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The Good 0ld Days, {7/ <2

I propose & toast to the Good 0ld Days Just a:-:ac:pe&nj when the abound-
ing life of the nineteenth century began to cry that Women were exclu=- Z
ded from many rights which make 1ing§£§§;r:am£:hap§iex Immediately A;j;f
cautious persons were alarmed lest inﬁ contest privileges should be

lost for which rights would be no compensation, Feminine lips set in

a2 truly womenly snd pleasing expression by pronouncing "prunes and prisms"”
murmured'"We prefer privileges", Men, , Showed gggggspirit, and
demanded with indignation if women would have the temerity to enter
spheres properly limited to men, One of the rights, college education
for women, was attacked on both sides, Women felt that it was oppro=-
bicus to call them strong-minded and men deprecated meeting #n the
companions of their firesides the sharp competition of mentality which
they had to endure in the world of business, When they came home from
their day's work they did not wish xm immediately to be drawn 1ﬁZ€aner-
gation by college-bred wives on the latebt discoveries in science, or
asked to amuse themselves by solving problems ih higher mathematics, Was
it not well known that when men desired that kind of mental exercise

they iii;gxfixi it in men's clubs; but when they were iy female soci=-

ety they desired repose for their intellects, Just recently we haw ¢ seen

the ~legislature
infyirgini%j£;; men s8till prize this privilege of associating with

restful feminine minds by the exhibition of exultation when a bill in-

tended to establish college facilities for the daughters of the State

was voted down, S"houts of victory and wild applause gave evidence

of how much those Virginia soléns still cling to that privilege of the
good old days now passing awgy Horaci%SZi;izgégzp;thy advice "Gp West,
young man, go Test" xnﬂ:zu%e&;~a t-wes#e;&:aé;aa&i%ﬁig;:iy;égenizi:ie B
chtlve intelligence, I suppose because Kentucky is west of Virginia

ihes State university was made co-educational long ago by the efforts

of distinguished men; and in the west of Kentucky a business college

welcomed this new spirit of education for women , and graduated goung
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most approved business ccurse, OUne of 1 A nstances
»t that a young woman, having taker curse,
firm which had previously employed a
pphantly declared that she did the work Jjust
-$¢ary of six hundred dollars whereas 1l joung man
hundred dollars., This evoked the comment ta&t sihe
dollars a year,for t
obody denied that it was worth the
young men who lost his Jjob went out
invigorating air he began to¢ reflect
colleges might increase in numbers
jobs: snd if women's privileges involved i working
knew if he could meintain what he had always
Pair wage for fair work? jow women do not
resting their brains when they
sticklers for this special priv-
1
cut-rate wages; but that theyare merely yedlding
noliticsl economy which will not bend for woman or
which is on & lower plsne of rights than andoiner
are ereby compelled to :\1n for less . f“%ii and to become yndesirable
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ro the genersl voter it is & metter of indifference whether the vote whicheh
he casts for & member of congress is given under one authority or the other,
so long as he is permitted to exercise th® wight, 7To the disfranchised
¢itizen, however, the matter appears in a totally different light,
Again, under the Federal as well as under the State constitutions,
there is a difference between the right to vote and the gqualificatio ns
o ting, although they are often eonfounded; and this confusion more
! thing is the cause of women being denied the right of
It should also be borne in mind that the term "people" as
. the original Constitution, is identical with that of citizen, nowm
more c.mnonly employed, To many this may seem to be a piece of super-
fluous information; nevertheless, the Supreme Court of the United States
laid great streggupon it, and called particular attention to it, in the
case of Scott v.Sandford, I9 Howard, Under the Federal Constitution
egain there is no such thing as half-way citizenship. A pereon is either
citizen of the United States , or he is not, and Federal suffrege is
onferred only upon the "people" e® citizens, who are possessed of full
c¢itizenship, and consequently are members of ine natvional body politie.
In a closely eontested eongressional election this might become an im-
portant question, Yet these foreigners, who are not citizens, snc mayy
never become such, meny of whom canuot pead & line of inglish, are per-
mitted to vote for our national law mskers, waile intelligent native-born
citizens are denied tuat rizht, It is a shame that the men of this country
permit sueh a thing!

But the cardinal difrerence, the difference of differencies between
the Constitution of the United States and those of the several states, in
regard to the right of suffrage, lies in the fact that under the former
the element of sex is wholly eliminated! The language of the Constitution
vhich established the right of suffrage is as follows:

"The Houase of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen
every second year by the people of the several States; and the electors
in each 8tate shall have the qualifications of the electors of the most
numerous branch of the State Legislature"n({Art.I.Seec.2.|
The right to vote for members of the House of Representatives is
thus vested in "the people of the seversl States" without Yimitetiem
condition, limitation, or restrietion of any kind, and especially withe
ou? reference to sex, _As men and women unitedlgceconstitute the people,
unitedly they are entitled to_the franchise, The rizht 1s bestowed upon
both classes, and nelther is authorIzed to deprive the other of its ex-
ercise, Let it be repeated that under and by virtue of this section alone,
men have voted for members of Congress since the foundation of the govern-
ment; not because they are males; not because of their sex; as is the case
with state suffrage, but because they form a part of the people of the
§QVGrgl States , in uhpm Lgis ?ecergl right is vested! And for Precisely
vie seme reason the other half of the peonle are also entitled to exercise
this Federsl right.
If it be asked, why, then, have men, during all these years deprived
women of so plain a right, I reply, that it is not incumbent upon me to
‘”f & wrong has been dommitted, but only to point out how it may
;_eﬁ. It may be stated, however, that this century of wrong-do=
e result of an erroneous construetion of the second clause of
ion, relating to the qualifications of the electors, The Consti-
ion blished the right of suffrage, but did not preseribe the
};flcatjens of the voters. 1In place of doing this, it adopted the
Qu?ilfiCﬁtions of the several 8tates for their voters, and required the
Federsl xmtmx= electors to conform to them,
. ii@ﬁffgrgiighth?f?% th? %eaerﬁlwe%gc}ors in each State must exam-
o A;;ii?? iy De tate, inghcog;1¢ with its requirements on the subject
01l qualifications, None of the tates, so far as I am aware, make sex
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a 3a;1ifiuution for voting. 1t is made an element or condition of the
rignv %o vote, and in this way the right.to vote in the stutes has been
Gonfined to %ules, the quakifications of the voters being an entirely
iA*c;crt ' But even if some States were to rank sex in the list
0 it would ap'lw only to their own voters., The Supreme
in the Yarbrough csase, thet the Constitution is
the law of every cstate, mut is the paramount law, The
1l spffrege was estebliched in order that it might be exer-
cannot be defeated by a State law ulshulsed as & qualification,
"hen the Federsal 'OP“‘lLLuAt“ was framed, and for many years there-
the qualiizau\i\vs required of “tate electors were three in number,
zxu prope riy. This last qualification has long
leaving onlf age and residence. A8 & matter
eor ]y with these as readily as men, But the trouble
nued, hy con ounding right with qualification, and
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s ear by the people of the several States; and the electors in
ezzgnthte shgll nnée the qialifications requiedte for electgrs of the
most numerous branch of the State Legislaturee’, Article I, Sec.Z,
"the States in preseribing the qualifibations of voygrs for the most
numerous branch of their own legislature, do not do this with reference
to the election for membvers of Congress.Kor can tney preseribe tEE.FEEI'
Trications for those, eo nomine. They define wno are to vote for the
populer branen of their own lagisluture, and the Comstitution of the e
United States says the same persons shall vote for members of Congress in ti
that State " ( Note by Leura Clay; The court fails to notice that the

Constitution does not say the "same persone"”, but that the eletors shall
nave tune gualificeiions requisite for electors in the most numerous branch
of the State Legislatures. This peoculiarity of language suggests that
the framers of ihne Constitution had in mind that some persons might be
Federsl elactors who were not State electors),

"It adopts the qualifications #Mukx thus furnished as the qualifi-
cetions of its own electors for members of Congress. It is th true,
therefore, that tne eleciors for membe rs of Congress owe their right
to vote to tne State lawsx , in any sense which makes the exercise of the
right to depend exelusively on vhe law of uvne Statve",

: Ve are next to counsicer tne practical use to be mede of this decisiom
and a further quotation Tfrom uvne decision itself will show what ought to
be done., The court said: "The prineiple, however, that the protection
of the exercise of tne rignt ie wivhin tne power of Congress is as neees-
sary to the right of other ceitizens to vote in genersl, as to tne right
to be protected against discrimination., The exercise of the right in
both instvances is guaranteed by tne Comstitution, and should be kept
free ano pure by Congressional enactments whenever necessary”,

Acting upon the suggestion of the court, the form of an act for this
purpose is submitted.........( I did not ecopy this form, as since the
| adoption of tne I7th Amendment, “enators as well as Representatives

shicuid be ineluded in the zet.1.C.)

The authotity of Congress to pass such an act is not only up-
held by the Supreme Court, but its passage is enjoined upon that body.

In the Virginia convention of 1788, which was convened to consider
and ratiry the Federal Constitution, Mr.idadison, one of the fremers, was
asked to explain the meaning of the fourth section, particularly as to
why Congress had an ultimate convrol over tue vime,place, and manner of
holaing elections of Representatives, to which he replied that the power
wes reserved because" should the people of any State by any means be
deprived of tne right of suffrsge, it wae judged proper that it should
be remedied by the general government"$ ®lliott's Debates o, 366,

No time ococuld be more auspicious then tue present, in view of
the raet that more than thirty millions of the people are deprived of
the right of Federsl suffruge. One would suppose that a fact of this
character would arcuse gemeral attention, ana tne wrong be corrected,
agt as we gil Know, sucn is not tne esse, The principle of the equality
by al% citlzensngnder the law has never been reduced to actual practice.
The r%ght of suffruge represents, or is intended to represent, that
®quality. The woman suffrage movement is designed to bring about
tngt result, Its motto is , One law for all citizens alike, Can any-
thing be I§irer or more just then this? There is no compulsion in the
mgttern Those who do not wish to vote need not do 80, but the law
should make it possible for all to vote . In consequence of the dif-
rlgulties ?ncountered, many suffragists are disposed to compromise the
?auter, and accept part@al suffrage. I think this is a grest mistake,
It ig & surrender of principle. It is an uwamission that the richt may
be given, or wiunhelu, wnich is not true of Federal suffrage, That is
8 right esvablished in the Federal Constitution for all the people, or
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7Mls " Read and hand to some intelligent friend, with request to read and pass it on.

EQUAL SUFFRAGE

ADDRESS OF

CHIEF JUSTICE ‘WALTER CLARK

OF THE NORTH CAROLINA SUPREME COURT

BEFORE THE

EQUAL SUFFRAGE LEAGUE

GREENSBORO, N. C., 22 FEBRUARY, 1915

Ladies and Fellow Citizens:

It will not be long before it shall be sufficient in North Carolina, as well as
elsewhere, to say simply, “fellow citizens.” It is a pleasure, always, to come
to Greensboro. Your people are progressive and open-minded. You are willing
to hear both sides of any proposition and then give your voice to the side that
seems to be the better cause. You stand for the betterment of conditions, and
form your opinions only after hearing what can be said for and against any
measure. In short, this town is not fossilized. Its people belong to the Twen-
tieth Century. One of the leaders down at Raleigh in the fight to confer equal
and just rights upon women is a distinguished son of your town—=Senator Hob-
good. He had the courage to stand for the right, and will be heard from, in
the years to come, as a leader.

We have heard much of the “submerged tenth.” I am here to say a word
for justice to the “disfranchised half.” When our Constitution was formed at
Halifax in 1776 and at Philadelphia in 1787 representative government was
new. For thousands of‘years, down to that time, the people had not governed
themselves, but they had been governed by whatever power held the sword.
Only a partial experiment had been made in a few cities like Athens and Rome,
where corruption and military violence had dominated, and for three or four
centuries the landed interests in Great Britain had some voice in the Govern-
ment—checked, however, by corruption and intrigue.

They are poor students of history who think that in 1776 we reached a demo-
cratic form of government, as we now understand popular government. Our
State Constitution at Halifax allowed the manhood of the State to vote only
for the lower house of the Legislature. The Senate was chosen only by voters
who owned 50 acres of land or more. The judges were elected by the Legisla-
ture for life, and the Governor and the other State officers were also elected by
the General Assembly, which body chose the magistrates, who in turn chose the
sheriff and other county officers except the clerk of the court, who was ap-
pointed by the judges for life. Property was evidently afraid of manhood suf-
frage, and checked it on all sides so as to make it merely a delusion. It was
60 years before the people were allowed to vote for Governor; nearly 80 years
passed before they were allowed to vote for State Senators, and 92 years before
they were allowed to vote for judges.

In the Federal Constitution formed at Philadelphia there was the same dis-
crimination. The people were entrusted with the election of only one-sixth of
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the Government, i. e., with one-half of the legislative department—the lower
house of Congress—while the Senate was made elective at second hand through
State legislatures, and it took us 115 years to acquire for the people the right
to elect United States Senators. Last year was the first time the people of
North Carolina ever had that privilege. The President was made elective at
third hand by electors to be chosen by the State legislatures. But after the
lapse of 40 or 50 years the people, without any constitutional amendment,
forced the choice of electors to be made at the ballot box, with the result that
they became mere figureheads, and we thus achieved practically the election of
the President by the people—contrary to the evident intention of the Constitu-
tion. The third department of the Government—the judges—were made ap-
pointive at fourth hand by the President, who was intended to be chosen at
third hand by the electors selected by the legislatures and subject to confirma-
tion by a Senate chosen at second hand, and they were given life tenures, to be
beyond any consideration of the popular will. This last matter still remains
in that archaic state. The United States judges are not yet made elective by
the people, and still hold for life, though Mr. Jefferson one hundred years ago
contended that they should be made elective and serve for a term of years.

I have thus instanced the growth of manhood suffrage, first to point out to
you that this movement for suffrage to the women is the logical outgrowth of
this great democratic movement to place the Government in the hands of the
people, and, secondly, to point out that while men have been slow in achieving
their own emancipation, and that manhood suffrage is still denied as to one-
third of the Federal Government—the choice of the judiciary—this movement
for the enfranchisement of the women has progressed far more rapidly. Begin-
ning some 40 years ago and practically becoming active only in the last 15
years, it has already become a part of the Constitution in twelve great States
of this country and one Territory, and covers 49 per cent of the area of the
continental United States. Already one-fourth of the United States Senators,
one-sixth of the House of Representatives, and one-fifth of the presidential
electors are chosen by States in which women have equal suffrage with the men.

MOVEMENT ACQUIRES SPEED.

In the last thirty days the movement has acquired accelerated speed. A con-
stitutional amendment to confer equal suffrage has passed the New York Legis-
lature by a unanimous vote in both houses. One man spoke against it, but there
his obstinacy failed and he voted for the measure. The equal suffrage amend-
ment has passed also by overwhelming majorities in the legislatures of Mas-
sachusetts, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Towa, South Dakota, West Virginia,
Tennessee, and Arkansas. It passed one house in Maine, but lacked one vote
of the necessary two-thirds in the other house, and in Texas. It is pending in
several other States. All this has happened in the last thirty days. North
Carolina’s is the only Legislature this year that so far has refused, to allow the
people to vote upon the question.

Besides the above progress, there are some twenty other States in the Union,
in addition to the twelve that have full suffrage, in which the women have
municipal suffrage or vote for school officers and on local tax assessments.

The movement, too, is world-wide. The women have equal suffrage with the
men in Denmark, Iceland, Norway, Sweden, and Finland in the north of
Europe, and in the Union of Australia and in all its states and in New Zealand.
In addition, the women have municipal suffrage in all the provinces of Canada
(a country territorially as large as the United States) and in England, Scotland,
Ireland, and Wales. Indeed, in the British Isles the women \'Ote' for everything,
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and are eligible for every office, except member of Parliament, and they are
sure to get that at the first parliament held after the war closes. This is prac-
tically agreed upon.

NO MERE FAD.

A movement that is thus world-wide in its scope and which is moving onward
with accelerated speed is no mere fad, but has its foundation in the justice of
thq demand and in the need for the suffrage based on economic causes. It has
beén proven beneficial in the countries and States which have adopted it.

Though formerly suffrage was based upon property and other considerations,
the present Constitution of North Carolina recognizes that all adults, native
born or naturalized, are entitled to it except those who are mentally or morally
deficient. Let us examine the clause in our Constitution on suffrage. It admits
to the ballot all adults who are native born or naturalized, except four classes.
‘What are these classes that are disqualified? They are: (1) Idiots and luna-
tics—because they are mentally defective. (2) Convicts—because they are
moral defectives. (3) Illiterates—unless their grandfathers could vote—be-
cause, as a class, negroes are deemed mentally and morally unfit; and (4)
‘Women.

Are the mothers, the wives, sisters, and daughters of the white men of North
Carolina disfranchised because they are morally defective or because they are
mentally defective? Unless they are, they have as much right to vote as the
men, and are as competent to exercise the right of suffrage. They cannot be
deemed morally defective, for the records of our courts, our jails, and State
prisons show that there are some twenty to thirty times as many men tried and
convicted of crime as women. Are they mentally defective? That is the only
remaining ground which can be urged. Judging by the evasive and often
illogical objections urged against equal suffrage by speakers who bestow exag-
gerated compliments while denying the women their rights, this must be the
belief of many of the opponents. I have never heard but one man who stated
the objection squarely. I was passing through Caswell County in an auto-
mobile and stopped at a country store one Saturday afternoon, where there
were several men, some of whom knew me, and the subject of equal suffrage
was mentioned. A rather dilapidated specimen of a man, who was whittling
a dry-goods box, spoke up and said: “Weemen ain’t fitten to vote. They ain’t
got no sinse. T knows ’em.” I told him he was entitled to the credit of having
the courage of his convictions, and if his statement was correct, the women
ought not to vote; that he was the only man I had ever heard give a reason
for opposing equal suffrage; but that when he said women had no sense he
reminded me of a man from the “dark corner of Wake” (as we call it), who
came down to Raleigh to see Ringling’s circus. It w the first one he had
seen, and with round-eyed wonder he looked at the camels, elephants, lions, and
tigers. But he did not notice one animal lying down in the corner chewing
some hay. Presently the giraffe began to get up and unfold himself until his
head touched the tent pole. The countryman staggered back and said: “They
ain’t no sich animal!” And I told him that when a man said that the women
did not have at least as much sense as the men, I would say to him, “They ain’t
no sich animal !”

THE ELEMENTS IN OPPOSITION.

The elements that really oppose woman's suffrage are: (1) The liquor inter-
ests, who know that women are in earnest in opposing their business. Votes
of the women at the last election carried the only four States that voted for
prohibition, and every one knows that in all the other States that have prohi-
bition their indirect influence has been the great motive power for prohibition.
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If they had had the ballot they would have voted liquor out of all the States
long since. (2) The political machines are opposed to equal suffrage, for where
they have the men rounded up they fear to lose their control, for they know
that they cannot fool the women as readily. Then there is the vice trust and
those who make their profit by handling child labor and by oppressing the
women in sweat shops, and all those who are opposed to a cleaning up of the
community morally and physically.

I do not mean to sriy. by any means, that all who are opposed to woman's
suffrage belong to one or more of these classes. This would be untrue and
unjust. The largest number of those who oppose the suffrage do not belong to
these classes; but the classes I name are those pecuniarily interested in oppos-
ing the admission of women to the suffrage.

SOME OF THE OBJECTIONS.

I will mention briefly some of the objections that are made to this movement :

First. It is said that it is a fad and a mere temporary delusion. The sketch
that I have given of what equal suffrage has achieved in the last fifteen years
throughout the world and the marvelous progress that has been made in the
last thirty days is a sufficient answer to this. No movement unless based upon
the fundamental economic needs of the age could make such world-wide and
irresistible progress. If it were a fad, it would be repealed when experience
had demonstrated that it was injurious or needless. But it has not been re-
pealed anywhere, and, on the contrary, wherever it has been tried it has spread
to the adjoining States.

Second. It is said that women are too emotional for the ballot. When Mr.
Bryan put Wilson in nomination at Baltimore the demonstration lasted for
nearly an hour before any one could be heard, and the tramping and marching
and shouting resembled that of a lunatic asylum. When Roosevelt was put in
nomination at Chicago this record was more than surpassed. I might mention
many other instances. I am not condemning the enthusiasm of the men on
these occasions. But I wish to say that the women have never equaled such
emotional displays as those.

Third. It has been said seriously that if women are allowed to vote they will
vote for the handsomest man. I now understand why some politicians are
opposed to women voting.

Fourth. It is urged that the vote is not necessary for women, because they
vote through their husbands. But do the husbands alw: vote the views of
their wives? If they did, we would have a cleaner government and cleaner
towns everywhere. We would have had prohibition long ago—and have had it
enforced. We would have seen other evils disappear which are now tolerated,
though forbidden by law. Who casts the vote that expresses the views of the
drunkard’s wife? Then there are in the United States 8,000,000 of adult women
who have not chosen to marry. What man casts the ballot expressing the
views of those 8,000,000? Then there are several millions of men who have no

‘What woman’s views do they vote?

Fifth. Then it is said that ballots are a substitute for muskets, and there-
fore women have no right to vote. More than one-half of the men who have
a right to vote would be rejected by any recruiting office in the world. And, on
the other hand, one-half of the men who fight are under 21 and have no right
to vote. So those who carry muskets and those who vote are by no means the
same element. Besides, if the women do not bear arms, they raise the soldiers
who do carry the muskets, and should have a voice in saying whether there
should be war or not. If the women vote, they will soon abolish war and its
villainies as they are abolishing liquor and child labor and other iniquities.

5

Sixth. It is said that woman’s sphere is her home, and that she cannot leave
the children to vote. It will not take on an average more than half an hour
once in two years for a woman to cast her ballot, and if she is so overwhelmed
by her duties that she cannot get that much leisure, she certainly needs the
ballot badly. We might as well say that a man’s sphere is his store, his office,
his workshop, and following the plow, and that he cannot neglect these things
to cast a ballot. That was the argument in old times, and the class with
leisure and wealth assumed the control of the Government and opposed man-
hood suffrage upon the identical ground now urged against woman’s suffrage—
that the masses had to make a living and were not competent to aid in gov-
erning.

Seventh. It is said that women have had no experience in politics. Their
brothers when they become 21 have had no experience, but they are at once
admitted to the ballot. Girls when they become 21 are in exactly the same
state of preparation for taking a part in the government which is to tax them
and their property and to pass laws governing their conduct.

Eighth. It is said that there is too much filth and mire in politics, and women
should not be exposed to it. If there is filth and mire in politics, the men put
it there, for they alone have been running the business. And it is high time we
gave the women a chance at housecleaning. This is exactly what has happened
in suffrage States. The women have caused the polling places to be removed
from the barrooms and placed in decent surroundings, and then they have pro-
ceeded to remove the barrooms themselves out of the community.

Ninth. A very popular opposition argument at one time in the South was
that to permit the women to vote would be to allow the negro women to vote.
As the grandfather clause would apply to negro women equally with negro
men, there is no reason to believe that the “chivalry” will be less able to keep
the negro cooks from the polls than they have been in keeping the husbands of
the negro cooks from voting. They cannot be chivalrous if they can do less for
their wives and daughters than they have done for themselves. Besides, there
are only some 125,000 adult negro women in North Carolina, and 275,000 adult
white women. The votes of the white women, therefore, will be 25,000 more
than those of the negro women and of the negro men combined, if the latter
should be readmitted to the suffrage by a decision of the United States Supreme
Court under the grandfather clause. Indeed, if the latter event should happen,
the votes of the white women will be necessary to maintain white supremacy.
1 do not say that all the white women will vote the Democratic ticket. Equal
suffrage has never proceeded along party lines, and the women would scorn
the suffrage if they were not free to vote for what measures and parties they
saw fit. But I do say that the vote of the white women will be solid as one
woman in maintenance of the integrity of the white race and of the right of
their children to control this country.

Tenth. It is said that if the women vote some bad women will vote. Men
have never been disfranchised because there are some bad men who will vote.
And the proportion of bad men is very far greater than that of bad women.
The records of your courts and jails demonstrate that.

Eleventh. There are those who say that women do not want to vote. The
best proof of this is that they have already achieved the ballot in so many
States and countries and have made such wonderful progress as I have told
you, in the last thirty days. In the States and countries where they vote about
the same percentage of men and women vote. In some States equal suffrage
was carried on the first trial at the ballot box. In some States it was voted
on twice before they got it. In others three times, and in Oregon it was only
carried when it was submitted to the ballot box for the sixth time, for you will




remember that only the men vote on the matter. Wherever the measure has
been beaten, the next morning the women have reorganized their lines and
started a new campaign. After the recent defeat of the measure in Ohio at
the last election a New York newspaper said that the measure had been over-
whelmingly defeated in Ohio. The editor of the Springfield Republican in
Massachusetts, with more experience, said that that was impossible, because
if an earthquake had shaken Ohio up so that no more ground was left than
the size of a cart-wheel the women would be organizing on it the next morning
for equal suffrage. When a man volunteers to say that the women do not want
the suffrage it reminds me of an instance that took place down here in Pamlico
at a wedding. When the preacher got to that part where he asked the woman
“Will you take this man to be your wedded husband?” etc., the response came
in a deep masculine voice, “I will.” Thinking that there was some mistake,
he repeated the question, and there was the same response in bass. Thereupon
a little fellow in front, seeing the embarrassment, shouted to the preacher,
“Parson, she is deef, and I am answering for her.” These men seem to think
that the women are deef and deficient.

Twelfth. It is said that politics will degrade women. It has not had that
effect in any State, county, or town that has ever tried it. If it had, the move-
ment would not continue to grow. Suffrage has not degraded the men, but it
has elevated and broadened them. It will have exactly the same effect on the
women—with this addition, that the women will broaden and elevate politics.

SOME REASONS WHY,

Only a few words now as to why suffrage for women is just and is needed.

1. We fought the Revolutionary War upon the principle that there should be
no taxation without representation. Our Government is founded upon that
proposition. The women in North Carolina own probably one-third of its prop-
erty. Whatever share they own, be it little or more, is taxed; yet they are
denied the right of any voice in saying how much should be taken from them
for taxes and for what purposes it should be spent. Mr. Jefferson said that it
was “incomprehensible that Government should refuse the ballot to the most
intelligent women while giving it to the most besotted and ignorant men.”

2. The women bear the burdens of government even more than the men. If
there is lack of sanitation, their children suffer and die. If public morals are
not guarded, the evils fall upon their sons. If wars consume the youth of the
land, they suffer more than the fathe: They have even more interest in good
government and in preventing bad government than the men. They are as
intelligent and as patriotic as the men. It will add to the stability of the Gov-
ernment to give them a share in its control.

3. Mr. Lincoln in his celebrated Gettysburg speech said that this is a “gov-
ernment of the people, by the people, and for the people.” The United States
Supreme Court has solemnly decided that women are people. We knew it
before the court told us so. Yet we have a government of all the people, for
all the people, but by half the people. No wonder Mr. Lincoln said that it was
unjust to exclude the women from the suffrage.

4. There are those who are afraid that the women will seek office and
thereby crowd out the men. But that has not been the experience where equal
suffrage obtains. As a rule, they do not seek office. They have more sense
than men in this regard, as well as in some others. Their interest is more in
obtaining good government and seeing that the men run it right. They remind
me of an instance that I observed when I was in Kansas. There was a fine
field of wheat of some 80 acres near Topeka, and a gentleman told me that a
man .:md his wife had raised the crop and harvested it. I told him I had seen

it

the man on the reaper, but I had not seen the woman taking any hand. He
said that she had done so all the same; that she had always sat at the door
and whenever the man sat down to rest she had shaken the broomstick at him.
That is the vocation of the woman, as a rule, where they vote.

It does not follow because the women are not office-seekers that they are
incompetent to fill office. We know that in scripture times Deborah was “judge
over all Israel.” Besides many other female rulers, the best two sovereigns
that England has ever known were Victoria and Elizabeth. The greatest
sovereign of Russia was Catherine the Great; in Austria Maria Theresa, and
in Spain Isabella, to whom the world owes the discovery of America by the aid
she gave to Columbus.

A LOGICAL DEVELOPMENT.

5. Equal suffrage is not only a development of democracy which has gradu-
ally extended the suffrage to all men and is now extending it to women, but it
is also a logical development of the movement which has elevated women to the
rights of human beings. Up to about one hundred years ago, as a rule, they
were not educated. When the first college for women was established some
eighty or ninety years ago its dangerous tendency was denounced even more
than suffrage is now. After education was acquired, then the movement began
to give them property rights. Up to 1868 in this State, upon marriage all a
woman’s. personal property became absolutely that of her husband, and her
real estate became his for life. When it was proposed to change this, there
was a howl all along the line that if women owned their own property every
couple would become divorced. But that movement succeeded. Up to 1874 the
Supreme Court of this State held that if a man thrashed his wife with a switch
no larger than his thumb and did not permanently injure her, that the courts
would not protect her. In that year, just forty-one years ago, Judge Settle of
this city conferred lasting honor upon himself and upon the Supreme Court of
this State by holding that we have “at last advanced from that barbarism,”
and denied the right of husbands to flog their wives any longer. In the last
few years the Court has held that if a woman acquired any property by her
needle or otherwise it became the property of her husband, and that if, like
Mrs. Price, of Charlotte, she lost a limb in a railroad accident her husband and
not herself was entitled to pay for her physical injury and suffering and loss
of time. The Legislature has since changed this and many other unjust things
which would never have existed if the women had had the right of suffrage.

I will not take the time to mention numerous discriminations in the law
against women, which have obtained because they had no voice in choosing
legislators and judges. The shadow cast by the coming era of equal suffrage
has already caused some of these discriminations to be repealed. At this ses-
sion of your Legislature they have already permitted women to add to their
means of livelihood the fees of the vocation of notary public, and they have
enacted (reversing the decision in Gill v. Commissioners, 160 N. C., 175) that
on all propositions to lay a local tax upon realty where a petition of “free-
holders” is a prerequisite, that women shall be deemed freeholders. They have
algo radically changed the statutes by which property, real and personal, has
heretofore all gone to the father instead of equally to the father and mother
upon the death of children. When women vote for judges and legislators there
comes a change in the attitude of courts and legislatures.

One of the greatest discriminations in the law, aside from that of the custody
of children, is the effect that a lack of equal suffrage has upon the pay of
women. Justice demands the rule of equal pay for equal services. Tho in
Oregon and Washington and other suffrage States, the teachers of both %exes
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are paid the same compensation for the same services, the rule in North Caro-
lina is, I am told, that female teachers get about one-third of the pay that is
given the men for the same work.

INEVITABLE.

Finally, we might as well recognize the inevitable. This world-wide move-
ment is irresistible because it is founded upon justice and the economic de-
mands of the times. If the friends of equal suffrage shall organize and urge
the movement methodically as it has been done in other States, I prophesy now
and here that the very next Legislature that sits in Raleigh will pass the bill
to submit equal suffrage to the people by a two-thirds vote with promptness
and cheerfulness, and that at the succeeding election it will be carried at the
ballot box. Like Davy Crockett’s coon, the opponents of the measure might as
well “come down.” Some years ago I was at Atlantic City. Those of you who
have been there will remember that they have placards on each side of the
walkways on which there are inscriptions, amusing or instructive. One of
them reads thus: “God made the world, and rested. He then made man, and
he rested. He then made woman, and neither God nor man has had any rest
since.” I will say to the unconverted that they will have no rest until this
question is settled, and settled right.

I had not intended to talk more than thirty minutes. I have been led on by
the subtle flattery of the attention of this audience. It reminds me of what
my friend, Major Hale, now our distinguished minister plenipotentiary to
Costa Rica, told me happened to him on the subway in London. They call 1t
there the “Tuppenny Tube,” because the fare is 2 pence. Some of you have been
on it, and will remember that the car doors are on the side of the coach and the
seats are crossways the track. He said that once when nearing Charing Cross
station a lady in the little compartment seemed quite excited. It is not the
custom there to speak to any one without being introduced, but she seemed so
much alarmed that, like a true Southern gentleman, he asked if he could be of
any service. She said, “Sir, I wish to go to Trafalgar Square and need to get
off at Charing Cross station.” He said to her, “What prevents it?’ “Why,”
said she, “you see I am a bit stout, and when I get off, I get out backwards,
and the guard (they call the conductor the guard over there) ’e sees me and
thinks I am getting h’on. He rushes up and shoves me h’on and slams the door,
and I have passed my stopping place three times already.” I fear that I am
like the good lady. I have passed my stopping place several times.

I thank you for your attention.
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The New York Times in denouncing that speech. One of the
memories of the Convention which I shall always cherish is the
fact that Jane Addams seconded my nomination.

I grew to believe in Woman Suffrage, not because of asso-
ciating with women whose chief interest was in Woman Suf-
frage, but because of finding out that the women froni whom I
received most aid in endeavoring to grapple with the social and
industrial problems of the day were themselves believers in
Woman Suffrage. For a long time I have been interested in
such questions as the betterment of the tenement house condi-
lions, the abolition of sweat shop factories in tenement he
the betterment of the conditions of work and life of wo
girls, the establishment of children’s courts, the estab-
lishment of playgrounds, putting a stop to the employ-
ment of children, and dozens of other like matters.
Now, the way I got into touch with each different kind of such
work was to get hold of some men or women who knew about
it and could guide and instruct me and enable me to see for my-
self what the facts were. The man to whom I owe most in this
matter is Jacob Riis, and I shall never forget all he did for me
during the time I was Police Commissioner. In exactly the
same fashion I have profited by the teachings and experience of
Judge Ben Lindsay, of Colorado; of Judge De Lacey, of Wash-
ington; of Charles Stelzle, of Father Curran, of Homer Folks,
of Paul Kellogg, of Mannis, of Raymond Robbins, of Weyl and
McCarthy and Kingsbury; of many, many men connected with
the work of organized charity or with private or religious char-
ity, and of many, many clergymen, priests and rabbis— I cannot
begin to enumerate all of them. Well, in precisely the same way
I grew acquainted with women who were doing the same kind
of work—with Miss Addams, with Miss Kellor, with Mrs. Kelly
and many others. I talked with them and worked with them
just as I did with men. I found that they had the same zeal and
earnestness and judgment that the men had, and differed among
themselves just as the men did. I also found that as a result of
their actual experience they felt that working girls would be
helped by the suffrage just as the working men are helped, and
that in our warfare against certain dreadful evils of our social
life the help of the women would be of peculiar value. Very
much of what I learned to believe from them they were quite
unconscious of having taught me, and it was this largely uncon-
scious teaching of theirs and my study of what had béen done
in the States where suffrage exists that gradually turned me into
a believer that women should have the same right to vote that
men have. I do not believe that there is identity of functions be-
tween men and women, but I do believe that there should be
equality of right. I see no reason why voting should interfere
with women’s home life any more than it interferes with the
every day work of the man which enables him to support the
home.

Mr.Roosevelt’s Speech on Suffrage,
delivered at St. Johnsbury, Vt.,
August 30, 1912

Of all the planks of the Progressive platform, and they are
all of them good, the two which most g0 to my own heart are
the one which deals with social and industrial justice and the one
on country life. Not only the present Republican and Democratic
platforms fail in any way to deal with these matters as: our
platform deals with them, but no platform previous to ours has
ever even shown an intellectual understanding of what social and
industrial justice was. Our proposals are definite and concrete,
and they are absolutely practical. We treat our whole platform
as a covenant with the people, binding upon ourselves and upon
our candidates in State and in Nation. We pledge ourselves to
legislation looking to the prevention of industrial accidents and
occupalional discases. We intend to deal with the problem of
involuntary unemployment and of overwork. We intend to
secure compensation for men or women who are killed or crip-
pled in industry; to prohibit sweated labor; to secure a minimum
wage standard for working women, and a living wage in all in-
dustrial occupations. We pledge ourselves to secure one day’s
rest in seven for all wageworkers, and an eight-hour day in con-
tinuous twenty-four hour industries, the prohibition of night
work and the establishment of an eight-hour day for women.
We pledge ourselves to the abolition of the convict contract labor
system, and the application of prisoners’ earnings to the support
of their dependent families. We recognize that in all matters
such as these women are as vitally concerned as men. We recog-
nize that there cannot be identity of function, but that there
should be equality of right, between men and women, and we
are therefore for equal suffrage for men and women.

The New York Times of August 20th, in an interview to a
prominent citizen who has repudiated it, ecriticised and de-
nounced Jane Addams for nominating me, and also criticised
the Progressive Party for permitting women to be in the Pro-
gressive Convention. It attacked Miss Addams’ conduct as
“spectacular and in very bad taste,” and also criticised me as
being spectacular because T “had the bad taste to publicly com-
pliment her on her action and thank her.”

My only reference to Miss Addams was contained in the
following sentence: “T wish to tell those who proposed and sec-
onded my nomination that I appreciate to the full the signifi-
cance of haying such men and such a woman put me in nomina-
tion.” Tt will be noticed that in this sentence I did not even men-
tion Miss Addams’ nume, and if President Eliot really considers




this allusion to Miss Addams as being spectacular and in bad
taste 1 should feel a mild curiosity to know just what he would
regard as non-spectacular and in good taste.

It would not be worth while to pay any heed to this article
in itself; but it illustrates an attitude of mind sufficiently com-
mon to deserve consideration. Among the other sentences in
the article were the following: “Women have no proper share
in a political convention. We need women to bear children and
attend to their homes. The men ought to be able to regulate
their own politics and meet all needs without direct assistance
of the women.”

Of course it is entirely right to say that we need women to
bear children and attend to their homes; just as it would be right
to say that we need men to beget children and make the homes
in which the women can live and the children be brought up.
One statement is as true as the other and both come under the
head of the obvious. I have said not once, but scores of times,
that I put the domestic life above every other kind of life, that
1 honor the good and wise mother as I honor no other woman
and no man, and that the perpetuity of the nation depends pri-
marily upon the average man and average woman therein being
the father and mother of healthy and happy and wisely brought
up children, children trained, boys and girls alike, in industry
and decent conduct and to the habit of meeting with wisdom
and with high courage the many and difficult problems that con-
front each of us in his every-day individual life, and all of us in
our collective life.

I think the highest life, the ideal life, is the married life.
But there are both “unmarried men and unmarried women who
perform service of the utmost consequence to the whole people;
and it is equally foolish and wicked for a man to slur the un-
married woman when he would not dream of slurring the un-
married man. Bishop Brent, in the Philippines, is unmarried.
He has done admirable work there, just as Jane Addams has
done at Hull House. When the Times says that it dislikes to see
Miss Addams “held up in the limelight as an example for all
other women to follow” it speaks ()ﬂulswcl\, and its words are
true only in the sense that they would be true if it had used them
about Bishop Brent or the late Phillips Brooks. Again and again
I have heard Bishop Brent held up as an example, and I have
held him up as an example myself; and so of the late Phillips
Brooks. And in just the same way, I am heartily glad to say, I
have heard Jane Addams held up as an example and have thus
held her up myself. The cases of the three stand on the same
plane; all three by their lives have added to, and are adding to,
our heritage of good in this country; and it is an absurdity to say
that in recognizing this fact as regards one of them we are in
any shape or way C\pllcnlv or 1mphc111v failing to take the posi-
tion that we ought, as a matter of course, to take about marriage
and the happy married life.

Now for the statement that women have no proper share

in a political convention, and that men ought to be able to regu-
late their own politics and meet all needs without direct assist-
ance from the women. That man knows little of our political,
social and industrial needs as a nation who does not know that
in political conventions the politics that ought to be “regulated”
are the politics that affect women precisely as much as they
affect men; and he must be unfortunate in his list of acquaint-
ances if he does not know women whose advice and counsel are
pre-eminently worth having in regard to the matters affecting
our welfare which it is of most consequence to have dealt with
by political conventions. I suppose the trouble is that the Times
fails to understand that we intend from now on to make partici-
pation in “politics” a method of applying ethics to our public
life, and both ethics and economics to our industrial life. Such
a theory of public conduct is wholly incomprehensible both to
those who dominated the Republican Convention at Chicago and
to those who dominated the Democratic Convention at Balti-
more. The Progressive Party is the one party which since the
war has dealt with real issues; and these real issues affect women
precisely as much as men. The women who bear children and
attend to their own homes have precisely the same right to speak
in politics that their husbands have who are the fathers of their
children and who work to keep up their homes. It is these
women who bear children and attend to their own homes, and
these men, their husbands, who work for their wives and chil-
dren and homes, whom the Progressive Party is endeavoring to
represent and in whose interest the Progressive Party proposes
that the governmental policy of this nation shall hereafter be
shaped. Such being the case, it is eminently wise that the women
should share in the polilicul conventions, and that they should
join with the men in regulating the politics, which are in no
proper sense only “the politics of the men,” as the Times says,
because they are of as vital concern to the women as to the men.

I doubt if there ever was a convention more really repre-
sentative of the people, and with a higher average of individual
character among the representatives, than was the case with the
Progressive National Convention at Chicago. The spirit in
which it met was a spirit of deep and genuine religious fervor,
using the word “religious” in its broadest and truest sense; a
spirit which found expression in singing the noble Battle Hymn
of the Republic—a hymn, by the way, which was written by a
woman, Mrs. Julia Ward Howe, who as wife and mother, and
in all relations of both public and private life, was one of the
best citizens this Republic has ever brought forth. I am glad to
say that among the representatives to our convention was a
number of women; and not only high in purpose, but in wisdom,
in character, in cool-headedness and in far-sighted understand-
ing of the needs of the nation, they stood on an exactly equal
footing with the mien. Our National Committee will publish
Jane Addams’ speech; I ask you to read it yourselves and
then pass judgment on the good taste and wisdom of
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THE BOWDLE SPEECH

As delivered in the House of Representa

[Introductory Note: From the anti-
suffrage side of the debate on the Mon-
dell resolution in the House of Repre-
sentatives on

Tuesday, January il

1915, Representative Stanley Bowdle,
of Cincinnati, Ohio, made a speech
which was loudly applauded and en-
joyed by the majority of the House.
When his time had expired, and he
asked for an additional ten minutes,
there were cries of “Give it to him,
give it to him!”, and by unanimous
consent of the House the extension was
When Mr. Bowdle had fin-

ished, members rose from their seats

granted.

to greet and congratulate him with
handshake and spoken approval.

Tor printing in the Congressional
Record, Mr. Bowdle furnished an ex-
purgated copy of his speech. The Con-
gressional Committee of the National
American Woman Suffrage Associa-
tion was able, however, to obtain a

manuseript copy of the speech as deliv-

ered on the floor of the House, and to

consult, besides, the stenographic re-
port taken down by the official reporter.
The Committee has reproduced here-
with the larger part of the speech in
its original language, for the purpose
of informing the public what manner of
thing was permitted and applauded by
the majority of the National Congress,
during the serious consideration of a
public question and in the presence of

women auditors.

ANTOINETTE FUNK,

Vice Chairman Congressional
Committee, National A merican
Woman Suffrage Association.]

Mr. Speaker, I rise to voice the position of
an unnumbered multitude of good women of
America relative to the suffrage Movement.
A multitude of women whose voices are not
heard in the street: who do not seek the
rostrum of political debate: who, though life
is not exactly what some of them would have,
do not defame .their husbands and brothers
because they have been unable to declare the
Kingdom of Heaven to be at hand: women who
are not ashamed of their sex-lot, though it dis-
qualifies them from many functions allowed to
men. These I represent.

Yes, Mr. Speaker, the women of this smart
capitol are beautiful—indeed, their beauty is
positively disturbing to business: their feet
are beautiful; their ankles are beautiful—but
here I must pause (prolonged laughter)—all
this I do assert on that kind of evidence re-
quired by Greenleaf’s first rules (applause and
laughter)—but they are not interested in af-
fairs of state; they are not interested in poli-
tics; insofar as I can judge, they are getting
their information on these subjects from the
source commanded by St. Paul, for which I do
heartily commend them. (Laughter.)

Who knows, maybe we shall live to see a
Mrs. at the other end of Pennsylvania Avenue
as President of the United States. Who knows,
a Mr. may hook up and unhook the nation’s
Chief. (Laughter.)

Mr. Speaker: the functions of women are of
a character that disqualifies them from acting
as jurors or judges. If 1 were to defend a man
on a capital charge, and a woman were to offer
herself as a juror, there are some very intimate
questions that I should insist on putting to
her as to her then condition and were she over
forty-eight, I should want to know something
about her change of life. And that man or
woman does not live who would want to sub-
mit his or her personal property rights to a
judge or juror who was with child.

It is the great distinctive function which is
at the basis of that consideration which men
instinctively show to women in so many ways;
even to the point of suspending the criminal
laws in their favor.

There are a thousand duties to which you
cannot summon women who are gestating or
rearing children. And every vigorous woman,
even though unmarried, may be invited into
that legal relation which brings those powers
into play.

Her func-
tions are not man’s functions. Men and wo-
men are different. They are different in every
atom. Right here is where women set up a
grouch. Many women resent the limitations
of sex. But they quarrel with God, when he
has the final word. I might as well weep be-
cause I cannot gestate a child.

Women have a great function.

tives in Washington,

D. C., January 12, 1915.

Excerpts printed from the author’s manuscript before being expurgated for the Congressional Record.

This world is not just what each of us wopld
have it. But, Mr. Speaker, blessed is that man
who recognizes the fact cheerfully. Were I
given the remaking of this world, I don’t know
just what I should do. Ingersoll said he would
make it not rain so hard in the Sea: but com-
ing from Ohio, where we have had terrible
floods, I should make it not rain so hard on the
land. Of course, the Suffragists would recom-
mend some changes. One said to me that she
would make papa bear the children. (Laugh-
ter.) And this, Mr. Speaker, only bears out
the claim that this movement, like the whole
modern feminine movement, is a simple expres-
sion of sex resentment. Only the other day
some sociological person examined the roster
of a certain Woman’s Club of a western city,
and out of seventy-two women members, all
married and able, not a child had been born
within the year.

1 would respectfully suggest to the patriotic
ladies that when next they meet, instead of
denouncing the distinguished member from
New York, Mr. Levy, because of the condition
of the back gate of Monticello, they reeclve on
an investigation of this race suicide question:
that they give some attention to the feminine
clothing question and the millinery question.

Edmund Burke used to say that every law,
of the British Empire had for its ultimate ob-
ject the getting of twelve honest men in the
jury box I think he overstated it, for there
is something that precedes even the adminis-
tration ‘of justice—it is marriage. The ulti-
mate object of every law of every civilized
country is to get one man in love with one
woman. Unless that is the object the Nation
must come to an end. Mr. Speaker, 2 civiliza-
tion cannot be erected that favors celibacy. If
it could, the arrangement would be quite t m-
porary. There might be some justice in gi 7ing
unmarried women the ballot, but every unmar-
ried woman is ready to marry, and she should
sacrifice something (if it be a sacrifice) to that
institution which all the world hopes she will
finally enter. It is best for the unmarried
that our laws should favor the married. The
unmarried need no special laws. And the un-
married know this, and hence unmarried suf
fragettes claim that their special value at thej
polls and in the legislative Halls will be to re-
duce infant mortality. They need not concern
themselves. The married will care for the
children of this world. Should suffrage be-
come a fact, the Old Man will parade the floor
as usual in his night-shirt. (Laughter and ap-
plause.) 3

All history, Mr Speaker, is nothing but the
record of an affair with a woman. Happy is
that man whose affair is honorable.

1 saw smoke curling up from a cottage chim-
ney in a mountain glen. I followed it, and
entered the house—it was an affair with a wo-

( Continued on other side)
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man. I Jooked into the dimpled face of a babe
—it told of an affair with a woman. I saw a
myriad of black-grimed men emerge from the
mine’s mouth with lamps and dinner pails, and
they smiled and went each his way, and I won-
dered why they worked amid such dangers,
but I followed and found—it was an affair
with a woman. I was in the cab of an express
locomotive hurling up through darkness
towards the city. I wondered at his willingness
to endure the dangers, as block signals and
switches and cars shot by: but I saw his face
for a moment by the steam gauge light and he
smiled, as we approached the division end—
and I knew it was simply an affair with a wo-
man. I was with the inventor in an upper room
at night, where he had slaved for years on the
turbine principle, and I marvelled at his con-
stancy, but he showed me her picture, and, Mr.
Speaker, it was an affair with a woman. And
the words of Swedenborg came to me, “though
men know it not, love is the life of this world.”

Women, have they a mission? Yes, it is to
rule in the world of love and affection—in the
home. It is not to rule in the state. They have
a function to perform which precludes the lat-
ter sort of rule. Man is King of this universe.
Woman is Queen. The Queen rules when the
King is dead—or becomes a Mollycoddle, and
the American man is not that yet.

The great need of America today is more
marriage. But many men are afraid to attempt
to support the modern woman. And this suf-
frage question is making the women less at-
tractive to men. Who would care to marry a
pronounced suffragist? (Laughter.)

Yes, the need is more marriage. America
needs a new Baptism of the old-time masculin-
ity; and the baptism should be by immersion.
We need the old type of feminine woman.

I know that marriage is by the economic con-
dition unduly postponed or prevented alto-
gether, and I deplore this; but I have never
yet heard that the way to treat a disease was
to make it worse.

Mr. Speaker: Many things are to be changed

by feminine suffrage. One of them is the
“double standard,” so-called. Mrs. Pankhurst
lately in this city assured us that this change
is the first thing upon the suffrage programme.
I should like to have her exhibit to me the
statute she would pass on this subject. Its
wording would be interesting. But pray—and
let us be frank—who is it that treats fallen
dwomen most harshly? Is it not woman herself?
{gHer bill would have to be entitled “An Act to
" Reform Women’s views of Women.” And who
! is it that treats a delinquent man with the
" most consideration? Is it not women?

But are not women’s instinets right in this
somewhat easier treatment accorded the young
man? Here he is, equipped by nature with
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powerful passions, out daily in the broad and
tempting world, subjected to temptations which
rarely encompass young women: shall he not
be accorded this charitable treatment? What
would Mrs. Pankhurst do with him? Let this
famous lady try to put some legislative stigma
upon him, (say on his forehead,) and the first
persons to protest would be the young man’s
mother and sisters.

I deplore the immoralities of this age. I
know how the energies of thousands of young
men are dissipated. I would to God that every
young man knew the true dignity of pure man-
hood. I would that every young man had writ-
ten over the lintels of his heart the Tth Chap-
ter of Proverbs as my Mother bade me write
it. But this thing is unreachable by law. Self
restraint is not begotten by statute.

And we all weep too much over prostitutes.
Reform for them is easy. Any one of them in
any American city, desiring to reform, can
wash the paint off, clean up, 'go to the next
town and get honest house work. Laziness and
vanity are largely responsible for their chosen
vocation. We are too lugubrious anyhow over
evil people, lazy people, and criminals generally.
Our stamina seems to be breaking down in this
matter. It would be better were we sadder over
the plight of some honest people. My sym-
pathies are with the hard-working and honest.

Word has gone forth that nothing unflatter-
ing shall be said of women. But if women want
to jump into politics they must not be astonish-
ed to have their pedestals jarred by an occasion-
al truth. Hold on to your halo, when you enter
politics, is a good motto. Women surely can’t
burn property and assault and insult State
Ministers without hearing something about
themselves.

Having declared man to be a tyrant, they
must not get embarrassed when sternly asked
to name the day and date when he became so,
for our mothers did not regard him so.

Mr. Speaker: there is in America today a
forgotten institution known as the “Old Man.”
I know him—you know him. Our mothers knew
him and honored him, and he honored them.
But he is now forgotten and often derided.
Suffragists insult him. I looked upon his frozen
features as he conquered the Antarctic Zone,
while women burned up five millions of
his property at home, made by him with back-
breaking labor. I have seen his face in the
deadly flames of molten metal, where a mis-
movement meant death. I have been with him
in the bowels of steamers and have seen him
wipe the scalding sweat from his face as he
fed hellish furnaces. I have been with him
working on great engines, in work taxing
nerves and strength, where a mistake of a

thousandth of an inch meant ruin. I have been
with him in the grease and slime of repairs
to great engineering apparatus. I have got-
ten up with him in the frosty darkness of the
morning to go to the great shops of the cities,
while leisure America slept. I have eaten with
him his spare breakfasts. I have been with
multitudes of him around the forges of the
world at noon dining from buckets, yet always
cheerful. I have seen him pinned beneath loco-
motives, with his flesh frying on his bones, and
his hand still gripping the throttle, when his
last question was to the passengers and his last
message was to a woman. * * *

This, Mr. Speaker, is man ‘“the Tyrant.”
This is the being of whom Miss Shaw said the
other day, “all we ask of man is that he stand
out of our sunshine.” This is the being who
is no longer able to represent women, who in-
deed misrepresents them, though he furnishes
the world its meal ticket. (Laughter.)

This is the last attempt of the “Old Man”
to save his pants. (Laughter and applause.)

Mr. Speaker: the women of this land, who
do not want the suffrage, are entitled to be
heard on this floor and at the ballot box.
Their case has seldom been adequately stated.
Fear among men, I regret to say, has usually
prevented its statement—fear of alienating
votes. I have stated their case without fear.
My personal regret is that a statement of the
case wears the aspect of hostility to women
and the suffrage. But no thoughtful person
will say that this is so, for I have taken the
position occupied by Mr. Roosevelt, which is
that those whose status is to be changed shall
themselves vote upon the question, demoecratic-
ally. In taking this position I am aware that
many antisuffragists do not concur, believing
that men alone should settle this question;
but in a democracy it should be evident to any
man that society could not long withstand even
a twenty-five percent demand for the ballot.
A ten percent today is quite sufficient to em-
barrass legislators and arouse their fears.

Mr. Speaker: I love masculine men and
feminine women—not women of the rostrum,
not senatorial ladies who cross their limbs in
political wigwams. I love those women whose
functions are so beautifully described in
Byron’s tragedy of Sardanapalus:

“The first of human life is drawn from
woman’s breast,

Our first small words are taught us at her
knee,

And our last sighs are too often breathed
out in a woman’s hearing, when others
have fled the ignoble

Task of watching beside him who led
them.”




