceded a
new determinism in national politics. The South
revels anomalously in a victory attributed to an
institution to which she has long turned a cold
shoulder, woman suffrage. The East discovers that
it is an outrage to enfranchise women in the West
and disbar them elsewhere. And North, South,
East and West it is pointed out that only a federal
election law can equalize the present insupportable
political situation.

Once more a great opportunity confronts a great
political party, the opportunity of being the instru-
ment to insure political recognition to the last dweller
within America’s gates. Once more the women stand
and wait. Back of them stretches the record of
tribute and acknowledgment, of praise and of
promise.

In 1867 the Republicans forgot.

In 1917 will the Democrats remember?

* k%

THE SUFFRAGE BILL IN CONGRESS

To-day the Federal suffrage amendment has
reached positions of crucial moment in both houses
of Congress. After months of the maddening delay
incident to being “smothered in committee,”” the
House Committee has reported the bill without
recommendation. This clears the way for it to a
place on the House’s calendar of business when it
can go to vote on the floor of the House. In the
Senate the bill has been favorably reported from the
suffrage committee.

“Going to vote” is a step toward victory, but it
is by no means victory itself and the work of insur-
ing that the vote in both houses shall be favorable
is the work that is just now engaging the chief

energies of the National American Woman Suffrage
Association.

The National’s committee on congressional work,
as at present constituted, is made up of the executive
congressional committee, including the so-called
lobby, the chairman of the State Congressional Com-
mittees, and additional members from the states
known as congressional aides. The congressional
work has grown to such dimensions that it has
recently been found necessary to divide it into four
sections with four division chiefs. Mrs. Walter
McNab Miller, of Missouri, ranking officer of the
National and chairman of the committee formed for
this year’s congressional work, will be at the head
of the section that will have in charge all social-
political activities. This includes, in particular, the
engaging of the interest of the friends of suffrage
from the different states who make Washington their
winter home. Mrs. Maud Wood Park, of Massa-
chusetts, has been appointed vice-chairman of the
main committee and chairman of the Section on
Legislation. This is the section that is otherwise
known as the “Front Door Lobby,” in recognition
of the fact that it uses no side-door methods and
works in the wide open. Miss Heloise Meyer, of
Massachusetts, will be at the head of the Social
Section, with Mrs. J. Borden Harriman as vice-
chairman. Besides these there will be a Publicity
Section under the direction of Mr. George Mosshart,
co-operating with Washington’s local publicity com-
mittee, of which Mrs. Gertrude Mosshart is chair-
man. Miss Ruth White is secretary of the main
committee, which includes also Miss Mary Garrett
Hay, of New York; Mrs. Frank M. Roessing, of
Pennsylvania; Mrs. Guilford Dudley, of Tennessee;
Mrs. Charles W. McClure, of Michigan; Mrs. T. T.
Cotnam, of Arkansas; Mrs. B. B. Valentine, of Vir-
ginia; and Miss Martha Norris, of Ohio.

Supporting these women are a number of others
of national prominence who work in the capacity of
“congressional aides.” One of these is Mrs. William
Jennings Bryan, another is Mrs. Newton D. Baker,
wife of the Secretary of War; still another is Mrs.
David F. Houston, wife of the Secretary of Agri-
culture. All points of the compass are represented
in the full list of “aides”: Alabama, by Mrs. Pattie
Ruffner Jacobs; Tennessee, by Mrs. Guilford Dud-
ley; Kentucky, by Mrs. Joseph Alderson, Mrs. Harry
R. Whiteside and Mrs. John G. South; California,
by Mrs. James Ellis Tucker; Connecticut, by Mrs.
A. E. Scranton-Taylor; Illinois, by Mrs. George Bass,
Mrs. Raymond Robins, Mrs. Wm. Severin, Miss
Harriet Vittum and Mrs. Harrison Munro Brown;
Massachusetts, by Mrs. Glendower Evans, Pres.
Mary E. Woolley, of Holyoke, Mrs. Walter Prichard
Eaton, Mrs. Robert Gould Shaw, Mrs. Gertrude
Halliday Leonard, Mrs. Oakes Ames, Mrs. Mabel
Churchill, Mrs. Katherine H. Millard and Mrs.
Samuel Powers; Michigan, by Mrs. Charles W.
McClure, Rev. Caroline Bartlett Crane, Mrs. James
B. Balch, Mrs. E. L. Calkins and Mrs. Carey W.
Dunton. The New York contingent includes Mrs.
Ernest Thompson Seton, Mrs. Henry White Can-
non, Miss Mary Wood and Mrs. George L. Hubbell.
Mrs. Winston Churchill represents New Hampshire.
Besides Mrs. Bryan, Nebraska is represented by
Mrs. Charles H. Dietrich; Ohio’s representative is
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Mrs. Samuel B. Sneath; Texas is represented by
Mrs. M. Eleanor Brackenridge and Wyoming by
Dr. Grace Hebard; Vermont has Mrs. Oliver C.
Ashton and Mrs. Henry W. Clement as its repre-
sentatives; Indiana is represented by Mrs. T. Arthur
Stuart.

From every part of the Union, in fact, women will
be working in relays in Washington until the Federal
amendment is passed. During December there were
representative women from a dozen different states
on hand interviewing senators and congressmen.
Mrs. Frank M. Roessing and Miss Hannah Patter-
son came from Pennsylvania, Mrs. Guilford Dudley
from Tennessee and Mrs. Thomas Jefferson Smith
from Kentucky. Mrs. A. E. Scranton-Taylor came
from Connecticut. Mrs. Leonora Hanna Cox was
there from Indiana. Massachusetts was answered
for by Mrs. Glendower Evans and Mrs. Maud Wood
Park. Mrs. Ben Hooper spoke for the Wisconsin
situation, and Mrs. Charles McClure for Michigan.
New York was represented by Mrs. Harriman, Miss
Mary Wood and Miss Rose Young. State by state
will contribute its quota of workers to bring pressure

to bear on Congress.
*

REAL DEMOCRACY

This nation was founded upon the proposition
that all men are created equal. The greatest leader
the political party to which Mr. Root professes
allegiance ever knew iterated and reiterated that
thought. Isthere anyone who doubts that Abraham
Lincoln meant women as well as men by that declara-
tion? How could anything else be meant? All
people are created equal. That is the foundation
upon which our government rests. That is the
fundamental underlying principle upon which the
very structure of the nation has been erected.
Women, the mothers, wives and sisters of men, surely
cannot be their inferiors.

This nation is the great democracy, the great
government of the people. In its very essence a
democracy is a land in which no one is compelled to
obey laws of which they have no voice in the making.
At the time the United States of America was
founded no thought was given to woman suffrage.
Custom had decreed that she should take no part in
public affairs. Her very property became that of her
husband as soon as the marriage knot was tied. She
had no rights that she could call her own. All that
has been changed except that she has not as yet been
given the vote. When she once began to agitate
for it she ought have had it at once, for she must
obey the laws, and where she cannot vote she has no
voice in the making of them. To deny her the vote is
undemocratic, unfair and un-American. It is not
the proposition to give her a vote that is ““a menace
to the principles underlying the Union,” but the
self-satisfied Roots who would deny her her just
rights and seek to gloss over their unfair treatment
with flattery.

Flattery and beautiful flowers of speech are not all
that is due woman. She is entitled to far more,
justice and fair treatment, and these she will not
have until she is given a voice in the making of the
laws she must obey.—Gazette, York, Pa.

PROGRESS OF THE
SUFFRAGE FEDERAL AMENDMENT

ENOWN IN THE
64tHE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES AS
SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION No. 1.

Proposing an Amendment to the Constitution of the
United States Conferring upon Women the
Right of Suffrage.

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa-
tives of the United States of America in Congress
assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring
therein), That the following article be proposed to
the legislatures of the several states as an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States,
which, when ratified by three-fourths of the said
legislatures, shall be valid as part of said Constitu-

tion, namely: T

“SectioN 1. The right of citizens of the United
States to vote shall not be denied or abridged by
the United States or by any state on account of sex.

“Sgc. 2. The Congress shall have power, by
appropriate legislation, to enforce the provisions of
this article.”

History of Amendment.

First introduced in the Senate, January 10, 1878, by Senator
A. A. Sargent, of California.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE:

In the Senate:

1878, Adverse majority.

1882, Favorable majority, adverse minority.
1884, Favorable majority, adverse minority.
1886, Favorable majority, adverse minority.
1889, Favorable majority, adverse minority.
1890, Without recommendation.

1893, Favorable majority, adverse minority.
1896, Without recommendation.
1913, Favorable majority.
1914, Favorable majority.
1916, Favorable majority.

Vorep UPON IN THE SENATE:
January 25, 1887, yeas 16, nays 34.
March 19, 1914, yeas 35, nays 34.

In tHE HOUSE REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE:
1883, Favorable majority.
1884, Adverse majority, favorable minority.
1886, Adverse majority, favorable minority.
1890, Favorable majority.
1894, Adverse majority.
1914, Without recommendation.

Vorep UroN IN THE HOUSE:
January 12, 1915; yeas 174, nays 204.

Introduced in the 64th Congress

IN THE SENATE:
December 7, 1915, by Senator Sutherland, of Utah, Senator
Thomas, of Colorado, and Senator Thompson, of Kansas.
Referred in the Senate to Committee on Woman Suffrage.
Reported in the Senate on January 8, with a favorable recom-
mendation.

In tHE HoOUSE:

December 6, 1915. by Representatives Raker, Mondell, Keating,
Taylor and Hayden.

Referred in the House to the Judiciary Committee, and by it
to its sub-committee No. 1.

Reported to the Judiciary Committee by the sub-committee on
February 15, 1916, with recommendation that the Judiciary
Committee report it to the House without recommendation.
By a vote of 9 to 7, on February 15, the Judiciary Committee
returned the amendment to sub-committee No. 1 with in-
structions to hold until December 14, On March 14, the
Judiciary Committee by unanimous consent agreed to take
final Committee action on the amendment on March 28. On
March 28, the Judiciary Committee by a vote of 10 to 9 post-
poned indefinitely all Constitutional amendments.

Status:
IN THE SENATE:
On the calendar awaiting action.

In THE HOUSE:
In the Judiciary Committtee.

December 14, 19186, the Judiciary Committee reported the amend

ment without recommendation to the House where it is await-
ing action.
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i THE TRUTH ABOUT THE WOMAN VOTE

So much has been written
and said about the woman vote
by others than those who did

' the voting, that the National
American Woman Suffrage As-
sociation considers it of in-
terest and profit to submit
some testimony from the
women voters themselves.
Among the representations
claimed as conclusively proved
by the woman vote, the chief
has been that the western
woman is indifferent to her
eastern sister’s enfranchise-
ment, as shown by her pre-
dilection for Mr. Wilson in spite
of Mr. Hughes’s pronounced
commitment in favor of the Federal suffrage amend-
ment. It is in regard to this particular aspect of
the question that the testimony on file at the
national suffrage headquarters is of particular
interest.

# This testimony comes from every suffrage state
in the Union, and from it leaps the salient insistence
that, whichever way they voted, the women were
not, in their own conviction, turning a cold shoulder
upon the Federal suffrage amendment. Some voted
for Hughes, some for Wilson, but it would seem that
in casting up chances, so far as the amendment was
concerned, the woman voter showed a disposition to
rest her faith on achievement rather than on promise.
Mr. Hughes had come out for the amendment, but
he was appraised as a late comer-out. Mr. Wilson’s
earlier conversion to suffrage and actual vote for
suffrage and actual grip on his party weighed heavily
in his favor.

A Kansas woman sums up the indications thus:
“Many of our women voted for Wilson because he
voted for suffrage in New Jersey and because if
elected for a second term he could do more for suf-
frage than in the first when his party had been so
opposed.”’

This conviction that Wilson could handle a reluc-
tant party better than it could be handled under a
Republican administration, itself not committed to
nation-wide suffrage as a party measure, is voiced
by an Illinois woman also: ‘“‘Some women (Repub-
lican) and some Democratic suffragists thought if
the Republican party insisted on a Democratic suf-
frage plank Wilson could put it through as well as
Republicans.”

And again, from Washington: “Mr. Wilson voted
for suffrage in New Jersey. Mr. Hughes, as far as
we could learn, had not voted for anything in ten
years. The Democratic platform promised quite as
much for suffrage as did the Republican platform.”

An Oregon woman declares that she worked for
the return of President Wilson as hard as she could
and “I never failed to emphasize on every occasion
that President Wilson voted for suffrage and that I
heard him say in Atlantic City that in the end we
would not quarrel about method. I for one shall be

ANNA LOUISE STRONG

greatly disappointed if the Federal amendment does
not pass during the next administration.”

“From my personal interviews with women all
over the State,” writes a Nevada woman, “I can
honestly say that the vote for Wilson was not an
indication that the women do not care about the
Federal amendment. Women here are rejoicing
over having cast their first ballot and are more
anxious than ever that all women should have the
same right.”

And a California woman who voted for Hughes
points out that it is a signal fact that in only one
state could the woman’s vote be separately counted,
and in that state they voted for the candidate who
was outspokenly in favor of the Federal amendment.

What an Idaho woman says about the fear of
reactionary forces behind Hughes is voiced by not
a few. ‘“As many Republican men as Republican
women voted the Democratic ticket this year for
the sole purpose of ‘getting rid of the gang.’ The
political pot needed cleansing.”

In a pointed analysis of the Woman vote, Miss
Anna Louise Strong, one of the representative women
of the Pacific coast, known far and wide for her vivid
concern in advanced social and industrial programs,
in a résumé of reasons why she voted for Mr. Wilson
summarizes considerations that weighed with the
western woman voter as follows:

“The Democratic platform was practically identi-
cal with the Republican, and the character of the
two candidates differed only in that one had been
broadened by four years’ experience in the White
House, and the other had passed those years in the
ultra-conservative atmosphere of the Supreme Court.
Their utterance showed this difference; I chose
Wilson.

“My belief in women’s suffrage and my hope of a
Federal amendment had also much to do with my
vote. I understood the point of view of the ‘Wom- °
en’s Party’ but did not agree with it. Had they
succeeded in carrying the suffrage states for Hughes,
had they been able in complete triumph to say to
Congress, ‘We did it,’ the Federal amendment
would, in my opinion, have been indefinitely post-
poned. Requiring two-thirds majority in both
houses, and three-fourths of all states, it can never
pass except by a majority in each party, and any
action which tends to arouse party bitterness against
it is fatal. The Democrats in the last Congress
showed themselves fully as sympathetic toward it
as did the Republicans.

“T voted for a Republican for Senator (Poindex-
ter), because his past record on suffrage and other
matters was better than that of his opponent, and
for the Democrat, George Cotterill, for Congress, for
the same reason. In fact I distinctly objected when
the women of the East asked us to oppose Mrs.
Axtell, a woman candidate for Congress, and George
Cotterill, the father of our own suffrage amendment,
because they were Democrats. No greater contri-
bution could have been made by our state toward
the Federal amendment than the election of these
two, instead of the stand-pat Republicans we were
urged by the Eastern women to vote for.”
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SEEIN’ IS BELIEVIN’—HAVE A LOOK !

1909

In 1909, four states, to-
talling exactly 17 votes in
the Electoral College, repre-
sented the fruits of 61 years
of agitation for woman suf-
frage.

1911

Washington gave the
vote to women in 1910;
California followed suit in
1911, raising the number of
equal suffrage States to six
that year and increasing
their representation in the
Electoral College to 37.

1916

Last November the wom-
en in 12 states voted for
President and decided how
91 electoral votes should be
cast.

The press conceded very
generally that the women’s
votes decided the election.
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CONGRESSIONAL CHAIRMEN
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1 Mre. Edward F. Felckert, Now
‘Jersey.

2. Wrs. Aloxander H. Scott, Indiana,
3. Miss Florence Hogs, West Virginla,
4. 0r. Esther Pohl Lovejoy, Oregon.
5. Mrs. Johm H. Lewls, Virglnia.

6. Miss Mary A. Ospina, Delaware,
7. Mrs. Charles Passmore, Missourl.

8 Mrs. Robert P. lohnston, New
‘Hampshire,

9. Main Assembly Hoom, National
Woadauarters, Washington, 0. 6.

10 Wrs, James Lees Laidaw, New
York.

IL Mrs, J. 0. Willer, Pennsylvania,

12 i Pauline V. Orr, Wisslssippi.

13, Nelen Fay Doran, District of Co-
Tumbta.

14. Miss Nary Garrett Hay, New York.
1. Mrs. Edward M. Post, Kentucky.

16. Mies Mary 0'Toole, District of Co-
Tumbla.
17 Mrs. W, Y. M

organ, Kansas.
18. Mrs. Ben Hooper, Wisconsin,
19, Mrs. 0. H. Olark, Michigan.
20, Mrs. Helen Moore, Tex
21 Mrs. A, E. Scranton-Taylor, Con-

nectiout,

22. Mrs. Frances 8. Whiteside, Georgla.
25, Mrs. Emily C. MeDougald, Georgia.
24 Mrs. Mary L. Mclendon, Georgia.

25. Mrs. Georgo A. Smith, Washington.

2. Mrs. Oharles G, Woller, Ninnesota.

21, Miss Ellzaboth Upham Yates, Ahodo
sland.

26 Mrs. T. T. Cotnam, Arkansas.

2. Mrs. Guiltora_Dudley (and her
hildren), Tennesse.

3. Mrs. John F. Odom, Loulsiana,

31 Mrs._Lewis J. Johnson, Massachu-
setts,

32. Frances S. Ballay, North Dakota.

35 Mrs. F. H. Rastall, Vermont,




WANTED—A Little Clear Thinking

ACTUAL QUOTATIONS FROM CONGRESSMEN

Republican member from North Dakota:

“Women have shown their incapacity to com-
prehend large national questions by voting
Democratic in ten states.”

Democratic member from Wisconsin:

“Women have shown their inherent conserva-
tism and lack of general progressiveness by
voting Republican in Oregon and Illinois.

Member from Ohio:

“Women would have no influence in politics
as they would only vote as their husbands do.”

Member from Massachusetts:

“Women are too emotional to vote intelli-
gently, as evidenced by their vote for Woodrow
Wilson.”” When asked how he accounted for
the fact that the rural Massachusetts vote had
gone the same way, he replied, “Oh, their wives
drove them to it.”

Member from North Carolina:

“Women are too pure, too noble to be
dragged into the corruption of politics.”

Member from New York:

“Women would sell their votes cheaper than
men.”’

Member from Kentucky:

“Woman suffrage is strictly a States’ Rights
question.”

Same member at home:

“Never will I consent to submit a state suf-
frage amendment.”

Member from Alabama:

“Prohibition is a moral question and there-
fore Congress should make it nation wide.”

Same member:

“Woman suffrage is a political question and
therefore it must be settled state by state.”

Wet member from Kentucky:

‘““Women are unfit for general politics. They
only want suffrage in order to vote on prohibi-
tion and when they have done that they would
quit.”

Dry member from Georgia:

“Women didn’t vote prohibition into Cali-
fornia law, which they would have done had
they had the political moral sense to fit them
for general politics.”

Dry Southern member:

“T will never consent to force the vote on an
unwilling woman.”

Same member:

Voted to include women in the voter’s list, if
the District prohibition bill should be submitted
to referendum.
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IOWA—WHERE SUFFRAGE WAS DEFEATED BY 10,000 VOTES
AND 47 VARIETIES OF FRAUD
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WHITE COUNTIES RETURNED MAJORITY VOTE FOR SUFFRAGE. BLACK

COUNTIES VOTED AGAINST SUFFRAGE.

STRIPED COUNTIES RE-

TURNED MAJORITY OF LESS THAN I00 AGAINST SUFFRAGE.

A Woman Suffrage Amendment to the State Con-
stitution was voted upon in Iowa on Primary Day,
June 5, 1916. The question was never submitted
before. In 1882 a prohibition constitutional amend-
ment was adopted by a large majority and promptly
set aside by the supreme court on a technicality.
The wet and dry question has been a vexed political
issue ever since. The state now has prohibition by
statutory enactment. A constitutional amendment
is pending, having passed the Legislature of 1914
and is due to pass the Legislature of 1916. The
“wets,” therefore, were extremely active in opposing
the suffrage amendment, as they were determined
that the women of the state should have no vote on
prohibition should it come to the people again.
Although the women kept their question distinctly
separate from prohibition, the wet and dry issue,
everyone admitted, would prove a determining
factor.

Every judge of the Supreme Court, the United
States Senators, the Governor, most of the men
prominent in Republican and Democratic politics,
most of the clergymen and most of the press and
every woman'’s state organization espoused the suf-
frage amendment.

Men familiar with Iowa politics advised the suf-
frage campaigners early and late and all the time

between that it was unnecessary to conduct an
intensive campaign as “everybody believed in it.”
In the face of this omnipresent optimism thousands
of women gave every possibility of their lives for
months before to arouse, instruct and acquaint the
men and women of the state concerning the
question.

Yet the amendment was lost by about 10,000
votes. Were four counties (Dubuque, Clinton, Scott
and Des Moines counties) not included in the re-
turns, the state would have been carried for woman
suffrage. Who were the people who defeated it?
The following table gives the answer.

Total
German,
Austrian,
Russian
and of such
Parentage

Dubugque..... 57,450 24,024 33.426 14,566
Clinton 45,394 19.116 26.278 11,494

60,000 24.104 35.896 20,119
Des Moines... 36,145 17.769 18.376 7,828

Total Total
Towa Tolal Native Foreign and
Counties Population Parentage Foreign

Parentage

The vote on woman suffrage was 162,679, yes,
and 173,020, no. The “yes vote” of the above four
counties was 8,061; the “no vote” 18,941. Sub-
tract these totals from the totals of the state vote
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and 154,618 “yes” and 154,079 “no”’ remains, giv-
ing a majority of 539 for woman suffrage.

So it happened that once more counties contain-
ing populations largely foreign decided the issue.
Did they decide the election honestly? That is a
question of interest to Towa just now. The returns
revealed some suspicious facts. Nearly 30,000 more
votes were cast on the suffrage proposition than in
the Primary. Where did they come from? The
President of the W. C. T. U,, Mrs. Ida B. Wise
Smith, employed a detective after the election. His
investigation covered 44 counties and was not con-
fined to those wherein woman suffrage was lost.
The findings have not been given to the public in
their entirety but they were conclusive enough to
cause an injunction suit to be filed against the Board
of Elections and the Legislature to restrain them
from accepting the official returns.

Registration was necessary for the Amendment,
not for the Primary, yet thousands of unregistered
votes apparently were cast upon the Amendment.
All good election laws provide that a definite num-
ber of ballots shall be officially issued to each pre-
cinct; that the number of those deposited in the
ballot box, the number spoiled and those unused
shall not only tally with the number received, but
the unused ones must be counted, sealed, labelled
and returned with the certificate recording the count.
This is the law of Iowa; but the report of the in-
vestigation, as given to the press, shows that in
35 counties out of the 44 investigated no tally list
was used and there was nothing by which to check

up in order to determine the correctness of the
number on the certificate. Inmany cases no unused
ballots were returned. The poll lists did not tally
with the number of votes and even a recount could
not reveal whether fraud or carelessness had led to
the irregularity.

Despite the fact that the Iowa law commands a
definite number of ballots and the same number of
each kind to be distributed to each precinct, the
separate suffrage ballot, in a number of cases, was
reported by election officials as not having arrived
until the voting had been in progress for some time;
and in others they gave out an hour before the
polls closed.

Forty-seven varieties of violations of the election
law are alleged to have been committed. Do these
indicate wilful fraud or mere ignorance and care-
lessness? Just now no one seems prepared to an-
swer. Meantime Iowa, one of the most intelligent
and progressive states in the nation, stands at the
bar of public opinion accused of incapacity to con-
duct an honest election! How she will defend her-
self, what reparation she will make to her women,
and what steps she will take to insure clean elections
and better enforcement of her election law in the
future are problems which await the Legislature.
That body cannot refuse to take action of some
kind without inviting the suspicion that her legis-
lators prefer conditions whica lend themselves to the
base uses of election manipulators whenever they
may care to avail themselves of them.

SOUTH DAKOTA—WHERE THE MALE
FOREIGNER’S VOTE IS MIGHTIER
THAT THE VOICE OF THE
AMERICAN WOMAN

On November 7, 1916, woman suffrage and pro-
hibition amendments were voted upon in South
Dakota. It was the first time these two questions
have gone to referendum in the same election and
the results furnish interesting data for comparison.

Certain facts tell a story which should make
progressive and patriotic Americans, and fair-
minded Congressmen, reflect.

Prohibition was carried by a majority of 11,469;
woman suffrage was lost by a majority of 4,664.
Prohibition was lost in thirteen counties. In one
of these, Lawrence, which lies in the heart of the
mining country, woman suffrage was carried by a
majority of 600. The reason is gratifying. Many
miners from Colorado, Idaho, Wyoming and Utah,
where woman suffrage has been in operation for
years, now work in the Black Hills and easily put to
rout the traditions, doubts and prejudices of their
fellow-miners. More, the two women who managed
the campaign in the county had been voters, but
were disfranchised by crossing a state border line
and the obvious injustice made a strong appeal to
fair-minded men.

The total “yes’’ vote on woman suffrage was 51,687
the “no” vote, 56,351. The total “yes’ vote of
the nine counties listed below was 4,877; the “no”
vote was 10,569. Subtracting from the state total
the total of these nine counties, the record stands
46,810 “yes”’ votes and 45,782 “no’’ votes.

Who then are the voters of the nine counties who
kept the women of an entire state disfranchised?
The following table presents the anwer:

Total
Total German
Total Foreign | Austrian
Native and Russian,
Parentage| Foreign or of
Parentage| Such
Parentage

Counties

Bon Homme....| 11,061 3,448 7,613 4,759
6,451 3,008 3,443 1,556
Charles Mix.....| 14,899 6,387 8,512 2,757
Campbell 5,244 600 4,644 3,491
Douglas 6,400 2,017 4,383 1,644
McCook 9,589 4,068 5,521 1,691
Hutchinson 12,319 2,671 9,648 7,515
McPherson 6,791 1,152 5,639 4,889
13,840 4,206 9,634 4,432

The large “no” vote in other parts of the state
is accounted for by the same facts. The total popu-
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lation is 583,888, the population of foreign birth or
foreign parentage is 243,835. South Dakota is one
of the mine remaining states where foreigners may
vote on their “first papers’” and citizenship is not
a qualification for a vote.

The returns offer still other food for reflection.
Hutchinson County, for example, carried prohibi-
tion and lost woman suffrage. It gave 584 dry
votes; 510 wet votes. It gave 432 ‘‘yes” votes on
woman suffrage and 1,583 “no” votes. Thus 921
more votes were cast on the suffrage proposition
than on the prohibition question. The people in
this county are German-Russians and exceedingly
ignorant. Apparently they were not intelligent
enough to be lined up to vote “no” on both ques-
tions. Is it not likely that those votes were in-
tended to be “wet”’ and that they made a mistake
and picked No. 6 instead of No. 7?

These German-Russians migrated from Germany
and found a home in Russia some 230 or more years
ago, in order to escape conscriptien. When Russia
began to enforce conscription about 1888 the entire
group came to America and settled in colonies in
the Western states which at the time offered free
lands. They were totally illiterate then and have not
yet escaped from the mental habits of the Middle Ages.
These are the men who have denied American women
the vote 1n South Dakota.

A Federal Amendment, ratified by the Legisla-
tures of the several States would secure to the Ameri-
can women of South Dakota the rights for which

American men in that State have voted. The entire
western, or most American, part of the State carried
for suffrage two years ago. One county adjacent
to Wyoming has carried for woman suffrage in every
referendum, namely, six.

The only argument against the Federal Amend-
ment thus far advanced is that one group of states
which want woman suffrage may force woman suf-
frage upon another group which does not want it.
That argument works both ways. A group of
counties which do not want woman suffrage can force
disfranchisement of women upon counties which op-
pose it. The first argument is said to be inspired
by the principle of American sovereignty. The
second raises the question as to whether our institutions
shall be derived from Germany, Austria and Russia or
from our home-grown and home-educated citizens?

* ok ok

We wish you all a glad New Year

And how to make it glad is clear.

Vou learnt as children from your mothers
The joy of giving joy to others.

So what could make your year so pleasant
As making us a New Year’s present?
And what so good a gift can be

As freedom?—won’t you set us free?

VOTE FOR THE FEDERAL AMENDMENT.
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THE STORY OF WEST VIRGINIA

West Virginia was the first southern state to sub-
mit a referendum on Woman Suffrage and the vote
was taken November 7, 1916. The Amendment was
defeated by the largest majority any suffrage amend-
ment ever received. Unlike Iowa and South
Dakota, where all the educated classes with few
exceptions believe in woman suffrage, West Virginia
is probably not yet converted. Arguments and ex-
cuses which did service in the West twenty-five
years ago were brought forward as though just
formulated. The illiteracy of the state is appall-
ingly high, and the illiterate is universally an anti-
suffragist.

The ever-present prohibition issue played an im-
portant if not a determining part. A prohibition
law was voted in by an immense majority in 1914,
but the “Wets” were undismayed and propose a re-
submission as soon as they can get it. They appar-
ently regard the woman suffrage amendment as an
outer defense to be taken before the march on the
main fort can be begun, and every ‘“Wet,” high and
low, was on duty. The “Drys,” who would do well
to study Napoleon’s rule of strategy—that is, “find
out what your enemy doesn’t want you to do and
then do it”’—were much disturbed as to what St.
Paul would think were he here, and concluded not
to be hasty.

At the Democratic Convention an anti woman
spoke. The applause in the gallery and in the
standing groups filling the outside aisles was up-
roarious and clearly an organized, carefully planted
claque. The leaders were an ex-brewer, an ex-saloon
keeper and the chief liquor lobbyist of the state. It
was evident that they were there to intimidate the
party, and they did. The Democrats threw a
bouquet to the women in the form of a plank and
then “double crossed” on it. Practically the same
thing happened in the Republican Convention.
They, too, endorsed a plank and ‘“‘double crossed.”
There was apparently no difference between the two
on that score. Men who had always been profound
suffragists weakly confessed themselves afraid to
speak for woman suffrage in the campaign lest votes
be lost for their party. Political campaigners who
went into the state, with the exception of Senator
Borah and Raymond Robbins, were told not to
mention suffrage, and they obeyed. Among these
were Mr. Hughes, Republican, and Secretary
Daniels, Democratic, each representing their re-
spective national platforms, which included suffrage
by state action. The “Wets” had the state liter-
ally by the throat.

Election day came. Women poll workers re-
ported from many parts of the state that drunken
hoodlums were lined up and driven into the pre-
cincts, saying boldly that they were going to vote
“‘agin’ the women.”” The women workers
testified with remarkable unanimity that their op-
position was chiefly “riff-rafffand illiterate negroes.”
Even an Excise Commissioner, under pay of the
National Government, worked against woman suf-
frage all day in one precinct.

A premonition of what might happen appeared in
September, when Judge John M. Woods, of the Cir-
cuit Court, instructed a grand jury to investigate

the political situation in Berkely County. He de-
clared election conditions had become intolerable
and that in his judgment one-third of the voters in
that county were purchasable. Elections, he said,
had degenerated into an auction where offices went
to the highest bidder.

The election of November 7th over, the cry of
fraud was so insistent that the Governor called a
special session of the Legislature to investigate.
Colonization, bribery and every known form of cor-
ruption was alleged to have been used. One of the
chief papers of the state declared that the election
scandals had surpassed all that had gone before and
dubbed the opposing party ‘‘a den of thieves.”

The Governor withdrew his proposed investiga-
tion. Why? Apparently the lifted curtain would
reveal too much. That money was used many
women were willing to testify. In one city one
woman reported that “warrants were out after the
elect of the town and that this was true in every
ward of the city,” and these were based upon the
accusation of the use of money.

Others reported that men boldly asked whether
they would be paid for suffrage votes, and if so, how
much. When they found there was no reward for
suffrage votes they scornfully but frankly announced
that they could do better on the other side.

Perhaps woman suffrage would have been defeated
after a fair campaign and an honest election in West
Virginia. Perhaps the better elements are not yet
quite convinced in majority. But the fact which
stares us in the face is that it went down to defeat
in an election that can only be described as The
Shame of West Virginia.

* k¥

“Yes, it will be ready about January 15th”
WHAT?
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OBJECTIONS TO THE FEDERAL AMENDMENT

(1) It is the right of the States to determine who
shall vote and on what terms. This objection is urged
by all opponents of woman suffrage but is either a
barricade to defend themselves from the necessity
of exposing the fact that they have no reasons, oris
a play to postpone woman suffrage as long as pos-
sible. By a few it is urged conscientiously and with
conviction.

The Constitution of the United States as now
amended provides that no male citizen subject to
state qualifications shall be denied the vote by
any state. Were all the state constitutions amended
so as to enfranchise women, the word male would
still stand in the national constitution. Men and
women would still be unequal, since the national
constitution can impose a penalty upon a state
which denies the vote to men but none upon the
state which discriminates against women. A woman
comes from Montana to represent that state in Con-
gress. The State of Montana has done its utmost to
remove her political disabilities, yet should she cross
the border of her state and live in North Dakota, she
loses all that Montana gave her. Not so the male
voter. Enfranchised in one state, he is enfranchised
in all (subject to difference of qualification only).
The women of this nation will never be content with
less protection in their right to vote than is given to
men, and there is no other possible way to secure
that protection except through amendment to the
national constitution. No single state, nor the forty-
eight collectively, can grant that protection except
through the Constitution.

As granting to half the population of our country
the right of consent to their own government, whose
expenses they help to pay, is a question of funda-
mental human liberty, Congress and the Legislatures
should be proud to act and to add one more immortal
chapter to America’s history of freedom.

(2) Several members from the South say: “We
shall never consent to the grant of a vote to Negro
women, therefore we oppose the Federal Amend-
ment. A Federal Amendment no more enfran-
chises negro women than a State Amendment would,
since the state can make any reasonable qualifica-
tion of property ownership, taxation or education.
It is understood that the far South has managed
pretty generally to disfranchise the negro man by
these means. Do these members mean to infer that
the South is less free to act in the case of the negro
woman? The difference in method is this: If women
are enfranchised by Federal Amendment, white men
will invoke the chivalry of the South and make the
daughters of that section the political equals of
Western and Canadian women. If Southern women
are to be enfranchised by state referenda, white
women must appeal to such negro men as still exer-
cise the franchise, to vote to make them the Negro’s
political equal. If both methods are considered
obnoxious on account of the race question it must be
remembered that the white woman of the South is
the political subject of the Negro sovereign and there
she will remain until some power lifts her from that
humiliating position. If there should be a single

Southern man who hopes and believes that no
Southern woman will ever vote, he must be prepared
to imagine the women of that section the political
inferiors of all the women of the civilized world.
The answer to that objection is found when the
objector compels himself to serious, logical reflec-
tion. As a matter of fact the number of white
females in every Southern state except two vastly
exceeds the number of Negro females. Then why
object? In South Carolina and Mississippi the
Negro population, both male and female, exceeded
the white male and female population.

In South Carolina voters must read, own and pay
taxes on $300 worth of property and in Mississippi
voters must read the Constitution and these
qualifications seem to protect the white race
satisfactorily.

In the fifteen states south of Mason and Dixon
line there are twice as many white women as negro
women. Equal suffrage would tremendously in-
crease the white vote and most helpfully raise the
educational and moral standard of the electorate.
Chief Justice Clark, of South Carolina, has repeatedly
said that ‘“‘woman suffrage is necessary to maintain
white supremacy.”

* * *
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ROOT AND THE FEDERAL AMENDMENT

Mr. Root sees in a federal amendment providing
for universal woman suffrage “a destruction of the
right of self government and a subjection of the
people of New York to the government of others.”
He thinks ‘“such an attempt is contrary to the
principles of liberty upon which the American union
was established and without which it cannot en-
dure.”

Surely we in this state are continually being gov-
erned by others. A majority of our voters this year
favored Mr. Hughes for the presidency, but Mr.
Wilson is to have four years more of authority.
Washington imposes internal revenue duties, cor-
poration and income taxes upon us without a vote of
our populace. Why is not that “contrary to the
principles of liberty” if dictation as to our elec-
torate is such? We have recently by constitutional
amendment required the election of United States
senators by popular vote instead of by the Legis-
latures and now it is urged that we abolish the
Electoral College for direct popular choice of the
president. How does that threaten our liberties?
And as for liberties, is Mr. Root counting those of
the men or the women of New York?—Sentinel,
Rome, N. Y.

* k%

NORTH CAROLINA SPEAKS

“The old arguments that voting will unsex
women, that the place of woman is in the home, have
lost even the hollow echo of tinkling brass and
sounding cymbal. The voting women of the West
who have carried back into office our greatest
statesman, Woodrow Wilson, are a band of womanly
women; those who know them can testify to their
gentle domesticity, their earnest acceptance of the
duties of wifehood and motherhood.

“Can we feel that ours is a true Democracy when
the opportunities, rights and privileges of the men
and women of our Commonwealth are unequal?”’—
Asheville, N. C., Times.

* k%

THE TEST

“Two Southern conditions stand out glaringly.
Either Southern Democratic men are cringingly
accepting their partisan salvation from Western
women, or Southern men of the Democratic party
must honestly extend the ballot to Southern women,
that these women may return to their Western
sisters’ support in the next campaign. There are
four years in which to pay this debt and Southern
men must prove their honor. It is no longer a ques-
tion of ‘chivalry.” The chivalry was all on the part
of the Western men who enfranchised their women.
Now nothing remains for the Southerner but to dis-
charge the great obligation under which the Western
woman voter has placed him.”—Times, Harpers
Ferry, W. Va.

THINK THIS OVER

It has been urged in the past by the East that the
South’s representation be cut down because of the
disfranchisement of Negroes. What ground for
complaint will the East have when the equal suffrage
West cries for a cutting down of representation here-
abouts because of the unenfranchisement of women?
We must never again have sectionalism. The way
to avoid it in the great suffrage issue is to make it
a national and not a state issue.—Opinion, Cham-
bersburg, Pa.

* ¥k Xk

Equal suffrage is as certain of ultimate adoption as
the abolition of the saloon by country-wide consent.
The longer a state deprives its women of the oppor-
tunity to help shape its legislation and have a voice
in selecting its governing officers the poorer it is in
results.—Journal, Richmond, Va.

%k k

THE ISSUE OF 1920

Before 1920 the Susan B. Anthony suffrage amend-
ment will have passed Congress. Woodrow Wilson’s
greatest weakness has been his failure to see funda-
mental democracy itself in the justice of the national
equal suffrage amendment. He has seen the justice
of the cause but he was slow to see it as a national
rather than a state issue  He is the only Presiden-
tial candidate of the major parties who ever voted
at the polls to give the vote to women.

It is ridiculous to assume that equal suffrage is a
states’ issue. We have witnessed, this last week,
university women going home to Illinois to vote for
a President who is to direct the legislative destinies
of Wisconsin just as much as of Illinois. How silly
to say ‘‘a states’ issue.”

Those who are closest to the President insist that
he sees this now. And the next Congress will, with-
out doubt, and by the request of the President, pass
the Susan B. Anthony amendment. This done, it
becomes a states’ issue until three-fourths of the
states have ratified it, when it becomes a law of
national application. This will eliminate it as a
national issue in 1920.—Journal, Madison, Wis-

consin.,
* * *

FINANCE

Contributions received November 1st to 30th inclusive

ANNUAL PLEDGES GENERAL DONATIONS

Katharine Blunt Helen H. Gardener..... $25 00
Pa. College Eq. Suf Minnesota W. S. Assn.. 15 91
League North Dakota Votes for
Mrs. B. A. Stickley.... Women Le;
Mrs. H. B. Scott....... Mrs. Isaac Lowry......
Mrs. Carrie C. Catt.... 5,306 92 Anonymous (through
Anonymous (through Mrs. Roessing)..v....
Mrs. Reessing) 337 00  Adella Potter 2
00 00  Mrs.Stanley McCormick 211 00
1 Fran- Eq. Suffrage League of
chise altimore 38 00
Mrs. George P. Miller.. Dr. Stella Mason 100 00
Mrs. Horace Hill
Providence W. S. Party
Mrs. Sarah E. Guernsey
Mrs. Clara Laddey.
rd . Fran.

$1,315 41

League

aj
Dr. Esther Pohl Lovejoy

CAMPAIGNS

Winifred Erickson $252 25

$6,973 92 $8,5641 58

S




NATTONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION.
171 liadison Avenue, New York Clby: N, ¥,

BULIETIN NUMBRR 28

Issued Dby
RS, CARRIE CHAPUEN CATT,

SUBJECT ;
WOLAN'S COMEITTEE October 15, 1918,

The presidents of thestate auxiliaries of the

National American Woman Suffrage Association are quite familisr
with the history of the Woman's Committee of the Council of Nation-
al Defense, You know that from our National Board, Dr. Shaw, lirs.
licCormick and myslef were appointed to serve on that comnittee,

Dr. Shaw and lirs. McCormick have given ppactically all their time
to that committee, I have given comparativelvy very little, but

I have carried gome of its burdens and have given a gonod manv days
exclugively to Woman's Committee work.

The state suffrage association were ureed to join
with other associations in the forming of State Women's Divigions
and I believe have very generally given their ardent support to the
work in most stades.

The Woman's Cormittee early discovered that in the
hagty organization of civilian activities, there were continued
conflicte of suthority for which no one wag blamable, but which
made the work of the Woman's Committee extremely difficult and its
accomplishments far fewer than had been hoved at the outsetl Other
agencies in Washincton went over the head of Woman's cormittee, of-
ten times through carelegsness, with instructions for work to some
other groups in the states, thus leaving out both the National Com-
mittee and the State Divisions. “yventuslly the order for work g0t
to the State Divisions but by a round-about process,

The Woman's Committee was fdrat to recognize that
the remeday lay in the union of authoritv both in Washington and in
the states. Our members have been entirely of one mind in urging a
change and that change has now been accomplished. A Field Division
in Washineton composed half of menand half of women will take joint
chafge of the work with the ‘State Councils of Defense and the Womenk
Divigions. The chairman of this new Field Division ig Becretary of
the Interior, Franklin K. Iand; the vice-chairman is Dr, Shaw. The
Woman's Committee unifed in requesting that three members of the
Woman's Committee should be placed on the new Field Division, Thege
three were Dr. Shaw, lMiss Patterson, who has been Resident Director
and lanager of the office, and Mrs. Lamar, who has hed charge of the
organization work. These three were so appointed. The Council of
Defende (Cabinet officers only) have Balso appointe Migs Tarbell who
had charge of the Publicitvy work, Mrs. licCormick, ®nd Wiss Agnes
Nemtor, who represents industrial women.

Each member of the Woman's Committee has served as
chief of a department. liine, as you know, was the Bepartment of
Educational Propaganda., Asg these departments will eitbher be droppeé
or merged with other agencies in Washington or continue under the
Field Division, I have urged that my department shall be continued
with Ilrs. lMartha Evans lMartin, who has served as Executive Ch#irman
of my department, at its head.
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The Woman's Committee at the government's re-
quest will continue asan inactive organization for a short time
in order that it may be called upon in emergency, if needed.

I write memely to make explanation of the change
that has taken place. You will observe that two members of our
Board are still conscripted for that work. I caunnot tell vou how
grateful I am to be freed from that additional responsgibility, which
has seemed like the verfibable straw which is reputed to have broken
the camel's back,




NATIONAL. AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION
171 Madison Avenue, New York City, N.Y.

BULLETIN NUMBER 29

Issued by

MRS. CARRIE CHAPMAN CATT

SUBJECT : October 16, 1918,
CONVENTION

At the meeting of the Executive Council, Indianapolis, April
18 and 19, 1918, it was voted to give the Board of Directors au-
thority to declare an ems 1cy and to call no convention in 1918,
provided the amendment had 1 Cc €88 In the event the
amendment had been lost, it was stood that a convention would
be called.

Neither of these alternatives has happened. The amendment
has not passed nor is it lost, as it is still pending under a
motion to reconsider. We still have hope that it will pass before
Christmas as some changes of s will be effected by the elec-
tison et Our: s must go right on without pause as

The Executive S of the Board of Directors has dis-
cussed the matter several times witl s result that T am author-
ized to put the-cas efore you and ask for a vote on the ques-
tions involved.

In considering these questions please bear in mind these
points:

(1) The convention could not now be held in Washington
as that city offers no accommodations for so many people;
E '

(2) It could not be held before Thanksgiving as there
(=)

would not be time to arrange for

(3) It would therefore have to be held between Decem-~
ber 1 and 21.

ADVANTAGES OF HOLDING CONVENTION —

(1) A free discussion of situation and plans to meet

The understanding, unity and inspiration ari
such meetings.

The publicity attendant upon such a meeting.

The opportunity of presenting the annual budget and se-
curing pledges i

Officers, Committees and
The election of officers (the term of the ten officers is

two years and does not expire until 1919; the term of
eight directo expires this year.)
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THE ADVANTAGE OF NOT HOLDING CONVENTION —

(3 saving to the Association of expense of convention,
(2) saving of money expended by delegates in attendance.
t3) certain small attendance on account of cost of travel.

(4) he break in preparation for work in Legislatures.

POSSIBLE ALTERNATIVES

tivn of the usual annuval year book containing
Officers, Committees and States,

The publica
Reports of

The pledges of states and individuals for support of Na-
tional to be given by mail (understood by all to be the

~

only alternative if no convention is called.)

he election of the 8 directors to go over to the conven-
tion of 1919, which would probably be called in June.

to vigit States wherein need exists for
= with possible conferences wherein groups
of State Ficers could meet with National Officers. (This
might or might not be agreeable to the States).

Tn the event this Cn;mvv“s fails to pass the Amendment,
a meeting of the [ f:ltLve Council in Washington, the
first week of the new Congress (March 4) provided we can
secure accommodations for the members.

RKindly send in your votes at once.

Invitations for place to hold the convention of 1918 provided
it is called will be gratefully received together with definite
information as to the help your association will render the con-—
vention.

In the event no convention is he in 1918, one must be held
in 1919. Our understanding in ianapolis was that it should be
held in May or June, provided none were f in 1918, Invitations

for place in which to hold that cor tio ill also be gratefully
received,

The New York Section of the Bc met today, October 14th.
Mrs. McCormick, 58 Hay, lMrs. Rogers, Mrs. Laidlaw,
Young, Mrs. Park and h vtt. After hearing the above
rewd, a motion was ssed to the effect that I should no-
that these memberu of the Board believe there should be
no convention in 1918, but they do not wish this to influence your
vote or opinion on the matter.

ot
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THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL
Recommends:

THE FEDERAL AMENDMENT

1. That the National American Woman Suffrage Association con-
centrate its utmost endeavors to secure the passage of the Federal
Amendment by the 65th Congress during the early months of 1918,

2. That if the 65th Congress fails to submit the amendment
before the Congressional election of 1918 a number of Senatorial
and Congressional Districts be selected equal to the number of
votes necessary to change the result in each House, and that a
campaign against candidates opposing the Federal Amendment be
made in the 1918 elections. In our opposition to individual candidates, loyalty
to the Federal Amendment shall not take precedence over loyalty to the country.

3. That a compact of State Associations willing and ready
to conduct campaigns for ratification of the Federal Amendment
be formed.

4. That as soon as the Federal Amendment be passed, the
Washington House be sublet, if possible, and a Campaign Headquar-
ters opened in Chicagoj,or St. Louis.

5. That the Board of Directors be authorized to call a mid-
year meeting of the Hxecutive Council in a centrally located City
for the purpose of consideration of plans for the ratification of
the Federal Amendment if it shall have passed Congress, or plans

for the Congressional Elections if it shall not have passed.

THE STATE CAMPAIGNS

6. That Kentucky be asked not to proceed to referendum in
1918.

7. That Nebraska be asked not to submit the entire question
to vote in 1918 by the circulation of an initiative petition.

8. That a definite offer of help be made to South Dakota
when the needs and plans of the State have been set forth by the
President.

9. That a visit of survey be made to Oklahoma and that no
aid be extended to the campaign unless assurances which seem re-

liable can be obtained from the two dominant political parties.
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THE NEW CONSTITUTION

In my article of Aug.5th I endeavored %o point out that the proposed new
constitution made radical changes in the operations of the N.A.W.5.A. bY
the surrender of the Convention's right of a free choice of officers; the
surrender of the equal rights of auxiliaries to cast their full vote for
all measures when called for by five states; the removal of several pru-
dential requirements for Ffixing responsibility of éfficers, especially in
the expenditure of the Association's money; and by passing over to the
discretion of a centralized beard the constitutional provision for con-
ducting stated bhranches of work by committees whose chairmen have seats in
the Executive Committee and the Convention., The organic nature of these
innovationg im not fully manifest until they are taken in conneetion with
the formation of the eenvention which is %o eleet the centralized board,
Ingtead of being ter from substantial state associations or nationsl
suffrage socleties they are to he dslegates from local associations of
fifty persons or more, who shall pay fen dollars for every fifty bona fide
members, The loeal assogiaftion feeiding what shall constitute bona Pfide
membership. While geveral excellent articles have appeared in the

Journal peinting ouf how such a system of local auxiliaries will heave
integrating effect upon state associations there are still some aspects

unmentioned which may well cause anxious forehodings in officers of state

.

assocliations, What rights are state societies assured under the new con-

stitution? Will the centralized board have the right if it sees fit to

OJ.L

send organizers into a state to organize these little local auxiliaries®

vv

‘hen & campaign is near or on hand will that hoard have the right to as-
sume its management, if it is invited to Ao so hy one of these little aux-

iliaries? If not, why not? and what security have the present state asso-

ciations that it will not be done? Also, at the time of this writing nothiné
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has been said to show how easy it will be with this provision for partisans
to control a convention, The accepted requirements of membership are rapidly
becoming the simple ones of party membership, such as the National has offi-
cially recommended for Political District organization, which has much in
its favor for marshalling the whole suffrage sentiment of a state for polit-
ical or campaign work;hut it should have some safe-guarding hefore it is
ellowed as & basis without question or proof for vetes in the convention,
With the facilities afforded in any large oity for obtaining such enrolled
members & few hundred dollars expended in paying dues for delegates all act-
uated by the same partisan desire could completely control the election of
& centralized boardhna 8till keep entirely within the letter of the new con-
stitution as contained in this clause; and it needs no anmplification to
show what unlimited opportunities for politieal trickery are afforded by it.
With a centralized board of inordinate powers, elected by a system
which displaces the state as the usual unit of auxiliaryship by little lo-
cal societies, it 1s certain that whether the word is retained in the neme
or not the spirit of American nationalism will have disappeared from the
N.A.W.5.A, The genius of American government is seetional representabtion,
It is fundamental in the Federal governnent where in its most august legis-
lative body little Rhode Island is equally represented with gee vast Texas,
Though the N.A.W.S.4A may reject the model of the federated states it cannot
alter the faet that the states aIfc’he political unitsof the nation, and that
any political movement has fo deal with them as units, It is self-contra-
dictory that within the same year the N.A,W.S.A. should recommend to iss
auxiliaries political district organization and offemr for its own govern-
ment such & constitution as is proposed., Any politieal party which should

ignore the characteristics of American polities would foredoom itgelf to

failure. A national woman suffrage association eannot any better afford

to discard sectional represenfation than g poliftical rarty. In both the
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reople demand evidence of some unity in.sentiment and interests between

themselves and those who represent them»in legislature or gstand as expo=-

nents of prineciples they are asked to accept. As the ohjeect of the
N.A.W.5.A, is propagandism of the prineiples of Woman Suffrage an as-
sential branch of its service is to present them in an aspect to commend
them to the unconverted multitudes in all sections of the country, diversi-
fied as they are in politieal opinion, business interests snd social views,
If the public shall learn tgat the N.A.7.S.A, in convention assemhled had
actually resorted to a constitutional revision for the purpose of exclu-

ding all women execept those in the vi?inity of New York from its officisl °

honors the effect would be to ereate indifference or arouse positive an-
tagonism to it anong the people of the exelnded sections, No plea of
increased husiness efficiency would even soften the offended feeling,Sec-

tional representation through officials connected with the N,A.:

QA
(o)

. eiloe

which the present eonstitution and prastics emphasize, is the best, the
quickest, the easiest and immensely the cheapest means to win friends to
its support in the various seetions and groups of states, Personal Sym-
pathy with sectional feeling, familiarity with the soeial and political
ideas and skill in Presenting the suffrage cause in aspects in harmony with
them are the agencies of its usefulness to the Association, It is evident
that such service can be rendered usually better by persons living in those
sections rather than resident at headquarters, since gimem a little circle
in close vieinity to New York could scarcely hope for more of such influ-
ence outside of their own section than might be exerted by the Pirm of a

New York rublishing house, nﬂomnenﬁslear statement on the usefulness of

officers elected from different sections in this branch of the service

have heen alresdy made by lrs.MeCulloch, our first vié@lpresidentgand & WOee

man who does more by her living presence to recommend to the peopfa of her
state and section the Principles of the Association which is honored by

having her on its official board than ¢an be done by tons of printed
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matter sent out from a New York headquarters,

The new constitution also outs_outxthe Executive Committee, which is
ano”ther provision for this branch of the service.It is composed of the
members of the 0fficial Board, Chadrmen of Committeesand the president and
an elected mém@er from every auxiliary state having a hundred or more mem-

i
bers, It hods two meetings in connection with the conventions, It de-
cisions arrived at before the convention are to be presented in the form
of recommendations to the convention; and as each member h@sex-officio
& volce and a vote in the convention, she has some power to cause her

after

commendations to he confirmed by the convention,In the meeting &k the
of the convention the votes of the Committes are decisive on business
ferred to it by the convention or falling properly within its purview
& committee composed of members of the convention,(See Conecluding fx-
ecutive Committee meetings in Proceedings of annual conventions).
State memhers of the Fxecutive Committee, being elected by organized state

associations, are in turn responsible and competent representatives fronm

the states to attend to the business which concerns all in the National -con-

ventions; and then are recognized and instructed exponents of the princi-

ples of the National to their respective communities, They speak for
their state to the National; and they speak for the National to their
state. But the new constitution eliminates this FExecutive Committee and
introduces instead an Advisory Council, whieh is the only provision whet-
ever for sectionsl representation or for the participation of its auxil-

iaries, outside of those represented on the centralized board, in the con-

trol of iteeaf®adrsation's affairs, except the right to send delegates to

the convention, It is rroposed that the Advisory Couneil shall eonsist of

chairmen of such committees a8 the centralized board may choose to appoint,

the members of that board and the presidents of auxiliaries, As the units

of auxiliaryship are no longer to he state associations, but loeal societies

of ifty or more hona fide members, what constitutes bhona fide membership
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to be decided by themselves, and as there is not necessaruly any bond of
union between such locals in their ewn stdte it is8 not likely that they will
be efficient representatives of théir state to the Nationél; and as they
are not ex-officio members of the convention, they are not likely to go
from the convention well-informed exponents of the prineiples of the X.A.
W.S.A. to their own people. They have ne real power; their sole Pfunction

deseribed in that constitution,- to give advice; and no unfin-
ished or other business can be refarred to them in the Pinal meeting, ag
it is unparlismentary for the convention to refer husiness to a body all
of whose members are not necbssarily members of itself, Such &n Advisory
Couneil can no more take the place of voting

near New York
than the advisory oommitéeenfan take it, though they can meet the officers

representatives of sestions

at headquarters once a month; and for very much the same reasons, which are

a8lso very much the same reasons why women belonging to the Association ere

5

the right to veote, though they have the right already to give un-
mited advice.

The reasons advanced why the N.A.7.3.A. should eoncentrate 8ll this powe

er in the hands of a centralized hoard apvear to be that the work which

will

properly comes to board members at headquarters is so parampunt o any which

whikelrx can be accomplished by officers outside that they ought not to be

)

hampered by an obligation to consult with the others; but that the N

A TE
ello IV o

S.A. should replace them by some néarer,ftes in the opinion of the promo-

ters of this constitution headquarters needs several more persons for its

seyvice., In short, several business enterprises needing time, lahdf and

money ought to he attended to at headquarters and the offioer$ Tocated
there ought to have them in char: On the other hand it is submitted by
opponents that it is a dangerous experiment to change ‘metheds tried by

time and proved good for untried ones Jugt in the midst of the struggle,
) - e y 3 :
The pikn of" BXecutive Committes of sinte representatives 8&nd of

~$
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officers in charge of affairs from different sections has the advantage of
giving auxiliaries some opportunity Bf personal knowledge of the reason-
able intelligence and devotilon to the cause of the women of their section,
end with that they can rely on them fto bhe at least safe in attending to
business, But whatl can be said of a proposition to choose managers of hu-
8iness which involves all that the advocates of thie constitution claim
forit by the hit-or- miss methods of election at a popular convention,
formed of delegates collected as this constitution provides? All the disas-
ters feared by those who want work done quickly, without delays by corre-
spondence or the impossibility of bringing women with different sectional

views to agreement upon its advisability, are nothing to what is to be ap=

prehended form unfortunate elections caused hy eompulsion t¢ choose from &
limited section women who are inevitably absolutely unknown to the vary
large majority of the delegates; and whose removal, onaeethey are chosen,
practically impossible,

Fortunately, the present constitution is flexible enough to allow all
these new enterprises to expand with healthy rapidity without running into
dangerous experiments, Vhen the Woman's Journal came into the control of
the N.A.7W.S.A., the O0fficial Board, though composed of members separated
a8 far as the Gulf from the Great Lakes, had sufficient grasp of the situa-
tion to place its business in the hands of a young and energetic mansger,
who is on the way to make it & fine business success. Such resolutions as
were passed recently by the S.B.Anthony elub of Cineinnati, in favor of
working for the W.Journal, and whose example will be followed by many others
are indicative of a far better future for that enterprise than giving over

4 o nfenTs 3 B agwil o A ik s ca o 5e3 & ! s
v0 a cenfralized board such powers as are contemplated by this constitution,

X

Expanding business of a financial sort ought %o be met by the employment of

¥ ~ 1 e ahial he 1 Y 3111 e s i
agents who shall be under the supervision of a disinterested Board, snd

subject to removal whenever they prove unequal to their respongibilities,
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¥ 4
Such supervision as this is perfectly possible for the slow methods of &

Board which meets once or twice a vear and does some husiness by correspon-

e on

dence; and is far preferable to centralized power in one section, which might

act much more rapidly indeed, but whose judgment might be far more influ-
gnced hy Bectional bias and interest than is good er acceptable to an Asso-
18 (51

¢iation which go far has esgtablished its right to be ealled the National=-

American Woman sSuflfreage

Sept I5th, I9II/




