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CONGRESSIONAL ACTION the First Session of the 48th Congress, 1883, 1884.
Early in the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress, Mr. Lapham of New York in the Senate, and
Mr. White of Kentucky in the House introduced a resolution for the submission of a proposition for
a Sixteenth Amendment to the Constitution. The Senate appointed a Select Committee on Woman
Suffrage without the slightest opposition. The Committee on Rules in the House refusing to report
a committee, instructed Mr. Keifer of Ohio to ask leave of the House as to whether one should be
granted. The Congressional Record gives the following report:
In the House, Dec. 19, 1883.— Mr. Keifer —I am directed by the Committee on Rules to report the
resolution which I send to the clerk's desk; but it is my duty to state that while this resolution was
ordered to be reported, it was simply for the purpose of getting the opinion of the House upon the
question of the establishment of the committee named. The report does not express the judgment
of the committee as to the merits of the proposition: but the committee instructed me to submit the
resolution for consideration.
Mr. Mills —I hope this motion will be withheld until the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] can
call up and have concurred in the amendments of the Senate to our resolution for a holiday recess.
Mr. Keifer —The motion which I submit can go over if necessary.—The clerk read as follows:
Resolved, That a Select Committee of seven members be appointed to whom shall be referred all
petitions, bills, and resolves asking for the extension of Suffrage to women of the removal of their
legal disabilities.
Mr. Springer —Has this subject been referred to the Committee on Rules?
The Speaker—It was not referred by any action of the House.
Mr. Springer —Then I make the point of order that it is not properly reported from the committee.
Mr. Keifer —This is not a proposition to amend the standing rules. I ought to state further that I am
personally in favor of the adoption of the resolution.
Mr. Reagan —I move that it be laid on the table.
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The Speaker—The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Keifer] has the floor.
Mr. Springer —I insist on my point of order. Let that be settled. If it is over-ruled I have another point
to make, which is that it has not been reported heretofore, and therefore must lie over one day. I
insist on the other point first.
Mr. Keifer —If there is any doubt upon the question—I think there is none—I have no objection to
letting the matter go over, especially in view of the lateness of the hour. I do not concede that the
point or order is well taken; but, if there be no objection on the part of members of the Committee
on Rules or other gentlemen, I am 2 willing that the resolution shall go over with the understanding
that it shall come up to-morrow.
The Speaker—The resolution will lie over if there be no objection. Mr. Springer —Subject to the point
of order. The Speaker—The point of order is pending.
In the House, Dec. 20, 1883.— Mr. Keifer —Yesterday I offered, as instructed by the Committee on
Rules, a resolution for the appointment of a new committee. I should like to have the clerk report the
proposed resolution.—The clerk read the resolution.
Mr. Springer —Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me a moment?
Mr. Keifer —I do not desire, myself, to discuss the subject, unless some other gentleman wishes to
be heard. If so, I shall yield such time as may be desired, as I do not propose to consume any time
myself except in reply to what may be said by others upon the subject. If the gentleman from Illinois
desires five minutes, I will yield to him.
Mr. Springer —No; I desire to withdraw the objection I made to the consideration of this resolution
on yesterday evening; and also the other objection, so that it may come up on its merits.
Mr. Keifer —Does The gentleman desire to be heard upon the subject?
Mr. Springer —Not at present; I may wish to be heard after a time.
Mr. Keifer —If there is no disposition to debate the resolution, I am sure I have no wish to discuss it.
Mr. Reagan —I hope the gentleman from Ohio will consent to yield to me for a few minutes.
Mr. Keifer —I will yield to the gentleman from Texas not exceeding ten minutes.
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Mr. Reagan —Mr. Speaker, if the framers of the Constitution of the United States, the men who
organized the government of the United States, those who conducted its administration and its lawmaking department for the first fifty years of its existence, could happen to be here now and see and
hear the proposition submitted by the Committee on Rules or by the gentleman from Ohio, as the
case may be. to create a committee to consider the subject of Woman Suffrage, or if they could have
been here on yesterday and heard the House discussing the subject of the creation of the committee
on the alcoholic liquor traffic, the probability is that the first inquiry raised in their minds would be,
have the people of the United States lost the Constitution that we made for them?
Now, sir, suppose we adopt that rule and create that committee, is there one gentleman in this
House who will say that the House can pass a bill upon the subject that any court can enforce, or
that every court in the land would not consider unconstitutional? Then, sir, we propose to take up
a subject to amuse ourselves with because there is a clamor of a certain portion, and perhaps a
very respectable portion, of the people for it. I hope that it will not be considered ungracious in me
that I oppose the wish of any lady. But when she so far misunderstands her duty as to want to go to
working on the roads and making rails and serving in the militia and going into the army, I want to
protect her against it. I do not think that sort of employment suits her sex or her physical strength.
I think also, when we attempt to overturn the social status of the world as it has existed for six
thousand years we ought to begin somewhere where we have a constitutional basis to stand upon.
We had better go to the States which have a right to regulate the interests of society their borders
and see what they wish to do about this. In relation to the question of Suffrage, all who have read
the Constitution or the comments upon it, know that the framers of it provided nowhere that the
power to regulate Suffrage rested in the Congress of the United States, but in providing for 3 the
election of members of this body, the election of the members of the popular branch of Congress,
they provided that they should be elected by electors of the several States as authorized to vote by
the several States. If Congress can not authorize men to vote, will we extend courtesy so far as to
repeal the Constitution and say we can authorize women to vote?
I only rose, sir, for the purpose of making very briefly a protest against kicking about the poor old
Constitution that has been so long forgotten. If it is no longer a binding instrument here, let it rest
in peace and cease to kick it around in their dirt. And I would have said this with reference to the
rule we provided yesterday if I had felt it necessary to say anything. But I suppose whoever clamors
for action here finds a warrant for it in the clamor outside, and it is not necessary to look to the
Constitution for it; it is not necessary to regard the interests of civilization and the experience of ages
in determining our social as well as our political policy; but we will arrange it so that there shall be
no one to nurse the babies, no one to superintend the household, but all shall go into the political
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scramble and we shall go back as rapidly as we can march into barbarism. That is the effect of such
doings as this, disregarding the social interests of society for a clamor that ought never to have
been made. Mr. Speaker, I had no intention to speak on this subject to-day, and am not prepared
to discuss it as it ought to be discussed. As I have said, I only rose to make my protest against this
disregard of the Constitution.
Mr. Wolford —Do I understand the gentleman from Texas to say that a law regulating the
importation and selling of liquor is unconstitutional?
Mr. Reagan —I have not said that. That is a revenue measure. That is not the matter I was talking
about.
Mr. Keifer —I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Belford].
Mr. Belford —I have no doubt that this House will be gratified with the profound respect which
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Reagan] has expressed for the Constitution of the country. The last
distinguished act with which he was connected was its attempted overthrow; and a man who was
engaged in an enterprise of that kind can fight a class to whom his mother belonged.
I desire to know whether a woman is a citizen of the United Stated or an outcast without any political
rights whatever. The gentleman informs us that this resolution is not within the purview and scope
of the constitutional power of Congress. I say it is perfectly competent for the Congress of the United
States to pass a bill, by way of a constitutional amendment at least, to prohibit the States of this
Union from depriving women, our mothers and wives and sisters, of participation in its government.
If we had more of female influence in the political arrangements of this country, I think even the
morals of this House of Representatives might be improved.
What is the proposition presented by the gentleman from Ohio? That we will constitute a committee
to whom shall be referred all petitions presented by the women of this country. Is not the right
of petition a constitutional right? Has not woman in this country at least risen above the rim and
horizon of servitude, discredit, and disgrace, and has she not a right, representing as she does in
many instances great questions of property, to present her appeals to this National Council and have
them wisely and judiciously considered? I think it is due to our wives, daughters, mothers, and sisters
to afford them an avenue through which they can legitimately and judicially reach the ear of this
great Nation.
Mr. Keifer —I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio on the left [Mr. Warner].
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Mr. Warner, of Ohio—I desire time to refer only to the remark of the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Reagan] respecting the committee organized yesterday. I take it nobody claims that Congress has
a right to legislate on the question of traffic in alcoholic 4 liquors in the States; but over the interState traffic in alcoholic liquors the government of the United States has sole jurisdiction. We shall
probably hear from the gentlemen from Texas at no distant day claiming the right of Congress to
inquire into the inter-State traffic of everything else, and why not alcoholic liquors! This is a product
from which we raise something like $50,000,000 by taxes annually. It is not competent then for a
committee of this House to inquire into that traffic? In my judgment it is, and it is no infringement
whatever of the Constitution of the United States. I did not rise to discuss the questions involved
in the resolutions offered by the gentleman from Ohio, but simply to reply to the gentleman from
Texas.
Mr. Keifer —I do not desire to take more than a minute or two of time in advocating the adoption
of this resolution unless other gentlemen desire to speak. On yesterday, when the resolution was
offered, I complied fully I believe with my instructions a given by the Committee on Rules, when I
stated that I was not authorized to say to the House that this resolution expressed the judgment
and views of that committee. But I do not wish the statement to go any further than that. I do not
understand that the committee was especially opposed to the resolution, but it rather felt, in view of
its importance, that it ought to be brought before the House and the House left to pass upon it.
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Reagan], who is always fair and always candid, has hardly reviewed
the whole scope of this resolution, or he would not have gone so far as to say that a committee
constituted under it could report nothing to the House that would be constitutional. Even we should
agree, as we do not, wholly to his notions on the subject of States’ rights, it would be proper to say
that we still hold within the sovereignty of the government of the United States, specially given by
the Constitution, the right legislate for the District of Columbia. Nay, more, we have the right to
legislate for all of the territories, organized and unorganized, of this country. Does the gentleman
assert that we could not constitutionally pass a law affecting the rights and liberties of women,
determining and defining their citizenship, etc., in the District of Columbia and in the territories
belonging to the United States? I suppose the gentleman would make that exception.
Mr. Reagan —It merely occurs to me that as the men of the District Columbia are not permitted to
vote, probably they want the women to vote.
Mr. Keifer —The gentleman avoids the question by saying that we do not give to the men of this
District the right to vote. We have done so in years gone by and then we repealed that law. We have
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the power to again authorize them to vote, and also the constitutional power to enfranchise the
women of the District of Columbia.
Mr. Reagan —If the gentleman will allow me, I will admit that I made my statement too broad.
I do not mean to deny the right of Congress to legislate for the District of Columbia and for the
territories. But the resolution as introduced is general and is not limited to them; it is general and
applies to everything.
Mr. Keifer —Very well. We have gotten rid of the serious objection made to the adoption of the
resolution, to wit, that there was nothing that could be done by that committee that would be
constitutional. We find it now admitted and conceded that this committee could consider rightfully
all petitions and memorials that might come before it relating to the right of women in the District of
Columbia and in all the territories of the United States.
It is proper to say that by a reservation put in every charter act of an organized territory we hold the
right to annual all of the territorial laws. In fact they are supposed to be approved by the Congress
as fast as they are passed by the territorial Legislatures. All the charters of the territories require
them to send their laws here for our approval, and we may disapprove and thus annual them. And
we must remember, Mr. Speaker, that we stand here committed in a large sense to the matter of
Woman 5 Suffrage. In the Territory of Wyoming and in the Territory of Utah, for fifteen years past
women have had the right to vote on all questions that men can vote upon; and the Congress of the
United States has stood by without disapproving these legislative acts of those territories.
Mr. Reagan —I have answered the question of my friend from Ohio [Mr. Keifer] as to jurisdiction.
Now,if it would not interrupt the line of his argument, I would like to ask him if he would assume that
under the general terms to this resolution Congress could pass any act on this subject which would
extend into a State?
Mr. Keifer —I will come to that question, but I would rather not undertake to state everything in one
sentence. I was stating that we to-day stand committed by our negative action, and have so stood
for fifteen years, in favor of Woman Suffrage in the territories of the United States. And we now have
before us a law passed at the last session of the Legislative of the Territory of Washington, giving to
the women of that Territory the right to vote. We have not passed upon the question one way or the
other, but we have the right to pass upon it. This I think seems to dispose sufficiently of the question
of constitutional legislative power without trampling upon the toes of any State rights man.
The right of petition belongs to all persons within the limit of our republic, and with the right of
petition goes the right on the part of the Congress of the United States through constitutional means
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to grant relief. If it be true, as gentlemen assume, than there is no constitutional power to pass a law
that will grant to women right and privileges which we think should belong to them, then we have
the right under the Constitution to propose amendments to the Constitution so as to enfranchise
the women of this country. For that reason we might have a committee to consider the question,
and it would not be unconstitutional for that committee to report an amendment to the Constitution
o as to give to women the right to vote. Do gentlemen claim it is unconstitutional to amend the
Constitution? I know that claim was made at one time on the floor of this House and on the floor of
the Senate. When it was proposed to abolish slavery in the United States, distinguished gentlemen
argued that it was unconstitutional to amend the Constitution so ass to abolish slavery. But all that
has passed away, and we now find ourselves in the light of the present, seeing clearly that we may
amend the Constitution in any way we please, pursuing always the proper constitutional methods of
doing so.
There are consideration due to the women of this country which ought not to be lightly thrust aside.
For thirty-five years they have been petitioning and holding conventions and demanding that certain
relief should be granted them, to the extent of allowing them to exercise the right of Suffrage. It is
true they are not united upon that subject. But in that thirty-five years we have seen great things
accomplished. We have seen some of the subtleties of the common law that were spread over this
country swept away. There is hardly anybody anywhere who now adheres to the doctrine that a
married woman can not make a contract, and that she has no rights or liabilities except those that
are centered in her husband. Even the old common-law maxim that “husband and wife are one,
and that one the husband,” has been largely modified under the influence of these ladies, these
patriotic, earnest ladies, who have taken hold of this question and enlightened the world upon it.
There are now in the vault of this capitol hundreds of petitions for relief, sent un here by women and
by those who believe that they ought to have certain rights and privileges of citizenship granted to
them. For sixteen years there has been regularly held in this city, annually, a convention composed
of representative ladies from all parts of the country. These conventions, as well as various State and
local conventions, have been appealing for relief; and they ought not to be met by the statement
that we will 6 not even give them the poor privilege of a committee to whom their petitions and
memorials may be referred.
We have made some progress. In 1871 there was a very strong report made in this House in
favor of woman Suffrage. Notwithstanding the notion that we must stand by al our old ladies,
*
the Supreme Court of the United States, after deliberately considering the question, admitted a
woman to practice at the bar of that Court. A hundred years ago, in the darkness of which some
gentlemen desire still to live, I suppose they would not have done this. But there has been a great
deal of progress in various ways. Favorable reports on this subject were made by the Committee
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on Privilege and Election in the Senate of the Forty-fifth Congress, and in the last Congress by a
select committee of the Senate and of the House, although there was no favorable action by either
branch of Congress. The Senate of the United States in the present Congress has already appointed
a committee on the subject of Woman Suffrage. The Legislatures of many of the States have taken
hold of the subject and expressed their judgement on the matter. There has been a great deal of
progress in that direction. The Senate and the House of Representatives of the last (Forty-seventh)
Congress each provided a Select Committee to whom all matters relating to Woman Suffrage could
be referred. Will this House take a step backward on this question?

* But it was after five years of persistent appeal to Congress by Mrs. Lockwood, and the
enactment of a law, by overwhelming majorities in both Houses, prohibiting the Supreme Court
from denying admission to lawyers on account of sex, that this act of justice was accomplished.
—[ Eds.
I want especially to notify the gentleman from Texas that we are not standing still on this question.
We are moving in the light of the age or civilization in which we live; and for one I expect the next
generation of people will be better and wiser than the present, and that they will see things more
clearly than we do now. I believe in progŕess in civilization and, if you please, in all other things,
especially in politics, Eleven States—New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, New York, Michigan,
Kentucky, Minnesota, Nebraska, Kansas, Colorado and Oregon—have authorized women to vote
for school trustees and members of school boards. I always desire to be accurate when making a
statement, and therefore when I say that Kentucky has authorized women to vote for members of
school boards I must say that this right has been somewhat limited; but it concedes the principle.
Kentucky only extends this right to widows who have children and pay taxes. But the principles is
the same. This action shows that there is progress on this subject in Kentucky as well as in many
of the other States. Women are nominated and voted for not only in the eleven States and three
territories I have named, but in nearly all the Northern and Western States. Pennsylvania, Illinois
and Iowa have large numbers of women county superintendents of public schools. And let me say,
for the benefit of the Democratic party, that in the great progressive Western State of Kansas the
Democracy have risen so high as to nominate and vote for a woman for State superintendent of
public schools. This they did at the last election. So there has been a little growing away from those
old ideas and notions, even among the Democracy. In the progressive State of Kansas, in the country
of Harper, there was recently elected—I do not know how many Democrats assisted in the election
—a woman to fill the office of county clerk. Thus we are permitting women to fill public offices. Why
should they not participate in the election of officers who are to govern them? We require them to
pay taxes; there are a great many burdens imposed upon them, and shall we not allow them the
poor privilege of having a committee to whom their petitions and their prayers may be sent? Kansas,
Michigan, Colorado and Nebraska have in recent years submitted the question of Woman Suffrage
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to a vote of the people, and more than one-third of the 7 electors of each of these States voted in
favor of that proposition. Oregon has now a similar proposition pending before her people.
As I have referred to the matter of taxation, let me say that laws of all the States women are required
to pay taxes; but we practically working on the theory that these women are to he taxed without
the right of representation. Taxation without representation led to the separation of the colonies
from the mother country. The colonies were not so much opposed to being taxed as they were
to being taxed without representation. The old patriots of that day conceived the idea that there
was a principle somewhere involved in the right of representation. So they evolved and formulated
that Revolutionary maxim, “Millions for defense, but not one cent for tribute.” The basis of that
maxim was that they would not give to the payment of taxes without the right of representation.
Revolution and war made representation and taxation correlative. But the States tax all women on
their property. For illustration, 8,000 women of Boston and 34,000 in the State of Massachusetts pay
$2,000,000 of taxes, one-eleventh of the entire tax of the great and wealthy State. The same ratio of
taxation will be found to prevail in all the other States.
And, Mr. Speaker, program has gone on elsewhere than in the United States. England has been
moving forward in this matter, and we should not stand behind her in anything. Since 1869 all
women who are householders had the right throughout England to vote on all municipal and school
questions, and by a very close vote in England at the last session of Parliament a resolution was
rejected in the House of Commons extending to women the full right to a Parliamentary vote.
The resolution was lost by only nine votes, I believe. Under the laws of that country women are
elected to the office of poor-law guardian. In England and Scotland there are now thirty-six women
performing the duties of poor-law guardians. Canada, too, has been moving forward in this matter.
Her Parliament has been agitating the question, and by a very close vote the matter passes over in
the last session.
There is one little spot on the face of the globe, one little isle tributary to that great civilized nation,
England, that gives to woman the full right to vote, and that is the Isle of Man. Singular that the name
should be so connected with this advanced step in civilization. But that isle, small as it is, has set an
example to the world on this subject. And we are going to follow it some of these days. It may be
when the gentlemen from Texas [Mr. Reagan] and your humble servant have passed away, but it will
be in better days than now. Mr. Speaker, I have offered these suggestions because I believe one-half
of the population of the United States should not be cut off from the poor privilege of having a home
for the petitions and memorials which may be sent up here in accordance with the Constitution of
the country. Unless there be some special reason for extending the debate I shall now demand the
previous question.
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Mr. Reagan —I wish to offer an amendment and to say a word in response to what has fallen from
the gentlemen from Ohio.
Mr. Keifer —I am not authorized by the Committee on Rules to permit an amendment to be offered.
I am acting under limited instructions. I will yield, however, to the gentleman from Texas for a few
minutes, if he wishes to be heard, but I can not permit his amendment to be offered.
Mr. Reagan —I will state, then, what my amendment would have been if the gentleman had
permitted me to offer it. I would have moved to add to the end of the resolution the words, “in the
territories of the United States and in the District of Columbia,” in order to limit the resolution to
what Congress might to do, and not leave it general, to cover what the gentleman substantially
confess Congress has not the power to do, and that is to make laws in reference to the right of
Suffrage which would 8 extend to the States. The gentleman from Ohio has set himself up as the
champion of the rights of the ladies of this country, but I am sure he does not have a more profound
respect for them than I do. And what I have said is because I have too much respect for them to see
them taken out of their true sphere of action and placed where the God of nature and the common
judgment of mankind never intended they should be.
Mr. Keifer —I have been willing to be indulgent and to allow debate on this subject, and now I wish
only to say in reply to the gentleman from Texas that I suppose he has now expressed what really
is his objection to this resolution. I am one of those, however, who do not believe that to give to
women common rights and privileges will degrade them, but on the contrary I believe it will ennoble
them; and I believe further that to put them on an equality in the matter of rights and privileges
with men will enhance their charms and not lessen their beauty. I now insist on my demand for the
previous question. The previous question was ordered.
Mr. Keifer moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous question was ordered; and also
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. The latter motion was agreed to.
Mr. Belford demanded the yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolution. The yeas and nays were
ordered. The question was taken, and it was decided in the negative—yeas, 85; nays, 124; not voting,
*
112. So the resolution was not agreed to.
* Yeas —G. E. Adams, Atkinson, Belford, Boutelle, W. W. Brown, Brumm, Budd, Calkins, Cannon,
Chace, W. W. Culbertson, Cutcheon, G. R. Davis, Dingley, Dowd, Dunham, I. N. Evans, Everhart,
George, Goff, Greenleaf, Hart, Haynes, Hepburn, Hiscock, Hitt, Holmes, Holton, Hooper, Hopkins,
Horr, Houk, Howey, James, Jeffords, Johnson, Kean, Keifer, Lacey, Lawrence, Libbey, Long, Lore,
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Lyman, McCoid, McComas, McCormick, McKinley, Milliken, Morey, Morgan, Morrill, Moulton, Nutting,
Ochiltree, O'Hare, Charles, O'Neill, Parker, Payson, Perkins, Peters, Pettibone, Phelps, Ranney, G. W.
Ray, Ossian Ray, Reed, J. S. Robinson, Rowell, C. R. Skinner, Smish, Steele, Stone, C. A. Summer, E. B.
Taylor, J. D. Taylor, Thomas, Tully, Vance, Wait, Ward, Milo White, E. B. Winans, John Winans, Yaple—
85.
Nays —Alexander, Bagley, Ballentine, Barbour, Barksdale, Belmont, Bennett, Bland, Blount,
Breckinridge, Breitung, Broadhead, Buchanan, Buckner, Cabell, F. Campbell, Carleton, Cassidy,
Clay, Clements, Cobb, Connolly, Converse, Cosgrove, Crisp, D. R. Culberson, Deuster, Dibrell,
Dorsheimer, Duncan, Dunn, Eaton, Eldredge, Elliott, Ellis, Ferrell, Findlay, Finerty, Follett, Foran,
Forney, Fyan, Geddes, Gibson, Glascock, Green, Guenther, Halsell, Hancock, W. H. Hatch, Hemphill,
D. B. Henderson, Henley, Herbert, A. S. Hewitt, Hill, Hoblitzell, Houseman, Hunt, B. W. Jones, J. H.
Jones, J. K. Jones, King, Kleiner, Lamb, Lanham, Lowry, McMillin, Matson, Maybury, J. F. Miller, Mills,
Mitchell, Money, Morrison, Muldrow, Murphy, Murray, Mutchler, Nicholls, Paige, Patton, Payne,
Pierce, S. W. Peel, Pryor, Pusey, Reagan, Robertson, J. H. Rogers, W. F. Rogers, Scales, Seney, Seymour,
Singleton, T. G. Skinner, Snyder, Spriggs, Springer, Charles Stewart, Storm, D. H. Summer, Talbott, J.
M. Taylor, Thompson, Throckmorton, Tucker, Oscar Turner, Van Alstyne, Van Eaton, Richard Warner,
Washburn, Weaver, Wellborn, Weller, Wemple, Wilkins, Williams, Willis, W. I. Wilson, G. D. Wise,
Wolford, Woodward, Young—124.
Not voting —J. J. Adams, Aiken, Anderson, Arnot, Barr, Bayne, Beach, Bingham, Bisbee, Balckburn,
Blanchard, Bowen, Boyle, Brainerd, F. B. Brewer, J. H. Brewer, T. M. Browne, Burleigh, Burnes,
Caldwell, J. M. Campbell, Candler, Clardy, Collins, Cook, Covington, S. S. Cox, W. R. Cox, Cullen,
Curtin, Dargan, Davidson, L. H. Davis, R. T. Davis, Dibble, Dockery, Ellwood, Ermentrout, J. H. Evins,
Hiedler, Graves, Hammond, Hanback, Hardeman, Hardy, Harmer, H. H. Hatch, T. J., Henderson,
G. W. Hewitt, Holman, Hurd, Hutchins, J. T. Jones, Jordan, Kasson, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Laird,
Le Fevre, Lewis, Lovering, Mackey, McAdoo, Mayo, Millard, S. H. Miller, Morse, Muller, Neece,
Nelson, Oates, J. J. O'Neill, S. J. Peelle, Poland, Post, Potter, Price, Randall, Rankin, Reese, Rice, Riggs,
George D. Robinson, W. E. Robinson, Rosecrans, Russell, Ryan, Shaw, Shelley, Slocum, Spooner,
Stephenson, Stevens, J. W. Stewart, Stockslager, Strait, Struble, Tillman, Townshend, H. G. Turner,
Valentine, Wadsworth, Wakefield, A. J. Warner, J. D. White, Whiting, James, Wilson, J. S. Wise, Wood,
Worthington, York—112.
Mr. Horr —I desire to state that I was paired on political questions with Governor Curtin, of
Pennsylvania, but not looking upon this as such a question, I have voted.

9
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Immediately after the return of the members from their holiday recess Miss Anthony, who spent
the winter in Washington the guest of Mr. and Mrs. C.W. Spofford of the Riggs House, addressed
letters to the 112 absentees, asking each how he would have voted had he been present the 20th
of December. 52 replies were received, 26 from Republicans, all of whom would have voted yes;
*
†
26 from Democrats, 10 of whom would voted yes, 10 no, and 6 could not tell which way they
would have voted. It was the hope of Miss Anthony to find a sufficient number of yeas among the
absentees to justify the making of another effort to raise a committee. And it was in view of the
respectable result of the 36 plus 85, equal to 121 votes, only 14 of which were by Democrats, that the
Hon. John D. White of Kentucky, trusting that the Republican ninority would vote nearly a solid yes
for the measure, moved, February 7, 1884, to so amend rule X as to give us a standing Committee
“On the Political Rights of Women,” to consist of eleven members. But, alas, the temper of the
majority was exhausted, the Democracy refusing even to allow the yeas and nays to be taken on the
motion. Mr. White made the following earnest appeal to the House:

* The Republicans who would have voted yes, were: Cullen, Ellwood, Henderson, III; Browne,
Peele, Ind: Struble, Wilson Ia.; Hanback, Ryan, Kan.; White, Ky., Kellogg, La.; Russell, Mass.,
Nelson, Wakefield, Minn.; Laird, Neb.; Brewer, N. J.; Brewer, N. Y.; Bayne, Bingham, Kelley;
Harmer; Miller, Pa.; Mackey, S. C.; Poland, Stewart, Vt.; Pierce, Wis.—26.
† The Democrats who would have voted yes, were: Rosecrans, Cal.; Candler, Ga.; Worthington,
III; Blanchard, La.; Morse, Mass.; O'Niel, Mo.; Robinson, N. Y., Warner, O., one without a name
—10
The House having under consideration the report from the Committee on Rules, and especially
a proposition by Mr. White of Kentucky, to amend rule X by inserting after the line “on revision of
the laws, to consist of eleven members,” the following, to wit, “On the political rights of women, to
consist of eleven members”—
Mr. White, of Kentucky—Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I can occupy my time better than by
reciting what has been said on his subject by other persons. It seems to me to be an anomalous
state of affairs that in a great Nation like this, one-half of the people should have no committee to
which they could address their appeals. If a petition on this subject here in one form it goes to the
Judiciary Committee, if it comes here in another form it will go to another committee; and petitions
in reference to the political rights of women cover such a great field of investigation, that at least
eleven members of this House ought to be given to the consideration of the subject. In the Senate
a committee has been given to the women of the Nation where they can be heard. In this House, at
the last Congress, a Select Committee was provided very much in the nature of the four additional
clerks given this morning to the House post-office, only to run through the session of Congress
and then be dropped out. Now I propose that such a committee shall be a part of the rules of the
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House. My proposition is to amend rule X, so that the Speaker shall appoint at the commencement
of each Congress a standing committee which shall consist of eleven members, and shall be known
as the “Committee on the Political Rights of Women.” 10 During the last session of Congress the
*
Chairman of the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage failed to call the committee together, and I
was requested to do so in his absence, being second on the committee, as follows:

* Mr. Camp of Auborn, N. Y.
Washington, D. C., December 6, 1884.
Sir: In the absence of the chairman of the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage, the undersigned
respectfully request that you do at an early day give notice of a meeting of said committee for the
purpose of considering matters referred to the same.
Respectfully, etc., W. P. Hepburn. J. C. Sherwin. Hon. John D. White. E. F. Stone.
Pursuant to that request I called a meeting, and from time to time we considered petitions like the
following, which was referred to that committee January 11, 1883.
To the Senate and House of Representative of the United States:
The undersigned, citizens of Massachusetts, officers and members representing the National
Woman Suffrage Association of Massachusetts, respectfully petition your honorable body to submit
an amendment to the United States Constitution which shall prohibit the several States from
disfranchising citizens on account of sex.
Harriette Robinson Shattuck, President National Woman Suffrage Association of Massachusetts;
Harriet H. Robinson, Louise Bright; Hannah M. Todd, Secretary; Nancy Willard Covell, Emma Frances
Clary, M. A. Dunbar, J. D. Foster; Sarah Stoddard Eddy, Vice-President; Julia A. C. Smith, Salome
Merritt, M. D.; Mary R. Brown, Treasurer; E. S. Barker.
Finally our committee adopted a report, which was referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to
be printed, March 1, 1883, as follows:
The Select Committee on Woman Suffrage, to whom was referred H. Res. 255, proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the United States to secure the right of Suffrage to citizens of the
United States without regard to sex, having considered the same, respectfully report:

Congressional action in the first session of the 48th Congress, 1883, 1884 http://www.loc.gov/resource/rbnawsa.n8338

In attempting to comprehend the vast results that could and would be attained by the adoption of
the proposed article to the Constitution, a few considerations are presented that are claimed by
the friends of Woman Suffrage to be worthy of the most serious attention, among which are the
following:
I. There are vast interests in property vested in women, which property is affected by the taxation
and legislation, without the owners having voice or representation in regard to it. The adoption of
the proposed amendment would remove a manifest injustice.
II. Consider the unjust discrimination made against women in industrial and educational pursuits,
and against those who are compelled to earn a livelihood by work of hand or brain. By conferring
upon such the right of Suffrage, their condition, it is claimed, would be greatly improved by the
enlargement of their influence.
III. The questions of social and family relations are of equal importance to and affect as many
woman as men. Giving to women in the enactment of laws pertaining to divorce and the custody of
children and division of property would be merely recognizing an undeniable right.
IV. Municipal regulations in regard to houses of prostitution, of gambling, of retail liquor traffic, and
of all other abominations of modern society, might be shaped very differently and more perfectly
were women allowed the ballot.
V. If women had a voice in legislation, the momentous question of peace and war, which may act
with such fearful intensity upon women, might be settled with less bloodshed.
VI. Finally, there is no condition, status in life, of rich or poor; no question, moral or political; no
interest, present or future; no ties, foreign or domestic; no issues, local or national; no phase of
human life, in which the mother is not equally interested with the father, the daughter with the son,
the sister with the brother. Therefore the one should have equal voice with the other in moulding
the destiny of this Nation.
Believing these considerations to be so important as to challenge the attention of all patriotic
citizens, and that the people have a right to be heard in the only authoritative manner recognized
by the Constitution, we report the accompanying resolution with a 11 favorable recommendation in
order that the people, through the Legislatures of their respective States, may express their views.
Now, Mr. Speaker, women consider they have the same political rights as men. I might read from
such distinguished authority as Miss Susan B. Anthony, whose name has been jeered in her
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native State, and who has been prosecuted there for voting, but who stands before the American
people to-day the peer of any woman in the Nation, and the superior of half the men occupying a
representative capacity. It does seem to me hard that when a woman like this comes to Congress,
instructed by thousands and tens of thousands of her sex, in order to be heard she should be
compelled to hang around the doors of the Judiciary Committee, or the doors of some other
committee-room, preëminently occupied with other matters. But we are told there is no room. Yet
we have a room where lobbyists of every sort are provided for. And we are to be told that no room in
this wing of the capitol can be had where respectable women of the Nation can present arguments
for the calm consideration by their friends in this body? I say that such should be the case puts this
House in an anomalous situation. I ask simply for the opportunity to be afforded the representatives
of the political rights of women to be heard in making respectful argument to the law-making power
of the Nation. I ask you to give them a suitable committee-room where their friends on this floor
may hear their petitions and be able to present in the best shape their side of the question.
I do not propose to go into the constitutional question in reference to the political rights of women,
as that would extend my remarks far beyond the time allotted to me in this debate. I yield for one
minute to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cutcheon].
Mr. Cutcheon —Mr. Speaker, ever since the organization of this House I have received petitions from
my constituents in regard to this matter of the political rights of women, but under the action of the
House in its organization there seems to be no committee to which they could properly be referred.
A few years since, when this question of Woman Suffrage was submitted to the people in my State,
more than forty thousand electors were in favor of it. It seems to me, without committing ourselves
on the question of the political rights of women, it is but respectful to a very large number of people
in all our States that there should be a committee to receive and consider and report upon these
petitions which come to us from time to time.
Mr. White, of Kentucky—I desire now to call the attention of the House to what I consider a
grievance. Not long since we occupied weeks in considering the wrongs that a general in the late
war [Fitz-John Porter] was supposed to have suffered, and we undertook to rectify those wrongs.
I call the attention of the House to the greater wrong that Miss Anna Ella Carroll has suffered, the
lady who planned the campaign of the Tennessee, which resulted in Sherman's victorious march
to the sea during the late war, and which prevented recognition of the Southern confederacy, and
which to-day makes our flag float over one Nation; and simply, I believe, because she is a woman
and can not herself, and because she has no political power to bring to bear. She can not go to West
Point and get the whole strength of that institution, not bring to bear its various instrumentalities for
influencing legislation here. Consequently for twenty years her claim has been dishonored. That this
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House and the country at large may know something of the great injustice to which Miss Anna Ella
Carroll has been subjected I submit the following report, which was committed to the Committee of
the Whole House, March 3, 1881:
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom the memorial of Anna Ella Carroll was referred, asking
National recognition and reward for services rendered the United States during the war between the
States, after careful consideration of the same, submit the following:
In the autumn of 1861 the great question as to whether the Union could be saved or whether it was
hopelessly subverted depended on the ability of the government to 12 open the Mississippi and
deliver a fatal blow upon the resources of the confederate power. The original plan was to reduce
the formidible fortifications by descending this river, aided by the gunboat fleet then in preparation
for the object. President Lincoln has reserved to himself the special direction of this expedition, but
before it was prepared to move he became convinced that the obstacles to be encountered were
too grave and serious for the success which the exigencies of the crisis demanded, and the plan
was then abandoned, and the armies diverted up the Tennessee river, and thence southward to the
center of the confederate power.
The evidence before this committee completely establishes the fact that Miss Anna Ella Carroll was
the author of this change of plan, which involved a transfer of the national forces to their new base
in North Mississippi and Alabama, in command of the Memphis and Charleston railroad; that she
devoted time and money in the autumn of 1861 to the investigation of its feasibility is established
by the sworn testimony of L. D. Evans, Chief-Justice of the Supreme Court of Texas, to the Military
Committee of the United States Senate in the Forty-second Congress (see pages 40, 41 of memorial);
that after that investigation she submitted her plan in writing to the War Department at Washington,
placing it in the hands of Col. Thomas A. Scott, Assistant Secretary of War, as is confirmed by his
statement (see page 38 of memorial), also confirmed by the statement of Hon. B.F. Wade, Chairman
of the Committee on the Conduct of the War, made to the same committee (see page 38), and of
President Lincoln and Secretary Stanton (see page 31 of memorial); also by Hon. O.H. Browning, of
Illinois, Senator during the war, in confidential relations with President Lincoln and Secretary Stanton
(see page 39 of memorial); also that of Hon. Elisha Whittlesey, Comptroller of the Treasury (see page
41, memorial); also by Hon. Thomas H. Hicks, Governor of Maryland, and by Hon. Frederick Feckey's
affidavit, Comptroller of the Public Works of Maryland (see page 127 of memorial); by Hon. Reverdy
Johnson (see pages 26 and 41, memorial); Hon. George Vickers, United States Senator from Maryland
(see page 41, memorial); again by Hon. B. F. Wade (see page 41, memorial), Hon. J. T. Headley (see
page 43, memorial), Rev. Dr. R. J. Breckinridge on services (see page 47, memorial), Prof. Joseph
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Henry, Rev. Dr. Hodge, of Theological Seminary at Princeton (see page 30, memorial); remarkable
interviews and correspondence of Judge B.F. Wade (see pages 23-26 of memorial).
That this campaign prevented the recognition of Southern independence by its fatal effects on the
confederate States is shown by letters from Hon. Cassius M. Clay (see pages 40, 43 of memorial), and
by his letters from St. Petersburgh; also those of Mr. Adams and Mr. Dayton from London and Paris
(see pages 100-102 of memorial).
That the campaign defeated national bankruptcy, then imminent, and opened the way for the
system of finance to defend the federal cause is shown by the debates of the period in both Houses
of Congress (see utterances of Mr. Spalding, Mr. Diven, Mr. Thaddeus Stevens, Mr. Roscoe Conkling,
Mr. John Sherman, Mr. Henry Wilson, Mr. Fessenden, Mr. Trumbull, Mr. Foster, Mr. Garrett Davis, Mr.
John J. Crittenden, etc., found for convenient reference in appendix to memorial, pages 47-59). Also
therein the opinion of the English press as to why the Union could not be restored.
The condition of the struggle can best be realized as depicted by the leading statesmen in Congress
previous to the execution of these military movements (see synopsis of debates from Congressional
Globe, pages 21, 22 of memorial). The effect of this campaign upon the country and the anxiety to
find out and reward the author are evidenced by the resolution of Mr. Roscoe Conkling, in the House
of Representatives, 24th of February, 1862 (see debates on the origin of the campaign, pages 39-63
of memorial). But it was deemed prudent to make no public claim as to authorship while the war
lasted (see Col. Scott's view, page 32 of memorial).
The wisdom of the plan was proven, not only by the absolute advantages which resulted, giving the
mastery of the conflict to the national arms and ever more assuring their success even against the
powers of all Europe should they have combined, but it was likewise proven by the failures to open
the Mississippi or win any decided success on the plan first devised by the government.
It is further conclusively shown that no plan, order, letter, telegram or suggestion of Tennessee
river as the line of invasion has ever been produced except in the paper submitted by Miss Carroll
on the 30th of November, 1861, and her subsequent letters to the government as the campaign
progressed.
It is further shown to this committee that the able and patriotic publications of memorialist, in
pamphlets and newspapers, with her high social influence, not only largely contributed to the cause
of the Union in her own State, Maryland (see Governor Hick's letters, page 27, memorial), but exerted
a wide and salutary influence on all the border States (see Howard's report, page 33 and page 75 of
memorial).
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These publications were used by the government as war measures, and the debate in Congress
shows that she was the first writer on the war powers of the government (see page 45 of memorial).
Leading statesmen and jurists bore testimony to their value, including President Lincoln, Secretaries
Chase, Stanton, Seward, Welles, Smith, Attorney-General Bates, Senators Browning, Doolittle,
Collamer, Cowan, Reverdy Johnson and Hicks, Hon. Horace Binney, Hon. Benjamin H. Brewster, Hon.
William M. Merdith, Hon. Robert J. Walker, Hon. Charles O'Conor, Hon. Edwards Pierrepont, Hon.
Edward Everett, Hon. Thomas Corwin, Hon. Francis Thomas, of Maryland, and many others found in
memorial.
The Military Committee, through Senator Howard, in the Forty-first Congress, third session,
document No. 337, unanimously reported that Miss Carroll did cause the change of the military
expedition from the Mississippi to the Tennessee river, etc., and the aforesaid committee, in the
Forty-second Congress, second session, document No. 167, as found in memorial, reported through
the Hon. Henry Wilson the evidence and bill in support of this claim.
Again, in the Forty-fourth Congress, the Military Committee of the House favorably considered this
claim, and General A. S. Williams was prepared to report, and being prevented by want of time,
placed on record that this claim is incontestably established, and that the country owes to Miss
Carroll a large and honest compensation, both in money and honors, for her services in the national
crisis.
In view of all the facts, this committee believe that the thanks of the Nation are due Miss Carroll,
and that they are fully justified in recommending that she be placed on the pension-rolls of the
government as a partial measure of recognition for her public service, and report herewith a bill for
such purpose, and recommend its passage.
Hon. E. M. Stanton came into the War Department in 1862, pledged to execute the Tennessee
campaign.
Statement from Hon. B. F. Wade, Chairman of the Committee on the Conduct of the War. April 4, 1876.
Dear Miss Carroll: I had no part in getting up the committee; the first intimation to me was that I had
been made the head of it. But I never shirked a public duty, and at once went to work to do all that
was possible to save the country. We went fully into the examination of the several plans for military
operations then knows to the government; and we saw plainly enough that the time it must take to
execute any of them would make it fatal to the Union.
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We were in the deepest despair, until just at this time Colonel Scott informed me that there was a
plan already devised that if executed with secrecy would open the Mississippi and save the national
cause. I went immediately to Mr. Lincoln and talked the whole matter over. He said he did not
himself doubt that the plan was feasible, but said there was one difficulty in the way, that no military
or naval man had any idea of such a movement, it being the work of a civilian, and none of them
would believe it safe to make such an advance upon only a navigable river, with no protection but
a gunboat fleet, and they would not want to take the risk. He said it was devised by Miss Carroll,
and military men were extremely jealous of all outside interference. I plead earnestly with him, for I
found there were influences in his Cabinet then averse to his taking the responsibility, and wanted
everything done in deference to the views of McClellen and Halleck. I said to Mr. Lincoln, “You know
we are now in the last extremity, and you have to choose between adopting and at once executing
a plan that you believe to be the right one, and save the country, or defer to the opinions of military
men in command and lose the country.” He finally decided he would take the initiative; but there
was Mr. Bates, who had suggested the gunboat fleet and wanted to advance down the Mississippi,
as originally designed; but after a little he came to see no result could be achieved on that mode of
attack, and he united with us in favor of the change of expedition as you recommended.
After repeated talks with Mr. Stanton, I was entirely convinced that if placed at the head of the
War Department he would have your plan executed victoriously, as he fully believed it was the
only means of safety, as I did. Mr. Lincoln, on my suggesting Stanton, asked me how the leading
Republicans would take it; that Stanton was so fresh from the Buchanan Cabinet and so many things
said of him. I insisted he was our man withal, and brought him and Lincoln into communication,
and Lincoln was entirely satisfied; but as soon as it got out the doubters came to the front; Senators
and members called on me; I sent them to Stanton and told them to decide for themselves. The
gunboats were then nearly ready for the Mississippi expedition, and Mr. Lincoln agreed, as soon
as they were, to start the Tennessee movement. It was 14 determined that as soon as Mr. Stanton
came in the Department, Colonel Scott should go out to the Western armies and make ready for the
campaign, is pursuance of your plan, as he has testified before committees.
It was a great work to get the matter started; you have no idea of it. We almost fought for it. If ever
there was a righteous claim on earth you have one. I have often been sorry that, knowing all this as
I did then, I had not publicly declared you as the author. But we were fully alive to the importance of
absolute secrecy. I trusted but very few of our people, but to pacify the country I announced from
the Senate that the armies were about to move and inaction was no longer to be tolerated, and Mr.
Fessenden, head of the Finance Committee, who had been told of the proposed advance, also stated
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in the Senate that what would be achieved in a few more days would satisfy the country and astound
the world.
As the expedition advanced Mr. Lincoln, Mr. Stanton and myself frequently alluded to your
extraordinary sagacity and unselfish patriotism, but all agreed that you should be recognized for
your most noble services, and property rewarded for the same. The last time I saw Mr. Stanton he
was on his death-bed; he was then most earnest in his desire to have you come before Congress, as
I told you soon after, and said if he lived he would see that justice was awarded you. This I have told
you often since, and I believe the truth in this matter will finally prevail. B. F. Wade.
Now, Mr. Speaker, contrast the case of this brave, patriotic, self-sacrificing woman with that of the
selfish, jealous, and disobedient Fitz-John Porter. So far as the action of this House can do it the
latter has been complimented for the inactivity which resulted in the loss of a great battle to the
Union cause during the late unpleasantness, while it has done nothing but ignore the just claim of
the former. Does any one doubt for one moment, that had Miss Carroll possessed the powerful
political influence of Fitz-John Porter, and he obscured by the lack of it, that he would have been
shot as a traitor, and she long ago received every dollar advanced by her to save the Nation, and her
name honored as Sherman's and Grant's?
Wendell Phillips says:
Suppose that woman is essentially inferior to man; she still has rights. Grant that Mrs. Norton never
could be Byron; that Elizabeth Barrett never could have written Paradise Lost; that Mrs. Somerville
never could be La Place; nor Sirani have painted the Transfiguration. What then? Does that prove
they should be deprived of all civil rights? John Smith never will be, never can be, Daniel Webster.
Shall he therefore be put under a guardianship and forbidden to vote! Suppose woman, though
equal, to differ essentially in her intellect from man; is that any ground for disfranchising her? Shall
the Fultons say to the Raphaels, “Because you cannot make steam engines, therefore you shall not
vote”? Shall the Napoleons or the Washingtons say to the Wordsworth or the Herschells, “Because
you cannot lead armies and govern States, therefore you shall have no civil rights”?
In the language of Governor Hoyt, of Wyoming Territory:
I see a castle on yonder plain, a castle beleaguered, and there are found within its walls a band of
noble, heroic women. They are in peril of their precious lives and of all that is dear to them and their
hearthstones. Were this vision a reality, and of you accepted as a fact, how quickly every man would
leap from his seat, secure arms, and rush to the rescue. But when woman's spirit is enthralled,
immured, not her person; when her rights have been usurped, when her spiritual powers have been
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repressed and subordinated to the selfish will of man, and the call comes for help, how slow we are
to fling wide the gates and bid her be free. * * *
Man himself cannot stand before God in his uprightness, man himself cannot develop into
his completeness while he is halved, while he is less than himself, because of denying the full
development; and exercise of powers to her whom God gave to be his completement. A woman who
is only half a woman, who is cramped, suppressed, restricted, and restrained, she cannot be all that
a man needs; and so I plead in the interest of my own sex while pleading for her. I shall walk-freer
myself when I know that no denial is made to woman of what belongs to her—not to my wife only,
but to every woman on the earth. I shall be more a man, I shall stand up in the presence of mankind
and before the Father of all with an uprightness, with a conscious dignity and nobility which I cannot
possess so long as ought is denied to her.
A majority of questions to be voted on touch the interests of woman as they do not 15 these of
man. It is upon her finer sensibilities, her purer instincts, and her maternal nature that the results
of immorality and vice in every form fall with more crushing weight. Ay, it is woman who hath given
hostages to fortune of all that it most precious on earth. Trust her, then, O ye doubting men! Trust
her, and so receive, in countless ways ye know not of, the unfailing benediction of heaven.
I defy any one to suggest any fundamental principle to substantiate our right as a Nation to exercise
free government which does not apply to woman as well as man. She is the equal of man in every
vicisitude in life, and it is a shame require her to ask as a charity what she is entitled to as a right. In
this free country “the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect union, establish
justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common defense, promote the general welfare,
and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity,” did in 1787 ordain and establish
a Constitution for the United States of America. Before the end of the year 1790 that Constitution
was amended by the people of the United States, the very first article of which amendment read as
follows:
Congress shall make up no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free
exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or the press; or the right of the people
peaceably to assemble, and to petition the government for a redress of grievances. (See Constitution
of the United States, amendment I, article I.)
Now, it seems to me that to assemble and to petition the government carries with it the right
to present the petitions to the Congress of the United States, in which reposes all legislative
powers granted under the Constitution of the United States. If this be so, is it not our duty as the
representatives of the people, to appoint a committee to hear the petitions of the thousands, yes,
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hundreds of thousands, of men and women who, by resolution or by vote at the ballot-box, have
petitioned for the recognition of the political rights of women?
By article 5 of the amendments to the Constitution, “No person * * * shall be deprived of life, liberty,
or property, without due process of law,” and under that guarantee every criminal has the right of
trial by jury.
Is it more important to the life, honor, and prosperity of the Nation that Congress should establish
courts to grant trials by jury to criminals like Guiteau or men like the star-route thieves than
that Congress should appoint a committee to consider the petition and hear the accredited
representatives of many of the best people of the United States who are or may be here to be heard
on subjects affecting the political rights of women? Mr. Speaker, I trust that the House will sustain
me in this effort to amend rule X; so that we shall have in the list of the standing committees of this
House a committee, to consist of eleven members, whose duty it shall be to consider the political
rights of women.
During the National Convention requests for a hearing before the committees of both Houses were
made by the officers of the Association, to which the following replies were received:
U. S. Senate Chamber, Washington, March 5, 1884.
Miss Susan B. Anthony, Vice-President of the National Woman Suffrage Association:
Dear Madam: In compliance with your request of this day, a special meeting of the Select Committee
on Woman Suffrage has been called for Friday morning, March 7, 1884, at 10:30 o'clock at the Senate
reception room, to give the speakers and delegates of the National Woman Suffrage Association,
now in Convention in this city, a hearing, and each member of the Committee duly notified.
I have the honor to be, most respectfully, yours, etc., F. M. Cockrell.

16
Committee on Judiciary, House of Representatives,} Washington, D. C., March 4, 1884.}
Dear Susan B. Anthony:
Madam: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of this date; and to say that I
am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary of the House, to state that the Committee will give a
hearing to the representatives of your Convention at 10 o'clock A. M., Saturday the 8th instant—the
hearing being limited to two hours.
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I am, with high respect, your obedient servant, J. W. Tucker.
Arguments Before the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage in the Senate, March 7, 1884,
by a Committee of the Sixteenth Annual Washington Convention of the National Woman
Suffrage Association in Favor of a Sixteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution,
that shall Protect the Right of Women to Vote in the Several States of the Union.
The Chairman, (Senator Cockrell)—We have allotted the time to be divided as the speakers may
desire among themselves. We are now ready to hear the ladies.
Miss Susan B. Anthony — Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Committee: This is the sixteenth year
that we have come before Congress in person, and the nineteenth by petitions. Ever since the war,
from the winter of 1865-'66, we have regularly sent up petitions asking for the national protection
of the citizen's right to vote when the citizen happens to be a woman. We are here again for the
same purpose. I propose now simply to introduce the ladies, and at the close of the hearing will
state to the Committee the reasons why we come to Congress. I will first introduce Mrs. Harriette R.
Shattuck, of Massachusetts.
Mrs. Shattuck — Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen: It seems as if it were almost unnecessary for us to
come here, because I feel that all we have to say and all we have to claim is known to you, and
we cannot add anything to what has been said in the past sixteen years. If we could convince
everybody of our motives we would go far towards removing prejudices. I know that we are very
much misunderstood. Persons think of us as ambitious women, who are desirous for fame, and who
merely make speeches to get before the public, or else they think that we are unfortunate beings
with no homes, or, unhappy wives, who are getting our livelihood in this sort of way. If we could
convince every man who has a vote in this republic that this is not the case, I believe we could go far
towards removing the prejudice against us. If we could make them see that we are working because
we know the cause is right; that we must work because there is a power outside of ourselves which
impels us onward, which says to us to go forward and speak to the people and try to bring them up
to a sense of their duty.
In Massachusetts I represent a larger number of women that in supposed. It has always been
said that few women wish to vote. Believing that this objection ought to be met, the association
of which I am president inaugurated last year a sort of canvass, which I believe never had been
attempted before, whereby we obtained the proportion of women in favor and opposed to Suffrage
in different localities of our State. We took four localities in the city of Boston, two in smaller cities,
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and two in the country districts, and one also of school teachers in nine schools of one town. The
school teachers were unanimously in favor of Suffrage, and in the nine localities we found that
the proportion of women in favor was very large as against those opposed. The total of women
canvassed was 814. Those in favor were 405, those opposed 44, indifferent, 166, refused to sign,
160, not seen, 39. This, you see, is a very large proportion in favor. Those indifferent and those
who were not seen were not included, because 17 we claim that nobody can yet say that they are
opposed or in favor until they declare themselves; but the 405 in favor against the 44 opposed were
as 9 to 1. These canvasses were made by repectable, responsible women, and they swore before a
justice of the peace as to the truth of their statements. Thus we have in Massachusetts this reliable
canvass of women showing those in favor are to those opposed as 9 to 1.
These women are the class whom I represent here, and they are women who cannot come
themselves. Very few women can come here and do this work, because they are in their homes
attending to their duties, but none the less are they believers in this cause. But few of us are so
situated that we can do it, and we come to Congress and go to the State Legislatures representing all
the women of the country.
What we ask is, not that we may have the ballot to obtain any particular thing, although we know
that better things will come about from it, but merely because it is our right as moral, responsible
beings, whose voices ought to be heard in the government.
Gentlemen, you have kept women just a little step below you. It is only a short step. You shower
down favors upon us it is true, still we remain below you, the recipients of favors without the right to
take what is our own. We ask that this shall be changed; that you shall take us by the hand and lift us
up to the same political level with yourselves, where we shall have rights with you, and stand equal
with you before the law.
Miss Anthony —I will now introduce to the committee Mrs. May Wright Sewall, of Indianapolis, who is
the Chairman of our Executive Committee.
Mrs. Sewall — Gentlemen of the Committee: I believe gentlemen differ somewhat in their political
opinions. It will not then be surprising that I should differ from my friend in regard to the knowledge
that you probably possess upon our question. I do not believe that you know all that we know about
the women of this country, for if you did, the Sixteenth Amendment, for which we ask, would have
been passed long ago through your influence.
I remember when I was here to years ago and had the honor of appearing before the committee,
I told you that I represented at least seventy thousand women who had asked for the ballot in my
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State and I tried then to remind the members of the committee that had seventy thousand Indiana
men asked for any measure from Congress, that measure would have secured the most deliberate
consideration, and, in all probability been enacted into law. During the last two years, the work of
Woman Suffrage has progressed very rapidly in my State, and the number of women who have
found themselves in circumstances to work openly have greatly increased. While we have not taken
the careful canvas that has been taken in Massachusetts, I know that I can, far within the bounds
of possible truth, state, that while I represented seventy thousand women in Indiana two years
ago, who desired the adoption of the Sixteenth Amendment, I represent to-day twice that number.
Should any one come up from Indiana, pivotal State as it has been long called in national elections,
saying that he represented the wish of one hundred and forty thousand Indiana men, gentlemen,
would you scorn his appeal? Would you treat it lightly? You know it would receive the most candid
consideration. You know it would receive not merely respectful consideration, but prompt action
upon your part.
I have been told since I have reached Washington that of all women in the country Indiana women
have the least to complain of, and the least reason for coming to the United States capital with their
petitions, because we have received from our own Legislature such amendments of the old laws. In
one sense it is true that we have many civil rights and a large degree of civil equality. It is true that as
respects property and industrial rights, the women of my State may perhaps be the envy of all other
women in the land, but, gentlemen, you have always told men that the greater their 18 rights and
the more numerous their privileges the greater their responsibilities. That is equally true of women,
and simply because our property rights are enlarged because our industrial field is enlarged,
because we have more women who are producers in the industrial world, recognized as such, who
own property in their own names, and consequently pay taxes upon that property, and thereby
have greater financial and social, as well as business interests at stake in our commonwealth, and
in the manner in which the administration of national affairs is conducted—because of all of these
privileges we the more need the power which shall emphasize our influence upon political actions.
You know that industrial and property rights are in the hands of the law-makers and executors of the
laws. Therefore, because of our advanced position in that matter we the more need the recognition
of our political equality. I say the recognition of our political equality, because I believe the equality
already exists. I believe it waits simply for your recognition; that were the Constitution now justly
construed, and the word “citizens,” as used in your Constitution, justly applied it would include the
women of this country. So I ask for the recognition of an equality that we already possess.
Further, because of what we have we ask for more. Because of the duties that we are commanded
to do, we ask for more. My friend has said, and it is true in some respects, that men have always kept
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us just a little below them where they could shower upon us favors, and they have always done that
generously. So they have, but, gentlemen, has your sex been more generous in its favors to women
than women have been generous toward your sex in their favors? Neither one can do without the
other; neither can dispense with the service of the other; neither can dispense with the reverence
of the other, or with the aid of the other in social life. The men of this Nation are rapidly finding that
they cannot dispense with the service of woman in business life. I know that they are also feeling the
need of what they call the moral support of woman in their political life.
As men have long represented me, or assumed to dos so, and as the men of my own family always
have done so justly and most chivalrously, I feel that in my appeal for political recognition I represent
them; that I represent my husband and my brother and the interests of the sex to which they belong,
for you, gentlemen, by lifting the women of the Nation into political equality would simply place us
where we could lift you where you never yet have stood, upon a moral equality with us. I do not
speak to you as individuals, but as the representatives of your sex, as I stand here the representative
of mine, and never until we are your equals politically, will the moral standard for men be what it
now is for women, and it is none too high. Let woman's standard remain where it is and be more
elevated. Yours must come up to match it, and never will it until we are your equals politically. So it is
for men, as well as for women, that I make my appeal.
I know that there are some gentlemen upon this committee who, when we were here two years ago,
had something to say of their disinclination to interfere with the rights of the States in this matter.
I have great sympathy with the gentlemen from the South, who, I hope, do not forget that they
are representing the women of the South in their work here at the national capital. Already some
Northern States are making rapid strides towards the enfranchisement of their women. The men of
the North see that they can no longer accomplish the purposes politically which they desire without
the aid of the women of their respective States. Washington is the third Territory that has added
women to its voting force, and consequently to its political power. Oregon will undoubtedly, as her
representative will tell you to-day, soon add its women to its voting force. The men who believe that
each State must be left to do this for itself will soon find the balance of power between North and
South 19 is destroyed, unless the women of the South are brought forward to add to its political
force.
This should not be acted upon as a partisian measure. We do not appeal to you as Republicans
or as Democrats. We have among us Republicans and Democrats; we have our party affiliations.
We, of course, were reared with our brothers under the political belief and faith of our fathers,
and probably as much influenced by that rearing as our brothers were. We shall go to strengthen
both the political parties, neither one nor the other the more, probably. So that it is not a partisan
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measure; it is a just measure, which is our due, not because of what we are, gentlemen, but because
of what you are, and because of what we are through you, of what you shall be through us; of what
we, men and women, both are by virtue of our heritage and our one Father, our one Mother eternal,
the spirit creative and progressive, that has thus far sustained us, and that will carry us and you
forward to the action which we demand of you, and to the results which we anticipate will attend
upon that action.
Miss Anthony —I think I will call upon the other representative of the State of Indiana to speak now,
Mrs. Helen M. Gougar, of Lafayette, Ind.
Mrs. Gougar — Gentlemen , we are here on behalf of the women of this republic, as king for political
freedom. I maintain there is no political question paramount to that of Woman Suffrage before the
people of America to-day. Political parties would pain have us believe that tariff is the great question
of the hour. Political parties know better. It is an insult to the intelligence of the present hour to
say that when one-half the citizens of this republic are denied a direct voice in making the laws
under which they shall live, that the tariff, the civil rights of the negro, or any other question that
can be brought up, is equal to the one of giving political freedom to women. So I come to ask you,
as representative men, making laws to govern the women the same as the men of this country (and
there is not a law that you make in the United States Congress in which woman has not an equal
interest with man), to take the word “male” out of the Constitutions of the United States and the
several States, as you have taken the word “white” out, and give to woman a voice in the laws under
which we live.
You ask me why I am inclined to be practical in my view of this question. In the first place, speaking
from my own stand-point, I ask you to let me have a voice in the laws under which I shall live
because the older empires of the earth are sending to our American shores a population drawn
very largely from the asylums, the penitentiaries, the jails, and the poor-houses of the Old World.
They are emptying those men upon our shores, and within a few months they are intrusted with the
ballot, the law-making power in this republic, and they and their representatives are seated in official
and legislative positions. I, as an American-born woman, to-day enter my protest, at being compelled
to live under laws made by this class of men while I am denied the protection that can only come
from the ballot. While I would not have you take this right from those men whom we invite to our
shores, I do ask you, in the face of this immense foreign immigration, to enfranchise the tax-paying,
intelligent, moral, native-born women of America.
Miss Anthony —And foreign women too.
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Mrs. Gougar —Miss Anthony suggests an amendment, and I endorse it most heartily, “and foreign
women too,” because if we let a foreign man vote I say let the foreign woman vote. I am in favor
of universal Suffrage. Gentlemen, I ask this as a matter of justice; I ask it because it is an insult to
the intelligence of the present to draw the sex line upon any right whatever. I know there are many
objections urged, and I am sure that you have considered this question; but I only make the demand
from the stand-point, not of sex, but of humanity.
As a Northern woman, as a woman from Indiana, I know that we have the intelligent, 20 patriotic
men and women with us. We have the women who are engaged in philanthropic enterprises.
We have in our own State the signatures of over 5,000 of the school teachers asking for woman's
ballot. I ask you if the United States government does not need the voice of those 5,000 educated
teachers as much as it needs the voice of the 240 criminals who are, on an average, sent out of the
penitentiary of Indiana every year, to go to the ballot-box upon every question, and make laws under
which those teachers must live, and under which the mothers of our State must keep their homes
and rear their children?
On behalf of the mothers of this country I demand that their hands shall be loosened before the
ballot-box, and that they shall have the privilege of throwing the mother heart into the laws that
shall follow their sons not only to the age of majority, that only has been made legal, but never is
recognized, I ask you to let the mothers carry their influence in protecting laws around the footsteps of those boys, even after their hair has turned gray and they have seats in the United States
Congress; and to the very confines of eternity. This can be done in no indirect way; it cannot be
done by the silent influence; in cannot be done by prayer. While I do not under-estimate the power
of prayer, I say give me my ballot on election day that shall send statesmen instead of modern
politicians into our legislative halls. I would rather have the ballot on election day than the prayers of
all the disfranchised women in the universe!
So I ask you to loosen our hands. I ask you to let us join with you in developing the science of human
government. What is politics after all but the science of government? We are interested in these
questions, and we are investigating them already. We have our opinions. Recently an able man has
said that we have been grandly developed physically and mentally, but as a Nation we are a political
infant. So we are, gentlemen; we are to-day in America politically simply an infant. Why is it? It is
because we have not recognized God's family plan in government—man and woman together. He
created the male and female, and gave them dominion together. We have dominion in society, and
why shall we not have dominion in government?
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We are taxed to support this government—this immense capitol is built largely from the industries
of the tax-paying women of this country—and yet we are denied the slightest voice in distributing
our taxes. Our foreparents did not object to taxation, but they did object to taxation without
representation, and we object to taxation without representation. We are willing to contribute our
share to the support of this government, as we always have done; but we demand our little yes and
no in the form of the ballot so that we shall have a direct influence in distributing the taxes.
I am amenable to the gallows and the penitentiary, and it is no more than right that I shall have a
voice in framing the laws under which I shall be rewarded or punished. It is written in the law of
every State in this Union that a person tried in the courts shall have a jury of his peers; yet so long as
the word “male” stands as it does in the Constitution of the United States and the States no woman
in any State of this Union can have a jury of her peers. I protest in the name of justice against going
into the court-room and being compelled to run the gauntlet of the gutter and saloon—yes, even of
the police court and of the jail—as we are compelled to do to select a male jury to try the interests
of woman, whether relating to life, property, or reputation. So long as the word “male” is in our
Constitutions just so long we cannot have a jury of our peers in any State in the Union.
I ask that the women shall have the right of the ballot that they may go into our legislative halls and
there provided for the prevention rather than the cure of crime. I ask you on behalf of the twelve
hundred children under twelve years of age, who are in the poor-houses of Indiana, of the sixteen
hundred in the poor-houses of Illinois, and on that average in every State in the Union, that you shall
take the word “male” out of the Constitutions and allow the women of this country to sit in legislative
halls 21 and provide homes for and look after the little waifs of society. There are hundreds of
questions to-day requiring the moral element of womanhood to help make the laws under which we
shall live. I do not believe that there is morality in sex, but the social customs have been such that
woman has been held to a higher standard. May the day hasten when society shall hold man to as
high a moral code.
The political party that presumes to fight the moral battles of the future must have the women in its
ranks. We are non-partisan. We come as Democrats, Republicans, Prohibitionists, and Greenbackers,
and if there were half a dozen other political parties some of us would belong to them. We ask
this beneficent action upon your part, because we believe the intelligence and justice of the hour
demands it. We ask you in the name of justice and humanity alone, and not in that of any party.
I hold in my hand a petition sent from one district in the State of Illinois with the request that I bear
it to you. Out of three hundred electors the names of two hundred stand on this petition that I shall
leave in your hands. In this list stand not the wife-whippers, not the drunkards, not the dissolute, but
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every minister in that town, every editor, every professional man, every banker, and every prominent
business man in that town of three hundred electors. I believe that petitions could be rolled up in
this way in every town in the Northern and in many of the Southern States. I leave this petition with
you for your consideration. Upon no question whatever have such large numbers of petitions been
sent as upon this demand for Woman Suffrage. You have the petitions in your hands, and I ask you
in the name of justice and humanity not to let this Congress adjourn without action.
You ask us if we are impatient. Yes; we are impatient. Some of us may die, and I want our grand
old standard-bearer, Susan B. Anthony, whose name will go down to history beside that of George
Washington, Abraham Lincoln, and Wendell Phillips—I want that woman to go to Heaven a free angel
from this republic. The power lies in your hands to make us all free. May the blessing of God be
upon the hearts of every one of you, gentlemen; may the scales of prejudice fall from your eyes, and
may you, representing the Senate of the United States, have the honor of telegraphing to us, to the
millions of waiting women from one end of this county to the other, that the Sixteenth Amendment
has been submitted to the ratification of the several legislatures of our States striking the word
“male” out of the Constitution; and that this shall be, as it was promised to be, a government of the
people, for the people, and by the people.
Miss Anthony —I now, gentlemen of the committee, introduce to you Mrs. Abigail Scott Duniway,
from the extreme Northwest, who has been the leading speaker, editor and canvasser in the great
State of Oregon and Washington Territory. It is to Mrs. Duniway that the women of Washington are
more indebted than to all other influences for their enfranchisement.
Mrs. Duniway — Gentlemen of the Committee, do you think it possible that an agitation like this can
go on and on forever without a victory? Do you not see that the golden moment has come for this
committee to achieve immortality upon the grandest idea that has ever stirred the heart-beat of
American citizens, and will you not in the magnanimity of noble purpose rise to meet the situation
and accede to our demand, which you know is just?
These women before you, from Maine to Oregon, from the Straits of Fuca to the reefs of Florida,
who, in their representative capacity, have come up here so often, augmented in numbers year by
year, looking with eyes of hope and hearts of faith, but oftentimes with hopes deferred upon the
final solution of this great problem, which is now in your hands to hasten—these women are in
earnest. My State is far away beyond the confines of the Rocky Mountains, away over beside the
Pacific sea, but the spirit of liberty is among us there, and the public heart has been stirred. The
hearts 22 of our men have been moved to listen to our demands, and in Washington Territory, as

Congressional action in the first session of the 48th Congress, 1883, 1884 http://www.loc.gov/resource/rbnawsa.n8338

one speaker has informed you, women are enfranchised, and the rejoicing throughout that Territory
is universal.
In Oregon the Legislature has in two successive sessions agreed upon a proposition to amend our
State Constitution, a proposition which is submitted for ratification to our voters at the coming
June election. It is simply a proposition declaring that the right of Suffrage shall not hereafter be
prohibited in the State of Oregon on account of sex. Your action in the Senate of the United States
will greatly determine the action of the voters of Oregon on our, or rather on their election day, for
we stand before the public in the anomaly of petitioners upon a great question in which we in its
final decision are allowed no voice, and we can only stand with expectant hearts and almost bated
breath awaiting the action of men who are to make this decision.
We have great hope for our victory, because the men of the broad free West are chivalrous, and just.
They have gone across the mighty continent with free steps; they have raised the standard of a new
Pacific empire; they have imbibed the spirit of liberty with their very breath, and they have listened
to us far in advance of many of the men of the older States who have not had their opportunity for
expansion among the grand free wilds of nature.
So all of our leaders are with us to-day. You may go to either member of the Senate of the United
States from Oregon, and while I cannot speak so positively for the senior member, as he came over
here some years ago before the public were so well educated as now, I can and do proudly vouch
for the late Senator-elect Dolph, who now has a seat upon the floor of the Senate, who is, heart
and soul and hand and purse, in sympathy with this great movement for the enfranchisement of
the women of Oregon. I would also be unjust to our worthy Representative in the lower House,
Hon. M. C. George, did I not proudly speak his name in this connection. Men of this class are with
us, and without regard to party affiliations we know that they are upon our side. Our Governor,
our associate supreme judge for the district of the Pacific, all of these men are assisting in this
work. But we have—alas, that I should be compelled to say it—a great many men who pay no heed
whatever to this question. Men will be entitled to a voice in this decision who are not, like members
of Congress, the picked men of the Nation or the State, but men, many of whom cannot read, will
have an opportunity to decide this question as far as their ballots can go.
This brings me to the point of our coming to Congress. Some of you say, “Why not leave this
matter for settlement in the different States?” When we leave it for settlement in the different
States, we leave it just as I have told you, with the ignorant as well as the educated; because of the
constitutional provisions of our organic law we cannot do otherwise; but if the question could be
settled by the Legislature of Oregon, it would be settled now, and I as a representative of that State,
would have no need of coming here; it would be settled there just as it is in Washington Territory;
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but when we come to Congress it is the women of all the States asking you to take such legislative
action in submitting an amendment to the Constitution of the United States as shall recognize the
equality of the women of the entire Nation. As we reflect that our feeblest words uttered before this
committee will go to the confine of this Nation and be cabled across the great Atlantic and around
the globe, we realize that more and more prominently our cause is growing into public favor, and the
time is just upon us when some decision must be made.
Gentlemen of the committee, will you not recognize the importance of the movement? Who
among you will be our standard-bearer? Who among you will achieve immortality by standing up in
these halls in which we are forbidden to speak, and in the nobility of true manhood champion the
woman's cause to make her before the law free and independent?

23
Miss Anthony —I now call upon Mrs. Caroline Gilkey Rogers, of Lansingburg, N. Y., to address the
committee.
Mrs. Rogers — Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Committee: In our efforts to secure the right of
citizenship we appeal only to your sense of justice and love of fair dealing. We ask for the ballot
because it is the symbol of equality. There is no other recognized symbol of equality in this country.
We ask for the ballot that we may be equal with man before the law. We urge a two-fold right—our
right to the republic, the republic's right to us. We believe the interests of the country are identical
with the interest of all its citizens, including women, and that the government can no longer afford to
shut women out from the affairs of the State and Nation, and wise men are beginning to know that
women are needed in the government; that they are needed where our laws are made as well as
where they are violated. Many admit the justice of our claim, but will say, “Is it safe?” “Is it expedient?”
It is always safe to do right; it is always expedient to be just. Justice can never bring evil in its train.
The question is asked, “How and what would the women do in the State and Nation?” We do not
pledge ourselves to anything. I claim that we cannot have a better government than that of the
people. The present government is of only a part of the people. We have not yet entered upon the
system of higher arbitration, because the government is of man only. If women had been marching
along with men all this time I trust we should have reached a higher plane of civilization. We believe
that all the virtue of the world can take care of all the evil, and all the intelligence can take care of all
the ignorance. Let us have all the virtue confront all the vice.
There is no need to do battle in this matter. In all kindness and gentleness we urge our claims. There
is no need to declare war upon men, for the best of men in this country are with us heart and soul.
It is a common remark that unless some new element is infused into our political life our Nation is
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doomed to destruction. What more fitting element than the noble type of American womanhood,
who have taught our Presidents, Senators and Congressmen the rudiments of all they know.
Think of all the foreigners and all our own native-born ignorant men, who cannot write their own
names or read the Declaration of Independence, making laws for such women as Elizabeth Cady
Stanton and Susan B. Anthony. Think of jurors drawn from these ranks to watch and try young girls
for crimes often committed against them when the male criminal goes free. Think of a single one of
these votes on election day outweighing all the women in the country. Is it not humiliating for me to
sit, a political cipher, and see the colored man in my employ, to whom I have taught the alphabet, go
out on election day and say by his vote what shall be done with my tax money? How would you like
it?
When we thing of the wives trampled on by husbands whom the law has taught them to regard as
inferior beings, and of the mothers whose children are torn from their arms by the direct behest of
the law at the bidding of a dead or living father, when we think of these things, our hearts ache with
pity and indignation. If mothers could only realize how the laws which they have no voice in making
and no power to change affect them at every point, how they enter every door, whether palace
or hovel, touch, limit and blind every article and inmate from the smallest child up, no woman,
however shrinking and delicate, can escape it, they would get beyond the meaningless cry, “I have
all the rights I want.” Do these women know the shameful fact, that in most States of the Union, no
woman has any legal right to her own child, except it is born our of wedlock! In these States there
is not a line of positive law to protect the mother; the father is the legal protector and guardian of
the children. Under the laws of most of the States to-day a husband may be his last will bequeath
his child away from its mother, so that she might, if the guardian chose, never see it again. 24 The
husband may have been a very bad man, and in a moment of anger made the will. The guardian he
has appointed may turn out a malicious man, and take pleasure in tormenting the mother, or he
may bring up the children in a way that the mother thinks ruinous to them, and she has no redress
in law. Why do not all the fortunate mothers in the land cry out against such a law? Why do not all
women say, “Inasmuch as the law has done this wrong unto the least of these my sister it has done,
it unto me.” It is true that men are almost always better than their laws, but while a bad law remain
on the statute books it gives to any unscrupulous man a right to be as bad as the law.
It is often said to us when all the women ask for the ballot it will be granted. Did all the married
women petition the Legislatures of their States to secure to them the right to hold in their own name
the property that belonged to them? To secure to the poor forsaken wife the right to her earnings?
All the women did not ask for these rights, but all accepted them with joy and gladness when they
were obtained, and so it will be with the franchise. But woman's right to self-government does not
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depend upon the numbers that demand it, but upon precisely the same principles that man claims
it for himself. Where did man get the authority that he now claims to govern one-half of humanity,
from what power the right to place woman, his helpmeet in life, in an inferior position? Came it from
nature? Nature made woman his superior when she made her his mother—his equal when she
fitted her to hold the sacred position of wife. Did women meet in council and voluntarily give up
all their claim to be their own law-makers? The power of the strong over the weak makes man the
master. Yes, then, and then only, does he gain the authority.
It is all very well to say, “Convert the women.” While we most heartily wish they could all feel as
we do, yet when it comes to the decision of this great question they are more ciphers, for if this
question is settled by the States it will be left to the men, not to the women, to decide. Or if Suffrage
comes to women through a Sixteenth Amendment to the National Constitution, it will be decided by
Legislatures elected by men. In neither case will women have an opportunity of passing upon the
question. So reason tell us we must devote our best efforts to converting those to whom we must
look for the removal of the barriers which now prevents our exercising the right of Suffrage.
Our demand for the ballot is the great onward step of the century, and not, as some claim, the
idiosyncracy of a few unbalanced minds. Every argument that has been urged against this question
of Woman Suffrage has been urged against every reform. Yet the reforms have fought their way
onward and become a part of the glorious history of humanity. So it will be with Suffrage. “You
can stop the crowing of the cock, but you cannot stop the dawning of the morning.” Gentlemen,
remember you are responsible, not for the laws you find on the statute books, but for those you
leave there.
Miss Anthony —I now introduce to the committee Mrs. Mary Seymour Howell, the President of the
Albany, N. Y., city society.
Mrs. Howell — Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Committee: Miss Anthony gives me five minutes. I
shall have to take very rapidly. I ask you for the ballot because of the very first principle that is often
repeated to you, that “taxation without representation is tyranny.” I come from the city of Albany,
where many of my sisters are taxed for millions of dollars. There are three or four women in my city
who are worth their millions, and yet have no voice in the laws that govern and control them. One
of our great State Senators has said that you cannot argue five minutes against Woman Suffrage
without repudiating every principle that this great republic is founded upon.
I ask you also for the ballot for a large class of women who are not taxed. They 25 need it more than
the women who are. I have found in every work that I have conducted that, because I am a woman
I am not paid for that work as a man is paid for similar work. You have heard, and perhaps some
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of you are thinking—I hope not—that women should be at home. I wish to say to you that there
millions of women in the United States who have no homes. There are millions of women who are
trying to earn their bread and hold their purity sacred. For that class of women I appeal to you. In
the city of Albany there are hundreds of women in our factories making the shirts that you can buy
for $1.50 and $2, and all those women are paid for making these shirt is four cents apiece. There are
in the State of New York 18,000 teachers. When I was a teacher and taught with gentlemen in our
academies, I received about one-fourth of the pay because I happened to be a woman. I consider it
an insult that forever burns in my soul, that I am to be handed a mere pittance in comparison with
what man receives for the same quality of work. When I was sent out by our State superintendent
of public instruction to hold conventions of teachers, as I have often done in New York, and when I
did one-third more work than the men thus sent out, because I was a woman and had not the ballot,
I was only paid about half as much as the men. Saying that once to our superintendent of public
instruction in Albany, he said: “Mrs. Howell, just as soon as you get the ballot and have political
influence, you will have the same pay as a man.”
We ask the ballot for that great army of fallen women who walk our streets and who break up our
homes and ruin our husbands and our dear boys. We ask it for those women. The ballot will lift
them up. Hundreds and thousands of women give up their purity for the sake of starving children
and children and families. There is many a woman who goes to a life of degradation and pollution
shedding burning tears over her four-cents shirts.
We ask for the ballot for the good of the race. Huxley says: “Admitting for the sake of argument,
that woman is the weaker, mentally and physically, for that very reason she should have the ballot
and should have every help that the world can give her.” When you debar from your councils and
legislative halls the purity, the spiritually and the love of woman, then those legislative halls and
those councils are apt to become coarse and brutal. God gave us to you to help you in this little
journey to a better land, and by our love and our intellect to help to make our country pure and
noble, and if you would have statesmen you must have states women to bear them.
I ask you also for the ballot that I may decide what I am. I stand before you, but I do not know to-day
whether I am legally a “person” according to the law. It has been decided in some States that we are
not “persons”. In the State of New York, in one village it was decided that women are not inhabitants.
So I should like to know whether I am a person, whether I am an inhabitant, and above all I ask you
for the ballot that I may become a citizen of this great republic.
Gentlemen, you see before you representative women from the Atlantic slope to the Pacific ocean,
from the North to the South. We are in dead earnest. A reform never goes backward. This is a
question that is before the American Nation. Will you do your duty and give us our liberty, or will
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you leave it for braver hearts to do what must be done? For, like our forefathers, we will ask until we
have gained it.
Ever the world goes round and round; Ever the truth comes uppermost; and ever is justice done.
Miss Anthony —I now have the pleasure of introducing to the committee Mrs. Lillie Devereux Blake,
of New York. New York, is a great State, and therefore it has three representatives here to-day.
Mrs. Blake — Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Committee: A recent writer in an English magazine,
in speaking of the great advantage which to-day flows to the 26 laboring classes of that Nation from
having received the right of Suffrage, made the statement that disfranchised classes are oppressed,
not because there is any desire whatever to do injustice to them, but because they are forgotten.
We have year after year and session, after session of our Legislatures and of our Congresses proved
the correctness of this statement. While we have nothing to complain of in the courtesy which
we receive in private life; still when we see masses of men assemble together for political action,
whether it be of the Nation or of the State, we find that the women are totally forgotten.
In the limited time that is mine I cannot go into any lengthy exposition upon this point. I will simply
call your attention to the total forgetfulness of the Congress of the United States to the debt to the
women of this Nation during the war. You have passed a pension bill upon which there has been
much comment throughout the Nation, and yet, when an old army nurse applies for a pension, a
woman who is broken down by her devotion to the Nation in hospitals and upon the battle-field,
she is met at the door of the Pension Bureau by this statement, “the government has made no
appropriation for the services of women in the war.” One of these women is an old nurse, whom
some of you may remember, Mother Bickerdyke, who went out to many a battle-field, when she was
in the prime of life, twenty years ago, and at the risk of her life lifted men who were wounded, in
her arms, and carried them to a place of safety. She is an old woman now, and where is she? What
reward has the Nation bestowed to her faithful services? The Nation has a pension for every man
who has served this Nation, even down to the boy recruit who was out but three months; but Mother
Bickerdyke, though her health has never been good since her service then, is earning her living at the
wash-tub, a monument to the ingratitude of a republic as great as was that when Belisarius begged
in the streets of Rome.
I give this illustration alone out of innumerable others that are possible, to impress upon your minds
that we are forgotten. It is not from any unkindness on your part. Who would think for one moment,
looking upon the kindly faces of this committee, that any man on it would do an injustice to woman,
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especially if she were old and feeble, but because we have no right to vote, as I said, our interests are
overlooked and forgotten.
It is often said that we have too many voters; that the aggregate of vice and ignorance among us
should not be increased by giving women the right of Suffrage. I wish to remind you of the fact that
in the enormous immigration that pours to our shores every year, numbering somewhere in the
neighborhood of half a million, there come twice as many men as women. The figures for the last
year were two hundred and twenty-three thousand men and one hundred and thirteen thousand
women. What does this mean? It means a steady influx of this foreign element; it means a constant
preponderance of the masculine over the feminine; and it means also, of course, a preponderance
of the voting power of the foreigner as compared to the native born. To those who fear that our
America institutions are threatened by this gigantic inroad of foreigners I commend the reflection
that the best safeguard against any such preponderance of foreign nations or of foreign influence
is to put the ballot in the hands of the American born woman, and of all other women also, so that
if the foreign born man overbalances us in numbers we shall be always in a preponderance on the
side of the liberty which is secured by our institutions.
It is because, as many of my predecessors have said, of the different elements represented by the
two sexes, that we are asking for this liberty. When I was recently in the capital of my own State of
New York, I was reminded there of the difference of temperament between the sexes by seeing how
children act when coming to the doors of the capitol which have been constructed so that they are
very hard to open. Whether that is because they want to keep us women out or not I am not able to
say; but for 27 some reason the doors are so constructed that it is nearly impossible to open them.
I saw a number of little girls coming in through those doors—every held the door for those who
were to follow. A number of little boys followed just after, and every boy rushed through and let the
door shut in the face of the who was coming behind him. That is a good illustration of the different
qualities of the sexes. Those boys were not unkind, they simply represented that onward push which
is one of the grandest characteristics of your sex; and, the little girls on the other hand, represented
that gentleness and thoughtfulness of others is eminently a characteristic of women.
This woman element is needed in every branch of the government. Look at the wholesale
destruction of the forests throughout our Nation, which has gone on until it brings direct destruction
to the land on the lines of the great rivers of the West, and threatens us even in New York, with
destroying at once the beauty and the usefulness of our far-famed Hudson. If women were in the
government do you not think they would protect the economic interests of the Nation? They are the
born and trained economists of the world, and when you call them to your assistance you will find
an element that has not heretofore been felt with the weight which it deserves.
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As we walk through the capitol we are struck with the significance of the symbolism on every side;
we view the adornments in this beautiful room, and we find here everywhere emblematically
woman's figure. Here is woman representing even war, and there are women representing grace
and loveliness and the fulness of the harvest; and, above all, they are extending their protecting
arms over the little children. Gentlemen, I leave you under this symbolism, hoping that you will see
in it the type of a coming day when we shall have women and men united together in the national
councils in this great building.
Miss Anthony —I meant to have said, as I introduced Mrs. Blake, that sitting on the sofa is Dr.
Clemence S. Lozier, who declines to speak, but I want her to stand up, because she represents New
York city.
Dr. Lozier —I thank you. I am very happy to be here, but I am not a fluent speaker. I feel in my heart
that I know what justice means; that I know what mercy means, and in all my rounds of duty in my
profession I am happy to extend not only food but shelter to many poor ones. The need of the ballot
for working girls and those who pay not taxes is not understood. The Savior said, seeing the poor
widow cast her two mites, which make a farthing, into the public treasury, “This poor widow hath
cast more in, than all they which have cast into the treasury.” I see this among the poor working girls
of the city of New York, sick, in a little garret bedroom, perhaps, and although needing medical care
and needing food, they will say to me, “above all things else, if I could only pay the rent.” The rent of
their little rooms goes into the coffers of their landlords and pays his taxes. The poor women of the
city of New York and everywhere are the grandest upholders of this government. I believe they pay
indirectly more taxes than the monopoly kings of our country. It is for them that I want the ballot.
Miss Anthony —I now introduce to the committee Mrs. Elizabeth Boynton Harbert, of Illinois, and
before Mrs. Harbert speaks I wish to say that for the last six years she has edited a department of
the Chicago Inter-Ocean called the “Woman's Kingdom.”
Mrs. Harbert — Mr. Chairman, and Honorable Gentlemen of the Committee: After the eloquent rhetoric
to which you have listened I merely come in these five minutes with a plain statement of facts. Some
friends have said. “Here is the same company of women that year after year besiege you with their
petitions.” We are here to-day In a representative capacity. From the great State of Illinois I come,
representing 200,000 men and women of State who have recorded their written petitions for 28
woman's ballot, 90,000 of these being citizens under the law, male voters; those 90,000 having
signed petitions for the right of woman to vote on the temperance question; 90,000 women also
signed those petitions; 50;000 men and women signed the petitions for the school vote, and 60,000
more have signed petitions that the right of Suffrage might be accorded to woman.

Congressional action in the first session of the 48th Congress, 1883, 1884 http://www.loc.gov/resource/rbnawsa.n8338

This growth of public sentiment has been occasioned by the needs of the children and the working
woman of that great State. I come here to ask you to make a niche in the statesmanship and
legislation of the Nation for the domestic interests of the people. You recognize that the masculine
thought is more often turned to the material and political interests of the Nation. I claim that the
mother thought, the woman element needed, is to supplement the statesmanship of American men
on political and industrial affairs with the domestic legislation of the Nation.
There are good men and women who believe that women should use their influence entirely
through their social sphere. I believe both of the great parties are presented by us. You remember
that a few weeks ago when there came across the country the news of the decision of the Supreme
Court as regards the negro race, the politicians sprang to the platform, and our editors hastened
to their sanctums to proclaim to the people that it did not interfere with the civil rights of the
negro, only their social rights, and that the civil rights of man, those rights worth dying for, were
not affected. Gentlemen, we who are trying to help the men in our municipal governments, who
are trying to save the children from our poor-house, begin to realize that whatever is essential
for the liberty of the black man is good for the while woman and for all women. We are here to
claim that whatever liberty has done for man it should be allowed to do for woman. Take a single
glance through the past; recognize the position of American manhood before the world to-day and
whatever liberty has done for it, liberty will surely do for the womanhood of the Nation.
Miss Anthony —Gentlemen of the committee, here is another woman I wish to present to you, Sarah
E. Wall, of Worcester, Mass, who for the last twenty-five years, has resisted the tax-gatherer when
he came around. She looks very harmless, but she will not pay a dollar of tax. She says when the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts will give her the right of representation she will cheerfully submit
to taxation. I do not know exactly how it is, but the assessor has left her name of the tax-list, and
passes her by, without a call.
I wish I cound state the avocation and professions of the various women who have spoken in our
convention during the last three days. I do not wish to speak disparagingly in regard to the members
of Congress, but I doubt if a man on the floor of either House could have made a better speech than
some made by women during this Convention. Twenty-six States and territories are represented by
women, traveling all the way from Kansas, Arkansas, Oregon, and Washington Territory. It does seem
to me that after all these years of our coming up to Congress an impression should be made upon
the minds of legislation that we are never to be silenced until we gain the demand. We have never in
the whole thirty years of our agitation had so many States represented in any convention as we have
this year. This fact shows she growth of public sentiment.
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Mrs. Duniway is here, from Oregon, and you say, when she is doing so well up there, and is so
hopeful of carrying the State, why do you not rest satisfied with that plan of gaining the Suffrage?
My answer is that I do not wish to see the women of the thirty-eight States of this Union compelled
to leave their homes to canvass each State, school district by school district. It is asking too much of
a moneyless class, disfranchised by the Constitution of every State in the Union. The joint earnings
of the marriage co-partnership in all the States belong legally to the husband. It is only the wife that
goes outside the home to work that the law permits to own and control 29 the money she earn. We
have not a single State in the Union where the wife's earnings, inside the marriage co-partnership,
are legally owned and controlled by her. Therefore, to ask of women, the vast majority of whom are
without an independent dollar of their own, to make a canvass of their several States, is asking an
impossibility.
Mrs. Gougar —Why did they not ask the negro to do that?
Miss Anthony —Of course the negro was not asked to go begging the white man from school district
to school district to get his ballot. If it were known that women could be driven to the ballot-box like
a flock of sheep, and all made to vote for one party, there would be a bid for us. But the women
of this Nation are educated equally with the men, and have their political opinions. There is not a
woman on our platform, there is scarcely a woman in Washington, whether the wife of Senator or
Congressman—I do not believe you can find a score of women in the whole Nation—who have not
opinions on the pending presidential election. We all have opinions; we all have parties; some like
one party and one candidate and some another. Therefore we cannot promise that women will vote
as a unit. Suppose the Democrats put a Woman Suffrage plank in their platform, and nominate an
open and avowed friend of Woman Suffrage, we cannot pledge that all the women of this Nation
will work for the success of the party, nor can we pledge you they will all work for the Republican
party if it should be the one to take the lead in their enfranchisement. Women won't toe a mark
anywhere; they will think and act for themselves, and when they are enfranchised they will divide
upon all political questions, as do intelligent, educated men.
We have tried the experiment of canvassing four States prior to Oregon, and in each, with the best
canvass possible for us to make, we obtained a vote of one-third. One man out of every three voted
for the enfranchisement of the women of his household, while two out of every three voted against
it. But we are proud to say that our minority is always composed of the very best men of the State,
and I think Senator Palmer will agree with me that the forty thousand men of Michigan who, in 1874,
voted for the enfranchisement of the women of his State were really the picked men in intelligence,
in morals, and in every direction.
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It is too much to say that the majority of the voters in any State are superior, educated and capable
men, or that they investigate every question thoroughly and cast their ballots thereon intelligently.
The vast masses of the people, the laboring classes, have all they can do in their struggle to get food
and shelter for their families. They have very little time or opportunity to study great questions of
constitutional law.
Because of this impossibility of women to canvass the States over and over to educate the rank and
file of the voters, we ask Congress to make it possible for the Legislatures of the thirty-eight States
to settle the question. Action by the Legislatures is just as much in the line of State rights as by the
popular vote. We beg, therefore, that instead of insisting that a majority of the individual voters of
every state must be converted before its women shall have the right to vote, you will give us the
more hopeful task of appealing to the representative men in the Legislatures of the several states.
You need not fear that we shall get Suffrage too quickly if Congress shall submit the proposition, for
even then we shall have a hard time in going from Legislature to Legislature to secure the two-thirds
vote of three-fourths of the States necessary to ratify the amendment. It may take twenty years after
Congress has taken the initiative step, to secure action by the requisite number of State Legislatures.
I pray you, gentlemen, that you will report to the Senate speedily. I know you are ready to make
a favorable one. Some of our speakers may not have known this as well as I. I ask you not only to
report but to bring it to a discussion and a vote on the floor of the Senate this very session.
You ask if we want you to press this question to a vote, provided there is not a 30 majority to carry it.
I say, yes, because we want the reflex influence of the discussion and of the opinions of Senators to
go back into the States to help us to educate the people of the States.
Senator Lapham —It would require a two-thirds vote in both the House and the Senate to submit the
amendment to the State Legislatures for ratification:
Miss Anthony —I know it requires a two-thirds vote of both Houses. But still, I repeat, even if you
cannot get the two-thirds vote, we ask you to report the bill and bring it to a discussion and a vote
at the earliest day possible. We feel that this question should be brought before Congress at every
session. Women do their full share for the support of this great government. We think we are
entitled to two or three days of each session in both Houses. Therefore I ask you to help us to a
discussion in the Senate this session. There is no reason why the Senate, composed of seventy-six of
the most intelligent and liberty-loving men of the nation, shall not pass the resolution by a two-thirds
vote. I really believe it will do so if the friends of this committee and on the floor of the Senate will
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champion the measure as earnestly as if it were to benefit themselves instead of their mothers and
sisters.
Gentlemen of the committee, I thank you for this hearing, and hope the telegraph wires will soon tell
us your report is presented and a discussion inaugurated on the floor of the Senate.
Arguments Before the Judiciary Committee of the House of Representatives by a Committee
of the Sixteenth Annual Washington Convention of the National Woman Suffrage Association
in Favor of a Sixteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States, that shall
Protect the Right of Women to Vote in the Several States of the Union.
Judiciary Committee, Washington, D. C., March 8, 1884.
The Chairman—The committee are now ready to hear the ladies.
Susan B. Anthony — Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Judiciary Committee: We appear before you
this morning on behalf of the National Woman Suffrage Association, that has just closed a four
days’ convention in this city, with speakers and representatives from twenty-six States, to ask that
you will, at your earliest convenience, report to the House in favor of the submission of a Sixteenth
Amendment to the Legislatures of the several States, that shall prohibit the disfranchisement of
citizens of the United States on account of sex.
This is the sixteenth year that we have annually appeared before Congress in person, and the
eighteenth by petitions, asking for national protection for women in exercise of their right to vote.
In the winter of 1865 and ‘66 we sent your honorable body a ten-thousand prayer, asking you not to
put “male” in the second section of the proposed fourteenth amendment, and again we appealed
to you by thousands of petitions that you would add, “sex” after “race or color” in the fifteenth
amendment, but all to no avail.
Then, by a thirty-thousand petition in 1871, we demanded the enactment of a declaratory law that
women had the right to vote under the first section of the fourteenth amendment, viz., “All persons
born or naturalized in the United States are citizens of the United States and of the State in which
they reside. No State shall make or enforce any law that shall abridge or deny the privileges or
immunities of citizens.” This, too, was denied us not only by Congress, but by the Supreme Court, in
1875, on the ground that the framers of the amendment had only “colored men” in their thought,
therefore none others could come within the purview of its guarantees. From 1876 to the present
we have from year to year poured into Congress tens and hundreds 31 of thousands of petitions
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asking you to take the initiative step for another amendment that shall specifically prohibit the
disfranchisement of women.
But, you say, why do you not go to your several States to secure this right? I answer, because we
have neither the women nor the money to make the canvasses of the thirty eight-States, school
district by school district, to educate each individual man out of the old prejudice that woman was
created to be his subject.
Four State Legislatures have submitted the question of striking “male” from their constitution—
Kansas in 1867, Michigan, 1874; Colorado, 1877; and Nebraska, 1882—and we made the best
canvass of each that was or is possible for a disfranchised class outside of all political party help. In
Kansas the question of negro Suffrage, which was submitted at the same election, had brought to
bear upon it the whole Republican party enginery of both the State and Nation, while that of Woman
Suffrage had the actual opposition of all the parties in their State conventions— the Democrats,
the Germans, and even the Temperance men passed resolutions against Woman Suffrage, and
the Republicans, though they resolved to the neutral, sent out speakers nearly every one of whom
opposed the measure. And yet, notwithstanding all the Republican powers of State and Nation
were for negro Suffrage, and all the power of all the political parties against Woman Suffrage, on
election day the negro got only 1,000 more votes than women! Negro Suffrage was over and over
overwhelmingly voted down in various States—New York, Connecticut, Ohio, etc.; and you know,
gentlemen, that if the negro had never had the right to vote until the majority of the rank and file
of white men, particularly foreign-born men, had voted “Yes,” he would have gone without the right
until the crack of doom. And it was because of the prejudice of the unthinking majority that Congress
submitted the question of the negro's enfranchisement to the Legislatures of the several States, to
be adjudicated upon by the, educated, broadened representatives of the people. And we now appeal
to you to lift the decision of this question from the vote of the populace of the States to that of the
Legislatures, that you may thereby be as considerate, as just, to the women of this Nation as you
were to the ex-slaves.
Every new privilege granted to women has been by the Legislatures. The liberal laws for married
women, the right of the wife to own and control her inherited property and separate earnings,
the right of women to vote at school elections in a dozen States, the right of women to vote on all
questions in three territories, have all been gained through the Legislatures. Had any one or all of
these beneficent propositions been submitted to the vote of the rank and file of husbands, or of
men, do you, gentlemen, believe a majority would have placed their sanction upon them? I do not.
And I beg you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, that you will at once recommend to
the House the submission of the proposition now before you, and thereby place the decision of this
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great constitutional and humanitarian question of the right of one-half the people of this republic to
a voice in the government in the hands of the representative men of the Legislatures of the several
States.
You need not fear that our enfranchisement will come too suddenly or too soon by this method.
After this proposition shall have passed Congress by the requisite two-thirds vote of both Houses, it
may take five years, ten or twenty years, even, to secure the two-thirds vote of three-fourths of the
thirty-eight State Legislatures necessary for its ratification.
It takes all too many of us women, and too much of our hard earnings, from our homes and from
the works of charity and education of our respective localities, to come up to Washington, session
after session, until Congress shall have submitted the proposition, and then to go from Legislature
to Legislature, urging its adoption; but when you insist that we shall beg at the feet of each and
every individual voter of each and every one of the thirty-eight States, native and foreign, black and
white, educated 32 and ignorant, you doom us to incalculable hardships and sacrifices, and to most
exasperating insults and humiliations. I pray you, therefore, save us from the fate of waiting and
working for our freedom until we shall have educated the ignorant masses of men to consent to give
their wives and sisters equality of rights with themselves. Were the voters only the educated men
of the several States, our task would be comparatively easy. You surely will not compel us to wait
the enlightenment of the freedmen of this Nation and the newly-made voters from the monarchical
governments of the Old World!
Liberty for one's self is a natural instinct possessed alike by all men, native and foreign, black and
white; but to be willing to accord liberty to another is the result of education, of self-discipline, of the
practice of the golden rule— “Do unto others as you would that others do unto you.” Therefore we
ask that the question of equality of rights to women shall be arbitrated upon by the picked men of
the Nation in Congress, and the picked men of the several States in their respective Legislatures.
I now introduce to you Mrs. Caroline Hallowell Miller, of Maryland.
The Chairman—We will pleased to hear from Mrs. Miller.
Gentlemen: When Miss Anthony told me last evening that I must appear here today before the
Judiciary Committee of the House I was very much frightened, “strong-minded” as we are often
called. I am much more frightened now, for I had no idea that I should be called upon first, and as
you know it is le premier pas qui conté, I told Miss Anthony that I did not at all know what it would be
proper I should say to you. She answered, “Tell them what is in your heart.” Some one suggested
that I should get some points from my husband, who is a lawyer in fair standing in this city. I said
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no, they would not be my own; they would be, as it were, step -children, whom not thoroughly
understanding, I might possibly be unable to manage judiciously. But this I do know, and will say,
that there can be found nowhere in books or out of them the slightest trace of God-given authority
for any one portions his human creatures either to prescribe or to proscribe the duties or the actions
of any other portion, and that wherever such prescription or proscription exists there exists also a
race of slaves.
Again, it must be clear to such intelligence as I now address that we are already citizens of this
republic, and that we are debarred from the full and free exercise of the rights an privileges of
our citizenship by the intense conservatism of many men, and, alas, of many women, by mere
technicalities, and by that might which, in our otherwise glorious country, is still miscalled right.
Finally, gentlemen, I would say that this ground of Woman Suffrage is so thoroughly trodden over
that we cannot gather with keenest vision and anxious heart, in all its bare and hard-worn paths,
a single spear of green or humblest wayside flower to hand to you this morning in its freshness.
Nevertheless, we will come, and come, and come again till, like the persistent wooer, we shall at last
receive, possibly to get rid of us, that answer and that acknowledgment of which our souls so yearn.
Miss Anthony —Mr. Chairman, I now have the pleasure of introducing to you Rev. Florence Kollock,
of Illinois.
The Chairman—We will be happy to hear Rev. Florence Kollock.
Gentlemen of the Judiciary Committee: I should be untrue to the sacred duties of my office, untrue
to every woman and man of this land did I not avail myself of this opportunity to urge upon your
careful consideration the claims of impartial Suffrage I appeal to you, gentlemen, rather than to
the powers of my own State, because I am convinced that here this great question, like all other of
national interest, must first be presented. Here, in the name of 185,000 petitioners of my own State,
who have already asked for equality before the law; but while the dust is gathering upon the petition
roll the law still stands, sentinel-like, over the proscribed liberties of women. Here at the fountains
of our governmental being must the first action be taken 33 that will make us a free people in truth
as well as in name. I come before you, gentlemen, with no theories on this question—I have none
to offer. I simply speak out of my solemn convictions—convictions that have been forced upon
me through experience with the suffering and sorrowing ones with whom I come into close and
tender relations. Called as I am into the homes of the people through the duties of my office, I know
whereof I speak when I say that I am as faithfully fulfilling the sacred duties when I come before you
urging this claim as when, on my bended knees, I plead at the throne of God for the salvation of the
soul.
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I know too well the suffering that might be alleviated, the terrible wrongs that might be righted, the
sins that could be punished, could the moral power of the women of our land be utilized—could
it be brought to bear on those great questions which affect so vitally the welfare of society. The
gigantic evil of intemperance is prostrating the finest powers of our country, and threatening the
vital life of domestic and social purity; it is in truth the fell destroyer of peace, virtue,and domestic
and national safety, and upon the unoffending the blow falls with the greatest weight. Why should
not they who suffer the most deeply through this evil be authorized before the law of the land to
protect themselves and their loved ones from its fearful ravages? Is it other than simple justice that
I ask for them? I have listened to too many sad stories from heart-broken wives and mothers not
to know that the demand which the women of the land make in this matter comes not from love of
power, is not prompted by false ambition, springs not from unwomanly aspirations, but does come
from a direful need of self-protection and an earnest desire to protect those dearer than life itself.
Gentlemen of the Judiciary Committee, in the same spirit I seek the aid of Heaven in my endeavor
to promote the spiritual welfare of mankind, I now and here seek your aid in promoting the highest
moral welfare of every man, woman, and child of our land. This you will do in giving your vote and
influence for the equality of women before the law, and as you thus confer this new power upon the
women of our land, like the bread cast upon the waters, it shall come to you in a higher, nobler type
of womanhood, in sweeter homes, in purer social life, in all that contributes to the welfare of the
individual and the State.
Miss Anthony —I now have the pleasure of introducing to the committee Mrs. Mary B. Clay of
Richmond, Ky.
The Chairman. We will be pleased to listen to Mrs. Clay.
Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Judiciary Committee: We do not come here to plead as individual
women with individual men, but as a subject class with a ruling class; nor do we as suffering
individuals, though God knows some of us might do that with propriety, but as the suffering millions
whom we represent.
It is asked by some why do you come with the same old tale, why do you not ask for something else?
We reply as did the little girl, who was begging for bread, to a gentleman's query why she kept asking
all the time, “give me bread, give me bread.”
Because” she said, “I am starving and ‘tis bread I want.” So we say the old request includes everything
else. We are starving for the ballot; give us the ballot in order that we may get bread, and an honest,
upright living. We are born of the same parents as men; raised in the same family. We are possessed
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of the same loves and animosites as our brothers, and we inherit equally with them the substance
of our fathers. So long as we are minors the government treats us as equals, but when we come
of age, when we are capable of feeling and knowing the difference the boy becomes a free human
being, responsible alone to God for his life, while the girl renains a slave, a subject, and no moral
heroism, no self-sacrificing patriotism ever entitles her to her freedom. Is this just? Is it not, indeed,
barbarous?
If American men intend always to keep women slaves, political and civil, they make a great mistake
when they let the girl, with the boy, learn the alphabet, for no educated 34 class will long remain in
subjection. We are told that men protect us; that they are generous even, chivalric in their protection.
Gentlemen, if your protectors were women, and they took all your property and your children and
paid you half as much for your work, though as well or better done than their own, would you think
much of the chivalry which allowed you to sit in street-cars and picked up your pocket-handkerchief?
By depriving women of the ballot and making them dependent on men for their bread, you degrade
them morally. Alexander Hamilton says “He who controls one's daily subsistence controls his whole
moral nature.” That is true. You thereby under the present condition of things drag us down from
those heights that we might aspire to.
When chivalric men make laws which allow an assault upon their mother's, wife's, and daughter's
virtue to be a less offense than stealing a pig, cow, or horse, it certainly shows an incapacity to make
laws for women's protection (see Bowditch, “Forgotten Woman in Massachusetts”). And there are
similar laws on every statute-book in the United States.
Gentlemen, each one of you is responsible for these laws continuing as they are, and you cannot
avoid responsibility by saying that you did not help to make them. Great injustice is done us in the
fact that we are not tried by a jury of our peers. Great injustice is done to us everywhere, in every
State, by our not having the ballot. Human nature is naturally selfish, and as woman is deprived of
the ballot, man, loving his bread and butter better than justice, she being powerless either to punish
or reward him, will ever be thrust aside for the benefit of those who can help him, those with ballots
in their hands.
Gentlemen, as you are well aware, disfranchisement is looked upon as a disgrace. It is so considered
by all men. Why,our governor just this winter pardoned a man one day before his term of sentence
expired that he might not be disfranchised, it being thought too severe a punishment even for a “jailbird.” And yet you view with complacence the disfranchisement of your mother, sister, and wife.
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Gentlemen, you talk about the dirty pool of politics; if it is dirty, you alone are responsible for its
condition, because you have excluded the moral scrubbing-broom of woman. Let us in, and we will
soon change the face of things and bring politics to be the grandest theme of study for the human
intellect. You need us to carry on the economical work on the Nation, and to elevate the home
circle. The life of woman for the most part is spent in making a few dimes doled out by her generous
protector, who for the same work secures his dollars, and even when receiving this pittance he
is amazed that she should want so much. All that is good in the home, and largely the highest
principles taught in your youth, were those given by your mothers. How then can you return this love
and interest, as soon as you are capable of acting, by riveting the chains that bind her still a slave
politically and civilly.
You need woman's presence, counsel,and advice in legislation as much as she needs your in the
home; you need the moral association and influence of woman, you need her intuitive knowledge of
men's character and the effect of measures upon the home; you need her for the economical details
of government work; you need her sense of justice and moral courage to execute the laws, to punish
crime; you need her for all that is just, merciful and good in government. But above all, women need
the ballot for self-protection,and being by common right and the laws of God free, we demand that
you no longer hold us your subjects—your political slaves!!
Miss Anthony —Mr. Chairman, I now have the pleasure of introducing to you and the committee
Mrs. Martha McClellan Brown, of Cincinnati, Ohio, who, associated with her husband, it at the had of
a large prosperous college for the education of women.
The Chairman—We will be very much pleased to hear Mrs. Brown.

35
Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Committee: I will state that I have the honor to be the vicepresident of Wesleyan College, at Cincinnati, Ohio, the first college for the higher education of
women ever chartered anywhere. This I esteem quite an honor. There is one disability that I may
speak of, however, which exists in connection with this college. It is this: We organized a few years
ago on a new plan. It was found necessary to have a new board of trustees, which often occurs
under the peculiar circumstances connected with the reörganization of colleges. We have an
alumnæ association composed of nearly six hundred women in this country, and, I am happy to
say, among them are many eminent women. Among others I might mention the name of Mrs. Lucy
Hayes well known to all. It was the desire of the friends of the institution to put three women on the
new board, one of those three being Mrs. Hayes. This was found to be impossible, however, owing
to a constitutional impediment. The constitution of the State of Ohio does not permit any woman to
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occupy so honorable a position. I mention this as an illustration of the impediments which have lain
in our path in the past, and still do interfere with the thorough and practical education of women.
It is said that experienced and educated men can be appointed to these positions of trustees, and,
therefore, the college loses nothing. True, but we feel that woman needs woman's interest, voice,
experience, suggestions, and influence in this work. There is something in a woman's nature that
leads her to think of and do things for the promotion of the education and welfare of women that
men not only have not the time to think of, but, by reason of their different natures, are not adopted
to properly understand and appreciate.
We come before you to-day with an old but earnest plea. This you must admit, having looked
into the eyes of the practical women who have had the honor of appearing before you to-day
and presenting to you their claims from various stand-points. It seems to me unnecessary to add
anything in the way of argument to what has already been said before the intelligence represented
in this committee.
There may be just two questions: Is it right? Is it expedient? The question of the right of our demand
has, it seems to me, been very thoroughly and satisfactory answered in the affirmative. The
fundamental principle of our government is: “We are all born free and equal.” Is there any exception
to this answer? Wherein, then, is the inequality of woman at the age of twenty-one? Upon what basis
does it rest? Is it lack of mental qualification? Is it physical disability? Is it moral incapacity? Am I less
qualified to legislate, or to assist in legislation regarding the affairs of my own city, than a great many
men? For instance, to take an humble illustration, am I less capable of determining questions as
to the cleaning of the streets than the man who hauls the debris away from my kitchen? Or, take
the least intelligent among the women of the land, are they less capable of coming to a proper
conclusion regarding matters of municipal government than the least intelligent among the men
who exercise the right of Suffrage? If so, in what particular? In what consists this distinction of
equality at the age of twenty-one? Can anyone answer this question? It will not do to bring forth
the old arguments in reply; they have been exploded long since. Your intelligence will not permit
you to consider them for an instant when you come to investigate them. But this is the trouble, I
comprehend, that your minds have been so occupied with the affairs of State that you have not
had the time to investigate this question. As soon as you arrived at majority you were pressed out
into the broad channels of active duties which forced themselves upon your attention. That is why
we, who have investigated this matter, come before you from time to time to give you these bits
of information that you may not have picked up in the course of your observation and duties. We
come to ask you if it is right that women should be enfranchised. If you are, then, will you not give
your substantial aid to the measure? Men, even in very high authority, are in the habit of saying,
“Yes, it is right enough, 36 but it is not expedient.” Now, you will concur with me that the right will
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eventually prevail. As “right is right and God is God it must prevail.” Believing this to be right, you
may inquire, “What shall we do in the matter?” I will tell you. Recommend the submission of a
constitutional amendment. You have heard it may require a long time to pass the States. But you
ought to recommend the adoption of such an amendment. You know the weight of that word,
“ought.” Gentlemen, it rests upon your souls to-day, just as mightily as it rests upon the soul of any
citizen, man or woman, in the United States. It ought to be done, gentlemen, it ought to be done,
because it is right. I am aware that the question of expediency enters into all of these things, and
I know that there will be something of a revolution when this movement shall be carried forward
to a successful issue. Yes, a revolution in politics, a revolution in State government, a revolution in
the United States government. But, is not this peaceful, ennobling revolution desirable? If desirable,
is it not the best policy to enact that which it will bring about. Revolutions are not always to be
feared and avoided simply because they are revolutions. We sometimes need them; they vitalize the
patriotic moral forces and serve as strengtheners and purifiers of the body politic, and this is the
hour when such revolution is needed in this country. We should never hesitate to enter upon any
course of action that is right, even though a revolution follow.
But, gentlemen, it is expedient for you to bring this proposition into the House, and to start it on its
way toward success. History is being made; you are a part of the great drama of history-making in
the United States. You know as you live to-day, gentlemen, that because we are right in this demand,
and because God is committed for the advancement of the right, this question will rise; will grow; will
increase in power until it culminates in victory by this or some other method; a correct method; the
best method of securing this measure. I am sure this movement appeals to your intelligence; and if
it is right it is bound to succeed, and therefore it is expedient for you to start this practical measure,
and thus put yourselves on record before the world in a cause which involves an eternity of great
possibilities; a cause which underlies the elevation of the entire mass of the people of the United
States. To enlarge the domain of womanhood by free opportunities will be the enlargement and
betterment of all classes; the elevation of the people to a status to which you are working through
your present avenues, but to which this will be the most helpful method. It is because you are in
this position of power, that we appeal to you to place this mighty leverage under the helpless mass
who need it for the sustenance and elevation of themselves. You know men come from foreign
shores to this country for this express purpose, elevation, and you know they do not come in vain.
Their chief leverage is the franchise. This is but a hint that I throw out to you, that you to-day have
the power to inaugurate a movement which will put this inestimable privilege into the hands of
the masses of women who need elevation, as well as the foreigners who come to this country. As
history progresses, the generations coming will point to the men who inaugurated this movement,
of whatever party they may be. This is as yet a non-partisan question; it is entirely above the domain
of politics, in a partisan sense; it is grander than any political party; it is as broad as humanity;
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deep as the heart of humanity, and as high as the principles in the divine mind for the promotion
of humanity. And because of this fact, gentlemen, of both parties, of all parties, we appeal to you
to take the inaugural step; send this movement adrift from the anchorage of your names, and be
proud that under God you have been put in a position to do so much for the amelioration and
ennoblement of her who nurtured and loved you first of all; of the woman who is dearest to you; of
the woman who shall come after you; of all womankind, and of humanity at large.
Miss Anthony —Mr Chairman and gentlemen of the Judiciary Committee, I now have the pleasure of
introducing to you Miss Phœbe W. Couzins, of St. Louis, Mo.

37
The Chairman—We shall take great pleasure in listening to Miss Couzins.
Miss Couzins said: Mr. Chairman and Gentleman of the Judiciary Committee: I was forcibly struck with
a remark a doorkeeper made to me yesterday when I attempted to enter one of the galleries of this
House. He informed me that it was reserved for the friends of the members, and without a card I
could not enter. He inquired, however, if I was not one of the Woman Suffragists who was here at
the last session of Congress for a committee in its behalf. I said I was. “Then,” said he, “I will admit
you, for I presume you are able to get a card if you had asked for it.” He added, sententiously, “You
did not get your committee this session. They gave the whisky men a committee, and I think they
might give th women one.” To which replied, “You must remember that the whisky men have behind
them money and votes, neither of which have the women.” “That is true,” said he, “but Congress is
for the representation of every question which comes before the people of the United States, and
the question of Woman Suffrage is certainly an important one, and the House should have given you
a committee.” It is unnecessary to add that I fully agreed with him.
While in Boston but recently, I met a distinguished Russian physician who recounted to me the
status of women in European countries. In a majority of their cities it is not safe for a woman to
walk abroad at noonday; if she does so without chaperonage she is subjected to the most infamous
insults. And in contrast to this degrading estimate, we noted the privileges and freedom of American
women. Now, gentlemen, the safety of our women in daylight in the streets of America is due to the
spirit of liberty, resultant from the great struggle for freedom, made by our revolutionary fathers
and mothers, a century ago. That liberty so gained has given us this broader and more enlightened
manhood, with ever-advancing ideas of equality for womanhood. Step by step we break the chains
of despotisms bequeathed to us from the Old World. America is the vantage ground for the solution
of all great and grave problems of the race; and we are now face to face with the greatest and
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gravest of them all—the sphinx of the ages—which has propounded the solemn question from out
its inquiring eyes to every nation passing by—“What of the woman?”
The ancients, with that marvelous insight which marked their conception of truths, typified this
mystery with the head of a woman and the body of a lion or man. The woman, the head, to guide
and counsel, with the clear, calm eyes of wisdom, the man, strength, with the bodily form of a lion,
to subdue an enforce that direction. Every nation that has inverted this divine order of union, placing
man as the head and woman as the mere physical form has ever had written on its Babylonian wall
of diversion, “Thou art already overthrown.” For every nation refusing the rightful place of equality to
woman has passed into oblivion, overthrown eventually by its train of vices, that sapped both heart
and brain.
Miss Anthony spoke of our attempt to carry Nebraska by submitting this question to the votes of
the people. * On the day of election we were at Omaha. The ladies of the city in large numbers
were at the polling places with coffee and rolls, not only that influence might be gained, but also to
accustom men to the presence of women at the polls. A carriage with a committee of ladies drove
to these various districts during the day to learn how the vote was passing. In the lower wards,
the Bohemians, Polanders, and other foreigners lived, the refreshments were not provided, and
our carriage stopped for a moment there, not knowing of the absence of ladies. This polling booth
was in a whisky saloon, and the moment it was announced that ladies were there in a carriage and
desired to vote, the men came rushing out like flies to a sugar hogshead, not to welcome us with
smiles but the recognize us only with insults. I shall never forget the sight so long as I live, and I hope
never to witness another such scene. The brutal faces of intoxicated men, with vile oaths upon their
lips and threatening 38 gestures in their fists—men who came to this country to find freedom for
themselves and then refusing it to others, assailing the carriage of native-born refined American
women! [Applause.] I felt humiliation such as I cannot express; but I also felt deeply moved, in view
of this humiliation, to forever, if need be, continue in this good work of freedom for women.
Neither can I forget the inspiration of the scene, as in contrast to this, I witnessed a few weeks ago
at that historic Hollis Street Church, in Boston, when all that was mortal of the great Wendell Phillips
was deposited beneath that pulpit, that had so often sounded the clarion note for reform. There I
saw the old anti-slavery reformers gathered to pay the last tribute of respect to their great leader.
And when I remembered that the principles for which they had so long and faithfully struggled were
now freely recognized by the people, and saw the deep emotion which was upon the faces of them
all, I invoked a rebaptism into the faith which kept them true and sweet, and joining hands with
the living and the dead, I reconsecrated my powers to the work which made their “yesterday so
illustrious.”
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We come to you, gentlemen, as the most important committee of this House, and ask you to report
this question to your colleagues, as it ought to be submitted through the hands of a committee
representing the dignity and intelligence of American manhood, and not humiliate us by compelling
its reference to the popular vote of each State, and thus inviting thirty-eight such experiences as we
had in Nebraska.
As a representative of the good old conservative State of Missouri, I am happy to say that she has
taken a number of advance steps. St. Louis welcomed Harriet Hosmer to its medical college, after
she had vainly knocked at the doors of all New England schools, in an attempt to learn anatomy for
the purpose of becoming a sculptor. It was our men of advanced ideas who gained her this. Old
Missouri drove the entering wedge which finally opened the door of the United States Supreme
Court to woman, taking the foremost step of this, and perhaps every other century, in admitting
woman to practice at its bar, and graduate at its university in law. I see before me one of my
godfathers, James O. Broadhead, a professor of the university from which I was graduated, and a
life-long friend of my father's. With the benediction of his kind presence in your committee, I shall
take it as an augury of a favorable report from this body. I remember, also, gentlemen, that upon the
banks of the Mississippi, in my native city of St. Louis, there was formulated by Ann Ella Carroll, of
Maryland, the strategic movement which directed the armies of the republic up the Tennessee river,
and thus solved the problem of the war; and I hope Missouri will give the impetus to the solution in
our behalf from this committee.
In closing, let me commend to you these words from the immortal Blackstone:
For God has so intimately connected, so inseparably interwoven the laws of eternal justice with the
happiness of each individual that the latter cannot be obtained without observing the former, and
if the former be punctually obeyed, it cannot but induce the latter; in consequence of which mutual
connection of justice and human felicity he has not perplexed the law of nature with a multitude of
abstracted rules and precepts, referring merely to the fitness or unfitness of things, as some have
vainly surmised, but has graciously reduced the rule of obedience to this one precept, namely, that
man should pursue his own true and substantial happiness. This is the foundation of what we call
ethics or natural law.
I take it, gentlemen, that this admirable illustration covers the whole ground; for, if eternal justice
brings happiness, it is your duty to demand justice for every human being, and thus, so far as in you
lies, cure the sorrows of this Nation.
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I hold in my hand some slips cut from one paper in one day. They are the record of three atrocious
murders of women by their husbands, and each one of the men was of foreign birth. These men
who come to our shores not only brutalized by centuries of degradation, through monarchial forms
of government, but brutalized with their 39 false estimate of the position of woman in the economy
of home and State, you have endowed with the right to definite our happiness and our status
before the law. I urge you, then, as the intelligent reasoning portion of our law-makers, to bring
your influence to bear upon this portion of our voting population, to whom reason and principles
of eternal justice are as dead letters, who but blindly follow when the bugle sounds, and nobly lead
them to a recognition of the power and scope of the Declaration of Independence, and through it
to respect and reverence for womanhood. Teach them when they land upon these shores that here
resides honor and safety and dignity for wives and mothers; and that here woman is reverenced, her
opinions counted, and her personality recognized in a manner such as they have never realized or
comprehended under centuries of degradation.
At the gateway of this Nation, the harbor of New York, there soon shall stand a statue of the
Goddess of Liberty, presented by the republic of France—a magnificent figure of a woman, typifying
all that is grand and glorious and free in self-government. She will hold aloft an electric torch of great
power that is to beam an effulgent light far out to sea, that ships sailing towards this goodly land
may ride safely into harbor. So do you thus uplift the women of this Nation, and teach these men, at
the very threshold, when first their feet shall touch the shores of this republic, that here woman is
exalted, ennobled and honored, and here she bears aloft the torch of intelligence and purity which
guides our ship of State into the safe harbor of wise laws, pure morals, and secure institutions.
Miss Anthony —I now have the pleasure of introducing to you, gentlemen of the committee, Mrs.
Mary E. Haggart, of Indiana.
The Chairman—The committee will hear Mrs. Haggart with pleasure.
Mrs. Haggart said: Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Committee: This question of the right of the
mothers and daughters of the Nation to say how, and by whom they shall be governed, will not
down. Turn whichever way you will, it stands confronting you in some shape or form. Everybody,
whether for it or against it, admits that Suffrage for woman is inevitable; that it is only a question
of time, and that that time is short. Still, there is a feeling among those not disposed to openly
antagonize this movement that, while it cannot be called justice, it may be fifty termed unthinking
generosity. It finds expression in this way: “We are in favor of the woman voting, if the women want
to vote.” Now, gentlemen, this fact will never be ascertained until the ballot-box is thrown open to
women. It was never known whether men wanted to vote or not, until the privilege to do so was
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given them. Women who are an excluded class politically need that kind of encouragement which
comes only from a willing permission to enter an open door. A subject class has never in any age of
the world's history lifted itself, unchampioned, above the weight of prejudice and custom. The only
way to demonstrate beyond a doubt that there is a general willingness to allow women to exercise
the right of Suffrage is to remove the barriers and to make the way clear.
When Abraham Lincoln penned the immortal emancipation proclamation, he did net stop to inquire
whether every man and every woman in Southern slavery wished to be free or did not wish to be
free. Whether women wish to vote or do not wish to vote has nothing to do with the question of
their right to the ballot. The right of man to the ballot is a logical deduction from the principles
proclaimed in the Declaration of Independence. And singular to say, while this right inheres in all
people alike, the privilege of exercising it is withheld from women by a class of voters who really
have no right to say whether they are willing or not that woman should vote. The question of
woman's right to the ballot has long ago been settled beyond a quibble, by laws and principles of
justice that are above and superior to the codes of men who now have the power to regulate the
voting privileges of citizens. If this right be inherent, and 40 exist in the great body of society before
governments are formed, it follows that all citizens of a republican form of government, be they male
or female, are alike entitled to the privilege of exercising it. Consequently it belongs to one class of
citizens no more than to another to express their willingness or unwillingness to permit the free
exercise of this right.
Twenty years ago men said the best way to prepare a man for freedom was to make him free. An
application of this principle to woman is all that is demanded. I would like to ask, in all candor,
gentleman, whether you have ever brought this question home to your individual consciences, and
asked yourselves how it would seem to you to live under a form of government which has for one of
its strongest pillars of support “no taxation without representation,” and yet be taxed world without
end? How would it seem to you to be governed without your consent; to have laws framed for you to
obey, and you be compelled to obey them, whether they represent your ideal of justice or not? How
would it seem to you to have to suffer severe penalties if you committed what someday else calls
a crime, and have these penalties and punishments imposed upon you at the option and pleasure
of a class who are responsible to no power other than their own individual or collective wills. It is
not due to this kind of dwelling under governmental inconsistencies that woman do not speak out
en masse, and say they do want to vote? Is there a man among you willing to resign his own right
to the ballot and to place his own interests, earnings and welfare at the disposition of the votes of
others? Would you not resent an attempt on the part of any man, or set of men, to fix your mental
status, settle your convictions in life, and lay out with mathematical precision your exact sphere in
the world? And yet now many undertake to adjust the spheres of the Elizabeth Cady Stantons, the
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Susan B. Anthonys, the Harriet Beecher Stowes, the Harriet Hosmers, and Frances E. Willards of the
world, and continue to talk inspiring and patronizing condescension of female retirement, female
duties, and female spheres.
The question to be considered is not whether women want to vote or do not want to vote, but
how can republican inconsistencies wiped out, justice universally recognized and impartially
administered, and civil and political errors of the past effectually, repaired. Whoever admits that
men have a right to vote must include in the admission women also, for there are no reason capable
of demonstrating an abstract right in behalf of one sex that is not equally applicable to the other.
Consequently, it amounts to just less than nothing, to say that women do not want to vote. This is
an assertion which cannot be made to carry any weight or force with it, and is absolutely without
authority, so long as each individual woman does not speak out for self. One hundred and eightyfive thousand women in Illinois have signified a desire to use the ballot for home protection, and still
it is asserted in that State that women do not want to vote. Two hundred and twenty-five thousand
women in Ohio have signified a desire to use the ballot for home protection, and still it is asserted in
that State that women do not want to vote. Over one hundred thousand women of this Nation have
already notified this Congress that they desire equality of political rights, and still it is asserted all
round us that women do not want to vote. Hence, gentlemen, this is most emphatically an assertion
which no individual can be justified in making for another.
Since the elective franchise is the parent stem from which branches out legal, industrial, social
and educational enterprises that are necessary to the welfare of the citizens, it will be readily seen
how women engaged in reforms, public charities, social enterprises are hampered and trammeled
in their progress which the ballot. Women have seen their wasted, plans frustrated, and their
Herculean labor all undone for want of legislative power through the citizen's emblem of sovereignty.
Thoughtful women are everywhere. All ranks and occupations are beginning to realize that 41
monstrous evils must ever crowd upon both classes while one side of humanity only is represented,
civilly, judicially, ad politically, and while one sex has the irresponsible keeping of the rights and
privileges of the other. To-day, throughout the length and breadth of our land; woman finds the
greatest need of the ballot through an almost overpowering desire to have her wishes and opinions
crystallized into law.
They who denounce the Woman Suffrage movement as a crazy scheme are quick to advice mothers
to bring up their boys in the way that they should go, ignoring the fact that while mothers have
trained, taught, and drilled their boys in all that is good, pure and ennobling, voters have, through
political machinery, built up in our towns and the school-houses of intemperance which swallow
up, vampire-like, not only the mother's faithful training, but the boys of their hearts and homes
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as well. Would not the wife and mother, if she had the privilege, be justified in leaving the fireside
and the home circle for the primaries, in order to demonstrate in a practical way, by her voice and
her presence there that purity and moral enlightenment are indeed the foundation rocks of our
national life. It requires no prophetic vision to foresee that if this Nation is not swift in shaking off
the notions of dead centuries concerning women, and endowing them with all the rights, privileges,
and immunities inherited from the common father of humanity, it is sure to stand upon the shoals of
ignorance, intemperance and debauchery. Notwithstanding, it is declared from seemingly very high
sources that women have never had any political abilities and that they are doing an absurd thing
in asking for a removal of their political disabilities; yet government presupposes that woman have
the political abilities of other citizens. Government exacts from women, politically, the ability to aid
in its support, through taxation. It exacts from women, politically, the ability to suffer the penalties
of violated laws, and imposes upon them such political disabilities as are thought proper. Having
no right to consent to government, she shall yet be governed; no representation for taxation, she
shall yet be taxes; no voice or part in framing the laws, and no participation in fixing the penalties,
she shall yet suffer for the violation of such laws. All this is done while it is universally conceded
that right to participate in the formation and enactment of laws is born with, and is inseparable
from, responsibility to law. Gentlemen, I have no hesitancy in saying that if these conditions which
surround the women of this Nation to-day were the conditions of the male citizens of the country,
they would rise up and pronounce them the exact definition of civil and political slavery, instead of
the true interpretation of natural justice and civil equity.
Many persons claim that men are not born with the right to vote, as they are to the right to life,
liberty and happiness; that Suffrage is the gift of the State, and that the State has a right to regulate
it in any way that it may deem best for the common good. Now, if in a republic, where the whole
foundation of government rests upon the consent of the governed, Suffrage is the gift of the State,
can it be explained from whence the State, in its origin, derived this gift which it bestows upon
others, and which it regulates as it deems best for the common good. States at their birth or at any
other time are only sections of citizens founded upon a compact, which (to accord with the spirit and
intent of republicanism) can confer upon other citizens under this compact nothing which permits
the free exercise of self-government not inherent in the authors of such a compact; and nothing
inheres in the authors of republican constitutions and compacts that does not equally inhere in all
the people agreeing to and coming under the jurisdiction of such constitutions and compacts.
If men are born with the right to life, liberty and happiness, they are also born with the right to give
expression as to how and in what manner life, liberty and happiness are to be maintained; and
in this Nation, which professes to rest upon the consent of the governed, this expression is given
through the ballot. Consequently, the expression of a freeman's will is as God-given as his right
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to be free. Society consists of 42 men and women in nearly equal proportions, and as there are
dissimilar in many of the social elements of character, therefore it requires the presence of each
class to represent our common humanity perfectly. A few of the wants and needs of a community
provided for from the standpoint of one sex only, must of necessity be partial and imperfect. The
good of society, the justice and stability of popular government alike demand that each sex every
interest be properly represented, for since the year of Magna Charta we have repudiated the idea
of representation by proxy. Men and women have common interests in the great work of humanity;
that which concerns a man in the domain of government equally concerns a woman. A woman's
highest good and truest interest depend just as much upon the public welfare as do man's. We all
know that there are thousands of women, high-souled, noble-minded women, in this government
who are owners of property, mothers of children, devoted to their homes and families and to all of
the duties and responsibilities that grow out of social life, and hence are most deeply and intensely
interested in the public welfare. They have just as much at stake in this government, which affords
them no opportunity of giving or withholding their consent, as men who are consulted. John Quincy
Adams said in that grand speech in defense of the political petitions of the women of Plymouth: “The
correct principle is that the women are not only justified, but exhibit the most exalted virtue when
they do depart from the domestic sphere and enter upon the concerns of their country, of humanity
and of their God.”
Gentlemen, this claim of woman to the right of self-government is demanded upon no trivial basis.
We see in it a mighty factor in the moving current of humanity, a gigantic force, without which the
age will be halted in its march of progress. All of the immortal principles that have been developed
from this progression justify and demand this measure; the united forces of moral reconstruction
are embodied in it, and it will one day win the victory by paying the price of all the dearly-bought
treasures of freedom—adequate and eternal vigilance. [Applause.]
Miss Anthony —Gentlemen of the committee, we are now through; not that we have exhausted our
list of speakers, but that we do not feel justified in further taxing the courtesy of the committee.
I would add that we have delegates here from the States of Arkansas and Kansas and from
Washington Territory. The extent of the interest in our demand is shown in the fact that we have
had represented in our Convention during the last four days twenty-six States and territories of this
Union, represented, too, by women who have earned their own money to come here for the purpose
of making this appeal to Congress. Of the women who have addressed you this morning I am the
only one who was among those who yesterday addressed the Senate committee. I beg of you not
to think the enfranchisement of one-half the people of this Nation a light or trifling question, one
to be put aside as not worthy of your serious consideration. It is a question which must be met and
answered by constitutional guarantee of perfect equality of rights to women, civil and political.
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I thank you, gentlemen of the committee, for this most courteous hearing, and hope and entreat
you, as men and brothers, to submit a proposition, or rather a report to the House, recommending
the submission of a Sixteenth Amendment to be acted upon by the respective Staten Legislatures.
The Chairman—I think I may say on behalf of the committee, Miss Anthony, that we haven been very
much gratified with the remarks with which you have favored us, and that the committee will take
your proposition under very serious consideration.
Miss Anthony —I will say, Mr. Chairman, that yesterday, before our Select Committee of the Senate,
was the first time in the whole sixteen years of our coming to Congress that we have had a full
committee present; and we have never seen so large a number of the members of this Judiciary
Committee present in the whole sixteen 43 years as are before us this morning. And this respectful
hearing of twelve of the fifteen members of your committee, sir, shows the great progress of our
cause.
Again, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I thank you on behalf of the National Woman
Suffrage Association and the women of the entire country.
These appeals before the committees were honored by the following favorable and adverse reports
presented in both Houses of Congress:
In the Senate of the United States, March 28, 1884.
Mr. Palmer, from the Committee

*

on Woman Suffrage, submitted the following report:

* Francis Marion Cockrell, Mo.; James G. Fair, Nev.; Joseph E. Brown, Ga.; Henry B. Anthony,
R. I.; Henry W. Blair, N. H.; Thomas W. Palmer, Mich.; Elbridge G. Lapham, N. Y.
The Committee on Woman Suffrage submit the following report, to accompany Senate joint resolution 19,
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the Unite States:
All persons born or naturalized in the United States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof are
citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they reside.—[XIV Amendment, Section 1.
Women are persons born or naturalized in the United States, and are therefore citizens of the United
States and of the States in which they reside.
No State shall make or enforce any law that shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens
of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty or property without due
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process of law, nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.—[XIV
Amendment, Section 1.
The privileges and immunities of women citizens are abridged by the several States in many ways.
The fundamental privilege—“the right of citizens to vote”—is not only abridged, but in most of the
States totally denied.
It is to be considered that in adopting this resolution Congress by no means imposes Woman
Suffrage upon the country, nor does it necessarily, even, declare in its favor. But in view of the extent
of the agitation upon the subject, and of the number and respectability of the petitioners in its
favor, Congress simply takes the initiative to submit the question to the people of the several States
through their respective Legislatures.
The Constitution is wisely conservative in the provisions for its own amendment. And your
committee deem it eminently proper, in view of the rapidly increasing numbers who have for the last
eighteen years so earnestly, persistently and patiently indicated a desire for an amendment, that the
amending power—the State Legislatures—should be consulted.
We, therefore, report back the proposed resolution for the consideration of the Senate, and
recommend its passage.
†
The committee append hereto the remarks made before this committee, of March 7, 1884 and also
the remarks made before the Senate, Judiciary Committee, printed in Senate Mis. Doc. No. 74, Forty‡
seventh Congress, first session, as a part of this report. T. W. Palmer, H. W. Blair, E. G. Lapham.

† For the speeches of 1884 see pages 16-30.
‡ The Forty-seventh Congress speeches, with Senator Lapham's report, will be found in Vol. III,
History of Woman Suffrage.
My view of the subject is embodied in my qualified assent to the report heretofore made. H. B.
Anthony.

44
The following is the assent of Senator Anthony to the report of the Committee on Woman Suffrage in
the Forty-seventh Congress, above referred to:
The Constitution is wisely conservative in the provision for its own amendment. It is eminently
proper that whenever a large number of the people have indicated a desire for an amendment
the judgment of the amending power should be consulted. In view of the extensive agitation of
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the question of Woman Suffrage, and the numerous and respectable petitions that have been
presented to Congress in its support, I unite with the committee in recommending that the proposed
amendment be submitted to the States. H. B. Anthony.
In the Senate of the United States, April 23, 1884.
Mr. Brown, from the Committee on Woman Suffrage, submitted the following views of the minority:
The undersigned minority of the Committee of the Senate on Woman Suffrage, to whom was referred S.
Res. 19, proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, granting the right to vote to the
women of the United States, beg leave to submit the following report:
The undersigned believe that the Creator intended that the sphere of the males and females of
our race should be different, and that their duties and obligations, while they differ materially, are
equally important and equally honorable, and that each sex is equally well qualified by natural
endowments for the discharge of the important duties which pertain to each, and that sex is equally
competent to discharge those duties. We find an abundance of evidence both in the works of
nature and in the Divine revelation to establish the fact that the family property regulated is the
foundation and pillar of society, and is the most important of any other human institution. In the
Divine economy it is provided that the man shall be the head of the family, and shall take upon
himself the solemn obligation of providing for and protecting the family.
Man, by reason of his physical strength, and his other endowments and faculties, is qualified for
the discharge of those duties that require strength and ability to combat with the sterner realities
and difficulties of life. The different classes of out-door labor, which require physical strength and
endurance, are by nature assigned to man, the head of the family, as part of his task. He discharges
such labors as require greater physical endurance and strength than the female sex are usually
found to possess. It is not only his duty to provide for and protect the family, but as a member of
the community it is also his duty to discharge the laborious and responsible obligations which the
family owe to the State, and which obligation must be discharged by the head of the family, until
the male members of the family have grown up to manhood and are able to aid in the discharge of
those obligations, when it becomes their duty in their turn to take charge of and rear each a family,
for which he is responsible.
Among other duties which the head of the family owes to the State is military duty in time of war,
which he, when able-bodied, is able to discharge, and which the female members of the family
are unable to discharge. He is also under obligation to discharge jury duty, and by himself or his
representative to discharge his part of the labor necessary to construct and keep in proper order
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roads, bridges, streets, and all grades of public highways. And in this progressive age upon the
male sex is devolved the duty of constructing our railroads, and the engines and other rolling-stock
with which they are operated, of building, equipping and launching shipping and other water crafts
of every character necessary for the transportation of passengers or freight upon our rivers, our
lakes, and upon the high seas. The labor in our fields, sowing, cultivating and reaping crops must be
discharged mainly by the male sex, as the female sex, for want of physical strength, are generally
unable to discharge these duties.

45
As it is the duty of the male sex to perform the obligations to the State, to society, and to the family,
already mentioned, with numerous that might be enumerated, it is also their duty to aid in the
government of the State, which is simply a great aggregation of families. Society cannot be preserved
nor can the people be prosperous without good government. The government of our country is
a government of the people, and it becomes necessary that that class of people upon whom the
responsibility rests should assemble together and consider and discuss the great questions of
governmental policy which from time to time are presented for their decision. This often requires
the assembling of caucuses in the night-time as well as public assemblages in the day-time. It is
laborious task for which the male sex is infinitely better fitted than the female sex, and after proper
consideration and discussion of the measures that may divide the country from time to time the
duty devolves upon those who are responsible for the government at times and places to be fixed
by law, to meet and by the ballot to decide the great questions of government upon which the
prosperity of the country depends. These are some of the active and sterner duties of life to which
the male sex is by nature better fitted than the female sex. If in carrying out the policy of the State
on great measures adjudged vital such policy should lead to war, either foreign or domestic, it would
seem to follow very naturally that those who have ben responsible for the management of the State
should be the parties to take the hazards and hardships of the struggle. Here again man is fitted by
nature for the discharge of the duty—woman is unfit for it. So much for some of the duties imposed
upon th male sex for th discharge of which the Creator has endowed them with proper strength and
faculties.
On the other hand the Creator has assigned to woman very laborious and responsible duties, by
no means less important than those imposed upon the male sex, though entirely different in their
character. In the family she is a queen. She alone is fitted for the discharge of the sacred trust of wife
and the endearing relation of mother. While the man is contending with the sterner duties of life, the
whole time of the noble, affectionate, and true woman is required in the discharge of the delicate
and difficult duties assigned her in the family circle, in her church relations, and in the society where
her lot is cast. When the husband returns home weary and worn in the discharge of the difficult and
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laborious task assigned him, he finds in the good wife solace and consolation which is nowhere else
afforded. I he is despondent and distressed she cheers his heart with words of kindness; if he is sick
or languishing, she soothes, comforts and ministers to him as no one but an affectionate wife can
do. If his burdens are onerous, she divides their weight by the exercise of her love and her sympathy.
But a still more important duty devolves upon the mother. After having brought into existence the
offspring of the nuptial union, the children are dependent upon the mother as they are not upon
any other human being. The trust is a most sacred, most responsible, and most important one. To
watch over them in their infancy, and as the mind begins to expand to train, direct, and educate
it into the paths of virtue and usefulness is the high trust assigned to the mother. She trains the
twig as the tree should be inclined. She molds the character. She educates the hearts as well as the
intellect, and she prepares the future man, now the boy, for honor or dishonor. Upon the manner
in which she discharges her duty depends the fact whether he shall in future be a useful citizen or
a burden to society. She inculcates lessons of patriotism, manliness, religion, and virtue, fitting the
man by reason of his training to be an ornament to society or dooming him by her neglect to a life
of dishonor and shame. Society acts unwisely it imposes the duties that by common consent have
always been assigned to the sterner and stronger sex on her, he discharge of which causes her 46
to neglect those sacred and all-important duties to her children, and to the society of which they are
members.
In the church by her pity, her charity, and her Christian purity she not only aids society by a proper
training of her own children, but the children of others, whom she encourages to come to the sacred
altar, are taught to walk in the paths of rectitude, honor and religion. In the Sunday-school room
the good woman is a princess, and she exerts an influence which purifies and ennobles society,
training the young in the truths of religion, making the Sunday-school the nursery of the church and
elevating society to the higher planes of pure religion, virtue, and patriotism. In the sick room and
among the humble, the poor, and the suffering, the good woman, like an angel of light cheers the
heart and revives the hopes of the poor, the suffering, and the despondent.
I would be a vain attempt to undertake to enumerate the refining endearing, and ennobling
influences exercised by the true woman in her relations to the family and to society when she
occupies the sphere assigned her by the laws of nature and the divine inspiration, which are our
surest guide for the present and the future life. But how can woman be expected to meet these
heavy responsibilities and to discharge these delicate and most important duties of wife, Christian,
teacher, minister of mercy, friend of the suffering, and consoler of the despondent and the needy, if
we impose upon her the grosser, rougher, and harsher duties which nature has assigned to the male
sex?
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If the wife and the mother is required to leave the sacred precincts of home, and to attempt to do
military duty when the State is in peril, or if she be required to leave her home from day to day
in attendance upon the court as a juror, and to be shut up in the jury-room from night to night,
with men who are strangers, while a question of life or property is being considered, if she is to
attend political meetings, take part in political discussions, and mingle with the male sex at political
gatherings, if she is to become an active politician, if she is to attend political caucuses at late
hours of the night, if she is to take part in all the unsavory work that may be deemed necessary for
he triumph of her party, and if on election day she is to leave her home and go upon the streets
electioneering for votes for the candidates who receive her support, and mingling among the crowds
of men who gather around the polls, she is to press her way through them to the ballot-box and
deposit her Suffrage, if she is to take part in the corporate struggles of the city or town in which she
resides, attend to the duties of his honor the major, of councilman, or of policeman, to say nothing
of the many other like obligations which are disagreeable even to the male sex, how is she, with all
these heavy duties of citizen politician, and office-holder resting upon her shoulders, to attend to
the more sacred, delicate, and refining trust to which we have already referred, and for which she is
peculiarly fitted by nature? If she is to discharge the duties last mentioned, how is she, in connection
with them, to discharge the more refining, elevating, and ennobling duties of wife, mother, Christian,
and friend, which are found in the sphere where nature has placed her? Who is to care for and train
the children while she is absent in the discharge of these masculine duties?
If i were proper to reverse the order of nature and assign woman to the sterner duties devolved
upon he male sex and to attempt to assign man to the more refining, delicate, and ennobling duties
of the woman, man would be found entirely incompetent to the discharge of the obligations which
nature has devolved upon the gentler sex, and society must be greatly injured by the attempted
change. But if we are told that the object of this movement is not to reverse this order of nature,
but only to devolve upon the gentler sex a portion of the more rigorous duties imposed by nature
upon the stronger sex, we reply that society must be injured, as the woman would not be able to
discharge those duties so well, by reason of her want of physical strength, as the male, upon whom
they are devolved, and to the extent that the duties are to be 47 divided the male would be infinitely
less competent to discharge the delicate and sacred trusts which nature has assigned to the female.
But it has been said that the present law is unjust to woman; that she is often required to pay taxes
on property he holds without being permitted to take part in framing or administering the laws by
which her property is governed, and that she is taxed without representation. This is a great mistake.
It may be very doubtful whether the male or the female sex, in the present state of things, has more
influence in the administration of the affairs of the government, and the enactment of the laws by
which we are governed. While the woman does not discharge military duty, nor does she attend
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courts and serve on juries, nor does she labor upon the public streets, bridges or highways, nor
does she engage actively and publicly in the-discussion of political affairs, nor does she enter the
crowded precincts of the ballot-box to deposit her Suffrage, still, the intelligent, cultivated noble
woman is a power behind the throne. All her influence is in favor of morality, justice, and fair dealing;
all her efforts and her counsel are in favor of good government, wise and wholesome regulations,
and a faithful administration of the laws. Such a woman by her gentleness, kindness, and Christian
bearing, impresses her views and her counsels upon her father, her husband, her brothers, her sons,
and her other male friends, who imperceptibly yield to her influence many times, without even being
conscious of it. She rules not with a rod of iron, but with the queenly scepter; she binds not with
hooks of steel, but with silken cords; she governs not by physical efforts, but by moral suasion and
feminine purity and delicacy. Her dominion is one of love, not of arbitrary power. We are satisfied,
therefore, that the pure, cultivated and pious ladies of this country now exercise a very powerful but
quiet, imperceptible influence in popular affairs much greater than they will ever again exercise if
female Suffrage should be enacted and they should be compelled actively to take part in the affairs
of State and the corruptions of party politics.
It would be a gratification, and we are always glad to see the ladies gratified, to many who have
espoused the cause of Woman Suffrage if they could take active part in political affairs, and go
to the polls and cast their votes alongside the male sex; but while this would be a gratification
to a large number of very worthy and excellent ladies, who take a different view of the question
from that which we entertain, we feel that it would be a great cruelty to a much larger number of
the cultivated, refined delicate, and lovely women of this country who seek no such distinction;
who would enjoy no such privilege, who would with womanlike delicacy shrink from the discharge
of any such obligations, and who would sincerely regret that what they consider the folly of the
State, had imposed upon them any such unpleasant duties. But should female Suffrage be once
established it would become an imperative necessity that the very large class, indeed much the
largest class of the women of this country, of the character last described, should yield, contrary
to their inclinations and their wishes, to the necessity which would compel them to engage in
political strife. We apprehend no one who has properly considered this question will doubt, if female
Suffrage should be established, that the more ignorant and less refined population of this country, to
say nothing of the baser class of females, laying aside female delicacy, and disregarding the sacred
duties devolving upon them to which we have already referred, would rush to the polls and take
pleasure in the crowded association which the situation would compel of the two sexes in political
meetings and at the ballot-box. If all the baser and all the more ignorant portion of the female sex
crowd to the polls and deposit their Suffrage, this compels the very large class of intelligent, virtuous,
and refined females, including the wives and mothers who have much more important duties to
perform, to leave their sacred labors at home, relinquishing for a time the God-given important
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trust which has been placed in their hands, to go contrary to 48 their wishes to the polls and vote, to
counteract the Suffrage of the less worthy class of our female population. If they fail to do this the
best interest of the country must suffer.
It is now a problem which perplexes the brain of the ablest statesman to determine how we will
best preserve our republican system as against the demoralizing influence of the large class of
our present citizens and voters, who, by reason of their illiteracy, are unable to read or write the
ballot they cast. Certainly no statesman who has carefully observed the situations would desire
to add very largely to this burden of ignorance. But who does not apprehend the fact if universal
Suffrage should be established that we will, especially in the Souther States, add a very large number
to the voting population whose ignorance utterly disqualifies them to discharge the trust. If our
colored population, who were so recently slaves that even the males who are voters have but little
opportunity to educate themselves, or to be educated, whose ignorance is now exciting the liveliest
interest of our statesmen, are causes of serious apprehension, what is to be said in favor of adding
to the voting population of all the females of that race, who, on account of the situation in which
they have been placed, have had much less opportunity to be educated than even the males of
their own race? We do not say it is their fault that they are not educated; but the fact is undeniable
that they are grossly ignorant, with very few exceptions, and probably not one in a hundred of them
could read and write the ballot they would be authorized to cast. What says the statesman to the
propriety of adding this immense mass of ignorance to the voting population of the Union in its
present condition?
It may be said that their votes could be off-set by the educated and refined ladies of the white race
in the same section, but who does not know that the ignorant voters would be at the polls en masse,
while the refined and educated, shrinking from public contact on such occasions would remain at
home and attend to their domestic and other important duties, leaving the country to the control
of those who could afford, under the circumstances, to take part in the strifes of politics, and to
come in contact with the unpleasant surroundings before they could reach the polls. Are we ready
to expose our country to the demoralization, and our institutions to the strain, which would thus
be placed upon them, for the gratification of a minority of the virtuous and the good of our female
population, at the expense of the mortification of a much larger majority of the same class?
It has been frequently urged with great earnestness by those who advocate Woman Suffrage that
the ballot is necessary to the women to enable them to protect themselves in securing occupations,
and to enable them to realize the same compensation for the like labor which is received by men.
This argument is plausible, but upon a closer examination it will be found to possess but little real
force. The price of labor is, and must continue to be, governed by the law of supply and demand;
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and the person who has the most physical strength to labor, and the most pursuits requiring such
strength open for employment, will always command the higher prices.
Ladies make excellent teachers in the public schools; many of them are every way the equals of their
male competitors, and till they secure less wages than males. The reason is obvious. The number of
ladies who offer themselves as teachers is much larger than the number of males who are willing to
teach. The larger number of females offer to teach because other more occupation are not open to
them. The smaller number of males offer to teach because other more profitable occupations are
open to most males who are competent to teach. The result is that the competition for positions of
teachers to be filled by ladies is so great as to reduce the price, but as males cannot be employed
at that price, and are necessary in certain places in the schools, those seeking their services have
to pay a higher rate for them. Persons having a larger number of places open to them with fewer
competitors command higher wages 49 than those who have a smaller number of places open to
them with more competitors. This is the law of society. It is the law of supply and demand, which
cannot be changed by legislation.
Then if follows that the ballot cannot enable those who have to compete with the larger number to
command the same prices as those who compete with the smaller number in the labor market. As
the legislature has no power to regulate in practice that of which the advocates of female Suffrage
complain the ballot in the hands of females could not aid its regulation. The ballot cannot impart to
the female physical strength which she does not possess, nor can it open to her pursuits which she
does not have physical ability to engage in; and as long as she lacks the physical strength to compete
with men in the difference departments of labor there will be more competition in her department,
and she must necessarily received less wages.
But it is claimed again that females should have the ballot as a protection against the tyranny of bad
husbands. This is also delusive. If the husband is brutal, arbitrary, or tyrannical, and tyrannizes over
her at home, the ballot in her hands would be no protection against such injustice, but the husband
who compelled her to conform to his wishes in other respects would also compel her to use the
ballot if she possessed it as he might please to dictate. The ballot could therefore be of no assistance
to the wife in such a case, nor could it heal family strifes or dissensions. On the contrary, one of
the greatest objections to placing the ballot in the hands of the female sex is that it would promote
unhappiness and dissensions in the family circle. There should be unity in the family.
At present the man represents the family in meeting the demands of the law and of society upon
the family. So far as the rougher, coarser duties are concerned, the man represents the family, and
the individuality of the woman is not brought into prominence, but when the ballot is placed in
the hands of the woman her individuality is enlarged and she is expected to answer for herself the
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demands of the law and of society on her individual account, and not as the weaker member of
th family to answer by her husband. This naturally draws her out from the dignified and cultivated
refinement of her womanly position and brings her into a closer contact with the rougher elements
of society, which tends to destroy that higher degree of reverence and respect which her refinement
and dignity in the relation of wife and mother have always inspired in those who approached her in
her useful and honorable retirement.
When she becomes a voter she will be more or less of a politician, and will form political alliances,
or unite with political parties, which will frequently be antagonistic to those to which her husband
belongs. This will introduce into the family circle a new element of disagreement and discord,
which will frequently end in unhappy divisions, if not in separation or divorce. This must frequently
occur when the wife becomes an active politician, identified with a party which is distasteful to her
husband. On the other hand, if she unites with her husband in party associations, and votes with
him on all occasions, so as not to disturb the harmony and happiness of the family, then the ballot
is of no service, as it simply duplicates the vote of the male on each side of the question, and leaves
the result the same.
Again, if the family is the unit of society, and the State is composed of an aggregation of families,
then it is important to society that there be as many happy families as possible, and it becomes the
duty of man and woman alike to unite in the holy relation of matrimony. As this is the only legal and
proper mode of rendering obedience to the early command to multiply and replenish the earth,
whatever tends to discourage the holy relation of matrimony, is in disobedience of this command,
and any change which encourages such disobedience is violative of the Divine law, and cannot result
in advantage to the State. Before forming this relation it is the duty of young men who have to take
upon themselves the responsibilities of providing for and protecting the 50 family to select some
profession or pursuit that is the most congenial to their tastes, and in which they will be most likely
to be successful; but this is not permitted to the young ladies, or if permitted, it cannot be practically
carried out after matrimony. As it might frequently happen that the young man had selected one
profession or pursuit and the young lady another, the result would be that after marriage she must
drop the profession or pursuit of her choice and employ herself in the sacred duties of wife and
mother at home, and in rearing, educating, and elevating the family, while the husband pursued the
profession of his choice.
It may be said, however, that there is a class of young ladies who do not choose to marry, and
who select professions or avocations and follow them for a livelihood. This is true, but this
class compared with the number who unite in matrimony with the husbands of their choice is
comparatively very small; and it is the duty of society to encourage the increase of marriages rather
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than of celibacy. If the larger number of females select pursuits or professions which require them
to decline marriage, society to that extent is deprived of the advantages resulting from the increase
of population by marriage. It is said by those who have examined the question closely that the
largest number of divorces is now found in the communities where the advocates of female Suffrage
are most numerous, and where the individuality of woman as related to her husband, which such
a doctrine inculcates, is increased to the greatest extent. If this be true, and it seems to be well
authenticated, it is a strong plea in the interest of the family and of society against granting the
petition of the advocates of Woman Suffrage.
After all, it is a local question, which properly belongs to the different States of the Union, each acting
for itself, and to the territories of the Union, when not acting in conflict with the Constitution and
laws of the United States. The fact that a State adopts the rule of female Suffrage, neither increases
nor diminishes its power in the Union, as the number of Representatives in Congress to which
each State is entitled, and the number of members of the electoral college appointed by each, is
determined by its aggregate population, and not by the proportion of its voting population, so long
as no race or class is excluded from the exercise of the right of Suffrage.
While the undersigned would vote against female Suffrage if the question were to rise in their
respective States, they admit the power of the States over the subject-matter. Entertaining these
views thy protest against a constitutional amendment which would confer the right of female
Suffrage in all parts of the Union, without regard to the wishes of the different States at any time
after the adoption of said amendment. They believe that the noble, true, good women of the country
should be heard, and as an expression of these views is hereto appended “Woman's Protest against
Woman Suffrage” known as the Lorain Memorial against Woman Suffrage, presented to the Ohio
legislature and signed by a large number of the most thoughtful and intelligent women of the cities
of Oberlin and Elyria, Ohio, including lady teachers and wives of professors in Oberlin College.
Joseph E. Brown, F. M. Cockrell.
WOMAN'S PROTEST AGAINST WOMAN SUFFRAGE.
We acknowledge no inferiority to men. We claim to have no less ability to perform the duties which
God has imposed upon us than they have to perform those imposed upon them.
We believe that God has wisely and well adapted each sex to the proper performance of the duties
of each.
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We believe our trusts to be as important and sacred as any that exist on earth.
We believe Woman Suffrage would relatively lessen the influence of the intelligent and true, and
increase the influence of the ignorant and vicious.
We feel that our present duties fill up the whole measure of our time and ability, and are such as
none but ourselves can perform. Our appreciation of their importance 51 requires us to protest
against all effort to infringe upon our rights by imposing upon those obligations which cannot be
separated from Suffrage, but which, as we think, cannot be performed by us without the sacrifice of
the highest interests of our families of society.
It is our fathers, brothers, husbands, and sons who represent us at the ballot-box. fathers and our
brothers love us; our choice and one with us; sons are what we make them. We content that they
represent us in the corn on the battle-field, and at the ballot-box, and we them in the school-room,
at the are-ide, and at the cradle, believing our representation at the ballot-box to be thus more full
and impartial than it would be were the views of the few who wish Suffrage adopted, contrary to the
judgment of the many.
We do therefore respectfully protest against any legislation to establish “Woman Suffrage” in our
land, or in any part of it.
Mr. Brown says: “We find abundant evidence in the works of Nature and Divine revelation, to
establish the fact that the family properly regulated, is the foundation and pillar of society, and is the
most important of any other human institution. In the Divine economy it is provided that the man
shall be the head.”
Neither Nature, revelation or Divine economy prove any of these assertions; they are simply
masculine assumptions, so often repeated that the unthinking masses have accepted them as true.
It by Nature Mr. Brown means the birds, beasts and fishes, there is no such institution among them
as family life. If by revelation he means the Bible, that recognizes polygamy from beginning to end, a
form of family life that continued centuries after christ. As to Divine economy and man's headship,
that idea was overshadowed when in the sixteenth century the Protestant church declared the right
of individual conscience and judgment, and when the American republic, in 1776, echoed back the
grand idea of a government based on individual rights.
No, no, Mr. Brown; the most important human institution is a grand individual soul, owing allegiance
to the laws of its own being, and not to any fallible man. An institution that subordinates one whole
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sex—conceded to be the superior in moral and spiritual forces, in all the cardinal virtues—to the
other, possessing merely superior strength and courage, cannot be of Divine origin.
Again Mr. Brown says: “Man's physical strength peculiarly fits him for the rough work of the world.”
Grant it; we have no objection to his doing the rough work of the world. We have not asked an
amendment to the Constitution to enable women to plough, build bridges or navigate the high seas,
but to put a little piece of paper as light as a feather into the ballot-box, that shall represent our
interests in government; that would enable us to do jury duty a three dollars a day, or sit in the halls
of Congress at sixteen dollars a day and make laws for our own protection. 52 Light work and good
pay compared with what multitudes of educated, refined women now do.
Women could attend to all the domestic duties Mr. Brown enumerates and still find time to go to
the polling-booth once a year. In selecting jurors and legislators we should not take mothers of halfa-dozen children, but choose from the large classes of spinsters, widows and married women over
fifty, those most capable of representing us in government. If the proportion of women should be no
larger than the men in politics, the number taken from domestic avocations would not destroy the
social equilibrium.
Again, Mr. Brown does not understand how voting would affect the price of labor. As an ostracised,
disfranchised class, women have been shut out of the colleges, the professions, the offices under
government, and robbed of their property rights, they have had no credit in the business world,
hence the sex has been kept down in the most unprofitable fields of labor. When women are
enfranchised and thoroughly educated they will be in the professor's chair, in the pulpit, in our
courts, practicing medicine, in the hospitals, filling a share of the offices under government,
interested in many of the great material enterprises of the day, and in proportion as they occupy the
higher rounds of the ladder the supply in the lower branches of industry will gradually decrease. The
ballot is the key that opens the gates to all life's opportunities.
Mr. Brown says: “The largest number of divorces is found in communities where the advocates of
female Suffrage are most numerous.”
The advocates of female Suffrage have always been most numerous in the State of New York, where
the movement originated, and where the first steps in liberal legislation began in 1848, by giving to
married women their rights of property, the State where the most persistent agitation has been kept
up from 1846 to this day, the State in which Ernestine Rose, Paulina Davis, Elizabeth Cady Stanton,
Susan B. Anthony, Matilda Joselyn Gage, Martha C. Wright, Antoinette L. Brown, Clemence Lozier and
Lillie Devereux Blake have lived and in which many of these ladies were born, and yet New York and
South Carolina are the only States in the Union that, like the Catholic church, grant divorces for one
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cause only. Unhappy husbands and wives in New York, when they desire release from matrimonial
yokes that gall their necks, go to Connecticut, the State that has done

53
Help us to stand upon the same political footing with our brother; this will open both his hand and
our eyes and compel him to stand upon the same moral footing with us. Only this can usher in
millenium's dawn.
This letter is signed by Hannah E. Patchin, postmaster at New London, Wis.
As bearing upon the extent of this agitation, I have many other letters of the same character and
numerous arguments by women upon this subject, but I can not ask the attention of the Senate to
them, for what I most of all want is a vote. I desire a record upon this question. However, I ought to
read to this letter, which is dated Salina, Kans., December 13, 1886. The writer is Mrs. Laura M. Johns.
She is connected with the suffrage movement in that State, and as bearing upon the extent of this
movement and as illustrative not only of the condition of the question in Kansas, but very largely
throughout the country, perhaps, especially throughout the northern part of the country, I read this
and leave others of like character, as they are, because we have not the time:
I am deeply interested in the fate of the now pending resolution proposing an amendment to the
Constitution of the United States, conferring upon women the exercise of the suffrage. The right is
theirs now.
I see, in speaking to that resolution on December 8 in the Senate, that you refer to Miss Anthony's
experiences in the October campaign in Kansas as evidence in part of the growth of interest in this
movement, and of sentiment favorable to it, and I am writing now just to tell you about it.
When I planned and arranged for those eleven conventions in eleven fine cities of this State, I
thought I knew that the people of Kansas felt a strong interest in the question of woman suffrage;
but when with Miss Anthony and others I saw immense audiences of Kansas people receive the
gospel of equal suffrage with enthusiasm, saw them sitting uncomfortably crowded, or standing to
listen for hours to arguments in favor of suffrage for women; saw the organization of strong and
ably officered local, county, and district associations of the best and “brainiest” men and women
in our first cities for the perpetuation of woman suffrage teachings; saw people of the highest
social, professional, and business position give time, money and influence, to this cause; saw Miss
Anthony's life work honored and her fêted and most highly commended, I concluded that I had
before known but half of the interest and favorable sentiment in Kansas on this question. These
meetings were very largely attended, and by all classes, and by people of all shades of religious
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and political belief. The representative people of the labor party were there, ministers, lawyers, all
professions, and all trades.
No audiences could have been more thoroughly representative of the people; and as we held one
(and more) convention in each Congressional district in the State, we certainly had, from the votes
of those audiences in eleven cities, a truthful expression of the feeling of the people of the State of
Kansas on this question. Many of the friends of the cause here are very willing to risk our fate to the
popular vote.
In our conventions Miss Anthony was in the habit of putting the following questions to vote:
“Are you in favor of equal suffrage for women?”
“Do you desire that your Senators, Ingalls and Plumb, and your seven Congressmen shall vote for the
sixteenth amendment to the Federal Constitution?” and
“Do you desire your Legislature to extend municipal suffrage to women?”
In response there always came a rousing “yes,” except when the vote was a rising one, and then the
houses rose in a solid body. Miss Anthony's call for the negative vote was answered by silence.
Petitions for municipal suffrage in Kansas are rolling up enormously. People sign them now who
refused to do so last year. I tell you it is catching. Many people here are disgusted with our asking
for such a modicum as municipal suffrage, and say they would rather sign a petition asking for the
submission of an amendment to our State constitution giving us State suffrage. We have speakers
now at work all over the State, their audiences and reception are enthusiastic, and their most radical
utterances in favor of woman are the most kindly received and gain them the most applause.
And further to the same feet. I shall offer nothing more of that kind, but I have come in possession
of some data bearing upon the question of the intellect of woman. The real objection seems to me
to be that she does not know enough to vote; that it is the ignorant bal

54
That the analogy claimed exists, and that like reasons support the proposed amendment as were
successfully urged in the case of the slave, your committee deny. When the thirteenth amendment
was adopted by the States, declaring slavery at an end, an act, not of the United States, but of the
several States ratifying the same under the terms of the Constitution, a new condition of things
arose for which the States provided new amendments. The civil rights of the newly emancipated race
were secured by the fourteenth amendment, prescribing limits to State power, and the two races,
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which had hitherto stood on unequal grounds under and before the law, were placed upon a plane
of civil equality. All civil rights and privileges accorded to one-were thus guaranteed to both races.
Under the influence of a just fear that without Suffrage as a protective power to the newly-acquired
rights and privileges guaranteed to the former slave he might suffer detriment, and with this
dominant motive in view, originated the fifteenth amendment. It will be noted that by this later
amendment the privilege of Suffrage is not sought to be conferred on any class; but an inhibition is
placed upon the States from excluding from the privilege of Suffrage any class on account of race,
color or previous condition of servitude. Other limitations not trespassing upon these inhibitions
might and to continue to exist in all the States. The dangers apprehended and guarded against by
constitutional enactments at the time of the adoption of the amendments cited are embraced in the
history of our day, and are beyond the pale of doubt or dispute. Two heterogeneous races, wholly
separated in social position by previous historic relations, and without kindred sympathies, would
naturally be so antagonized in interest that power committed exclusively to the hands of one might
be abused to the injury of the other. In order, therefore, that each might be self-protected power
was given to both.
Such, in brief, is the history of the later constitutional amendments, the motives and circumstances
which compassed their origin, and the theory upon which they rest. The condition of slavery, alleged
as existing in the case of woman, is wholly without foundation in fact, unless the condition which
nature assigns her is to be so construed and considered. Her functions in civil society are coordinate
with those of man, differing in their sphere of action, but not antagonistic. Woman is not the slave,
but the companion, of man. Her duties are as noble as his, though widely differing. Her true sphere
is not restricted, but is boundless in resources and consequences. In it she may employ every energy
of the mind and every affection of the heart, while within its limitless compass, under Providence,
she exercises a power and influence beyond all other agencies for good. She trains and guides the
life that is, and forms it for the eternity and immortality that are to be. From the rude contact of
life, man is her shield. He is her guardian from its conflicts. He is the defender of her rights in his
home, and the avenger of her wrongs everywhere. In the shadow of this defense not only is she
shielded and protected, but in it man himself is permitted to play his most exalted part in the social
economy. The Christian system conserves the peace and harmony of their home and invests with
sacred solemnity their relations of man and wife. To the husband, by natural allotment in such a
home, fall the duties which protect and provide for the household, and to the wife the more quiet
and secluded but no less exalted duties of mother to their children and mistress of the domicile. To
permit the entrance of political contention into such a home would be either useless or pernicious
—useless if man and wife agree and pernicious if they differ. In the former event the volume of
ballots alone would be increased without changing results. In the latter, the peace and contentment
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of home would be exchanged for the bedlam of political debate and become the scene of base
and demoralizing intrigue. The exceptional cases of unmarried females are too rare to change
the general policy, while expectancy and hope, constantly being realized in marriage, are happily
extinguishing 55 the exceptions and bringing all within the rule which governs wife and matron.
In respect to married women, it may well be doubted whether the influences which result from
the laws of property between man and wife would not make it improbable that the woman should
exercise her Suffrage with freedom and independence. This, too, in despite of the fact that the
dependence of woman under the common law has been almost entirely obliterated by statutory
enactments. At all events, the power proposed to pass laws to carry Woman Suffrage into effect
would be held to give Congress the power to intrude upon the marital relations in the States and
the rights of property incident thereto, and as to which your committee see great objection. In
answer to the question often suggested as to what proportion and what class of women would avail
themselves of the privilege of Suffrage if extended to women, your committee are of the opinion
that while a few intelligent women, such as appeared before the committee in advocacy of the
pending measure, would defy obstacles in the way of their casting the ballot, yet the great mass of
the intelligent, refined and indicious, with the becoming modesty of their sex, would shrink from
the rude contact of the crowd, and, with the exceptions mentioned, leaving the ignorant and vile the
exclusive right to speak for the gentler sex in public affairs.
Your committee are of the opinion that the general policy of female Suffrage should remain in
abeyance, in so far as the general government is concerned, until the States and communities
directly chargeable under our system of government with the exercise and regulation of this
privilege shall put the seal of affirmation upon it; and there certainly can be no reason for an
amendment of the Constitution to settle a question within the jurisdiction of the States, and which
they should first settle for themselves. Your committee are not unmindful of the fact that on a
submission of the question of extended Suffrage in several of the States a negative answer has been
returned by the people thereof. In the opinion of your committee, and in view of the difficulties
in repairing an error once fixed upon the fundamental law, great caution is the highest wisdom
in amending the Constitution. Such amendment should partake of the character imparted to the
instrument itself, which is a thing of growth, not the origin of rights and principles, but sanctifying
and confirming great and accepted principles, of government of prior existence of itself.
Your committee do not find the principle of female Suffrage so universally accepted as that an
amendment to the Constitution is demanded to declare and confirm its existence. We therefore
recommend that the joint resolution for the submission of a sixteenth Amendment to the
Constitution, as proposed, be not adopted.
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The question as to what constitutes a republican form of government; whether the national
Constitution guarantees any protection to United States citizens; whether Suffrage is a national right
that belongs equally to all citizens, or a privilege which the few may withhold or extend to the many,
are questions which have been so exhaustively discussed for the last half century in the debates on
slavery, the civil war and reconstruction, that we cannot afford time or space to answer these points.
The weight of public opinion has decided that “universal Suffrage is the first truth and only basis of
a genuine republic,” that “no just government can be formed without the consent of the governed”
that “the ballot is the columbiad of our political life, 56 and that every citizen who holds it is a full
armed monitor.” Moreover, statesmen are fast awaking to the idea that all these fundamental truths
apply to women as well as to men. And as to the question of State rights and federal power, it has
been settled forever, that we are citizens first, of the United States, and second, of the State wherein
we reside.
To Mr. Maybury's suggestions on the different spheres of man and woman, we might suggest a
higher idea of different duties in the same sphere. As woman has equal interests with man in every
department of life, in the outside world as well as the home, she should have a direct influence and a
direct responsibility in all public matters. It is hazardous to the last degree to train women to look to
men to shield and protect them. Multitudes of women stand alone in the world, many never marry,
many are widows, many are tied to idle, inefficent, intemperate men, compelled not only to support
themselves and children but their husbands too. In such cases “woman is man's shield from the rude
contact of life,” “he rest in the shadow of this defence and is shielded and protected” from the wintry
winds, the summer's heat, from nakedness and starvation. He may be the honorary head of the
family, but not the acting head for any of life's practical purposes.
Nevertheless he should do the voting because, says Mr. Maybury, that is the Christian idea; if they
*
each had a vote they might disagree, and that would produce family discord and if they agreed
that would only increase the vote. Would Mr. Maybury object to the men of a family voting the same
ticket or opposite tickets on the same principle? I always supposed the great point in an important
election was to increase the vote as much as possible.

* If they disagreed they might pair off and make the election a holiday for John to stay at home
and attend to some long promised domestic duties.
Again’ Mr. Maybury asks what class of women would do the voting, aside from the few who attend
conventions and address committees? He thinks the mass of the ignorant and the vicious would
crowd the polls, and that the higher class of women “would shrink from the rude contact of the
crowd.” That very large class of women to whom Mr. Maybury refers as “too modest, delicate and
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refined to go to the polls,” may be found to day in all the public haunts of fashionable life, most
immodestly dressed in the crowded salons of Newport, Saratoga, Washington, at balls and parties,
promenading and waltzing in the arms of disreputable men; they may be seen at theaters, operas,
concerts, performing in amateur 57 theatricals; at grand dinners, in the public streets and parks,
attending horse races, and fox-hunts in the Old World. Oh!-no, sir, the class of women to whom you
refer; the wives and daughters of Senators, Congressman and merchant princes, do not shrink from
publicity, but earnestly seek it: they enjoy the reports of their grand social displays, of their dress,
manners and appearance in the public journals now, as much as they will hereafter with higher
ambitions enjoy a report of their speeches in the Congress of the United States.
Views of Mr. Dorsheimer. —I concur in the conclusion of the committee, that the resolution lie upon
the table; but I cannot agree to the particulars or argument set forth in the report.
I think it probable that the interests of society will some time require that women should have the
right of Suffrage, and I am not willing to say more than, that the president is not an opportune time
for submission to the States of the proposed amendment.
April 8, 1884. William Dorsheimer
To Mr. Dorsheimer's objection that “while the interests of society will sometime require that women
should have the right of Suffrage, the present is not opportune.” By what process of season does
the prophetic Mr. Dorsheimer arrive at the fact, that the interests of society will ever require Suffrage
for women, if it is not opportune in the nineteenth century after we have granted school Suffrage
in twelve States of the Union, and equal Suffrage in three territories; after municipal Suffrage is
extended to the women of England, Scotland, Canada and Nova Scotia, and Parliamentary Suffrage
secured in the Isle of Man? Did Mr. Dorsheimer's constituents send him to Washington to spend his
time peering into the dim future; to sit twirling his thumbs over the facts of the living present, unable
to agree with the committee on any point but to lay the resolution on the table?
Views of Mr. Poland. —The undersigned concurs with the majority of the Committee on the Judiciary
in recommending that it is inexpedient to submit to the States a constitutional amendment for
the establishment of Woman Suffrage. I concur generally in the argument of the report by which
that conclusion is supported, but the report does not state may individual views of the question
fully and exactly, and I therefore desire to add a short statement of them. No government founded
upon the principle that sovereignty resides in the people has ever allowed all the people to vote, or
to directly participate in the making or administering the laws. Suffrage has never been regarded
as the natural right of all the people, or of any particular class or portion of the people. Suffrage
is representation, and it has been given in free governments to such class of persons as in their
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judgment would fairly and safely represent the rights and interests of the whole. The right has
generally, if not universally, been conferred on men above twenty-one years of age, and often this
has been restricted by requiring the ownership of property or the payment of taxes.
The great majority of women are either under age of twenty-one or are married, 58 and therefore
under such influence and control as that relation implies and confers. Is there any necessity for the
protection and preservation of the rights of women, that they be allowed to vote, and, of course, to
hold office and directly to participate in the administration of the laws?
Nearly every man who votes has a wife, or mother, or sisters, or daughters; some sustain all these
relations, or more than one. I think it certain that the great majority of men when voting, or when
engaged as legislators, or in administering the laws in some official character, are as fully mindful
of the interests of all that class with whom they are so closely connected, and whose interests are
so bound up with their own, and that, therefore, they fairly represent all the rights and interests of
woman as well as their own. Persons who have been accustomed to see legal proceedings in the
courts, and occasionally to see a female litigant in court, know very well whether they are apt to
suffer wrong because their rights are determined wholly by men. There is just as little reason for
suspicion that their rights are not carefully guarded in legislation, and in every way where legislation
can operate.
There is another reason why I think this proposal to enlist the women of the country as a part of its
active political force, and cast upon them an equal duty in the political meetings, campaigns, and
elections—to make them legislators, jurors, judges, and executive officers, is all wrong. I believe it
to be utterly inconsistent with the very nature and constitution of woman, and wholly subversive
of the sphere and function she was designed to fill in the home and in society. The office and duty
which nature has devolved upon woman during all the active and vigorous portion of her life would
often render it impossible, and still more often indelicate, for her to appear and act in caucuses,
conventions, or elections, or to act as a member of a Legislature, or as a juror or judge.
I cannot bring myself to believe that any large portion of the intelligent women of this country desire
any such thing granted them, or would perform any such duties if the chance were offered them.
Luke P. Poland.
Aside from the denial of all the fundamental principles of our government, Mr. Poland makes two
points. First: “That men can be trusted to look after the interests of those with whom they are so
closely connected as their wives and daughters.” Does history give us one instance of a ruling class
looking after the “best interests,” of those subject to their will and authority? Does the civil or canon
law, so degrading and oppressive to women, show that our fathers were striving to legislate for “the
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best interests of women”? By no means; the laws of every nation have been uniformly opposed “to
the best interests of women”; man has invariably legislated to keep all power and authority in his
own hands. According to old English common law, the husband's power was as absolute as that of
the Czar of Russia. He owned the wife, her property, her earnings, her children. The proof that man
does not legislate for “the best interests of woman” is found in the fact, that each generation in turn
repudiates some barbarous statute against which women themselves are continually protesting. We
have been compelled to fight inch by for every vantage ground 59 we hold to day. It is a monstrous
fallacy to claim that one sex, possessed of all power, can legislate fairly for the other, denied all
nights in government. Second: Mr. Poland refers “to the favoritism in the courts, shown woman.”
No woman has every yet, in the history of this government, consented to a single law or law-maker
under which she lives; to the appointment of the judge who decides her case; or been allowed a
trial by a jury of her peers. In nine cases out of ten it is the injustice of men, yea, that of their own
family, that brings women into the courts at all. Turn to your calendars and there you will find cases
of husbands trying to rob and defame their wives; brothers to outwit their sisters; sons to defraud
their own mothers; and rumsellers to blacken the fame of the fair apostles of temperance. In the
case of some pretty woman the sex may now and then get an ounce of chivalry against pounds of
injustice for women in general. Ah! gentlemen, point not to your laws and your courts to prove a fair
record of your legislation for women.
Mr. Reed of Maine, the leader of the Republican side of the House, shows a fair judicial mind in his
minority report, in marked contrast with the tergiversations of his opponents.
Mr. Reed, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the following views of the minority:
No one who listens to the reasons given by the superior class for the continuance of any system
of subjection can fail to be impressed with the noble disinterestedness of mankind. When the
subjection of persons of Africa decent was to be maintained, the good of those persons was
always the main object. When it was the fashion to beat children, to regard them as little animals
who had no rights, it was always for their good that they were treated with severity, and never on
account of the bad temper of their parents. Hence, when it is proposed to give to the women of
this country an opportunity to present their case to the various State Legislature to demand of
the people of the country equality of political rights, it is not surprising to find that the reasons on
which the continuance of the inferiority of women is urged, are drawn almost entirely from a tender
consideration of their own good. The anxiety felt lest they should thereby deteriorate, would be an
honor to human nature were it not an historical fact that the same sweet solicitude has been put up
as a barrier against every progress which women have made since civilization began.
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There is no doubt to-day that if in Turkey or Algiers, countries where woman's sphere is most
thoroughly confined to the home circle, it was proposed to admit them to social life, to remove the
veil from their faces and permit them to converse in open day with the friends of their husbands
and brothers, the conservative and judicious Turk or Algerine of the period, if he could be brought
to even consider such a horrible proposition, would point out that the sphere of woman was to
make home happy by those gentle insipidities which education would destroy; that by participation
in conversation with men, they would debase their natures, and men would thereby lose that
ameliorating influence which still leaves them unfit to associate with women. He would point out
that “nature” had determined that women should be secluded; that their sphere was to raise and
educate the man-child, and that any change would be a 60 violation of the divine law which, in the
opinion of all conservative men, ordains the present but never the future.
So in civilized countries when it was proposed that women should own their own property, that
they should have the earnings of their own labor, there were not wanting those who were sure
that such a proposition could work only evil to women, and that continually. It would destroy the
family, discordant interests would provoke dispute, and the only real safety for woman was in the
headship of man, not that man wanted superiority for any selfish reason, but to perserve intact
the family relations for woman's good. To-day a woman's property belongs to herself; her earnings
are her own; she has been emancipated beyond the wildest hopes of any reformer of twenty-five
years ago. Almost every vocation is open to her. She is proving her usefulness in spheres which
the “nature” worshiped by the conservatives of the last generation absolutely forbade her to enter.
Notwithstanding all these changes the family circle remains unbroken, the man-child gets as well
educated as before, and the ameliorating influence of woman has become only the more marked.
Thirty years ago hardly any political assemblage of the people was graced by the presence of
women. Had it needed a law to enable them to be present, what an argument could have been
made against it! How easily it could have been shown that the coarseness, the dubious expressions,
the general vulgarity of the scene, could have had no other effect than to break down that purity
of word and thought which women have, and which conservative and radical, are alike sedulous to
preserve. And yet the actual presence of women at political meetings has not debased them, but
has raised the other sex. Coarseness has not become diffused through both sexes but has fled from
both. To put the whole matter in a short phrase: The association of the sexes in the family circle, in
society, and in business, having improved both, there is neither history, reason, nor sense to justify
the assertion that association in politics will lower the one or demoralize the other.
Hence, we would to better to approach the question without trepidation. We can better leave the
“sphere” of woman to the future than confine it in the chains of the past. Words change nothing.
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Prejudices are none the less prejudices because we vaguely call them “nature,” and prate about what
nature had forbidden, when we only mean that the thing we are opposing has not been hitherto
done. “Nature” forbade a steamship to cross the Atlantic the very moment it was crossing, and yet
it arrived just the same. What the majority call “nature” has stood in the way of every progress of
the past and present, and will stand in the way of all future progress. It has also stood in the way
of many unwise things. It is only another name for conservatism. With conservatism the minority
have no quarrel. It is essential to the stability of mankind, of government, and of social life. To
every new proposal it rightfully calls a halt, demanding countersign, whether it be friend or foe. The
enfranchisement of women must pass this ordeal like everything else. It must give good reason for
its demand to be, or take its place among the half-forgotten fantasies which have challenged the
support of mankind and have not stood the test of argument and discussion.
The committee claim that Suffrage is not a right, but a privilege to be guarded by those who have it,
and to be by them doled out to those who shall become worthy. That every extension of Suffrage
has been granted in some form or other by those already holding it is probably true. In some
countries, however, it has been extended upon the simple basis of expediency, and in others in
obedience to a claim of right. If Suffrage be a right, if it be true that no man has a claim to govern any
other man except to the extent that the other man has a right to govern him, then there can be no
discussion of the question of Woman Suffrage. No reason on earth can be given by those who claim
Suffrage as a right of manhood which does not make it a right of womanhood also. If the Suffrage
is to be given man to protect him in his life, liberty 61 and property, the same reasons urge that it
be given to woman, for she has the same life, liberty and property to protect. If it be urged that her
interests are so bound up in those of man that they are sure to be protected, the answer is that the
same argument was urged as to the merging in the husband of the wife's right of property, and was
pronounced by the judgment of mankind fallacious in practice and in principle. If the natures of men
and women are so alike that for that reason no harm is done by suppressing women, what harm can
be done by elevating them to equality? If the natures be different, what right can there be in refusing
representation to those who might take juster views about many social and political questions?
Our government is founded, not on the rule of the wisest and best, but upon the rule of all. The
ignorant, the learned, the wise and the unwise, the judicious and the injudicious are all invited to
assist in governing, and upon the broad principle that the best government for mankind is not be
government which the wisest and best would select, but that which the average of mankind would
select. Laws are daily enacted, not because they seem the wisest even to those legislators who pass
them, but because they represent what the whole people wish. And, in the long run, it may be just
as bad to enact laws in advance of public sentiment as to hold on to laws behind it. Upon what
principle in a government like ours can one-half the minds be denied expression at the polls? Is it
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because they are untrained in public affairs? Are they more so than the slaves were when the right
of Suffrage was conferred on them? It is objected that to admit women would be temporarily to
lower the Suffrage on account of their lack of training in public duties. What is now asked of us is not
immediate admission to the right, but the privilege of presenting to the Legislatures of the different
States the amendment, which cannot become effective until adopted by three-fourths of them. It
may be said that the agitation and discussion of this question will, long before its adoption, have
made women as familiar with public affairs as the average of men, for the agitation is hardly likely to
be successful until after a majority, at least, of women are in favor of it.
We believe in the educating and improving effect of participation in government. We believe that
every citizen in the United States is made more intelligent, more learned and better educated by
his participation in politics and political campaigns. It must be remembered that education, like all
things else, is relative. While the average American voter may not be all that impatient people desire,
and is far behind his own future, yet he is incomparably superior to the average citizen of any other
land where the subject does not fully participate in the government. Discussions on the stump, and
above all the discussions he himself has with his fellows, breed a desire for knowledge which will
take no refusal and which leads to great general intelligence. In political discussion, acrimony and
hate are not essential, and have to late years quite perceptibly diminished and will more and more
diminish when discussions by women, and in the presence of women, become more common. If,
then, discussion of public affairs among men has elevated them in knowledge and intelligence, why
will it not lead to the same results among women? It is not merely education that makes civilization,
but diffusion of education. The standing of a nation and its future depend not upon the education of
the few, but of the whole. Every improvement in the status of women in the matter of education has
been an improvement to the whole race. Women have by education thus far become more womanly,
not less. The same prophecies of ruin to womanliness were made against her education on general
subjects that are now made against her participation in politics.
It is sometimes asserted that women now have a great influence in politics through their husbands
and brothers. That is undoubtedly true. But that is just the kind of influence which is not wholesome
for the community, for it is influence unaccompanied by responsibility. People are always ready
to recommend to others what they would 62 not do themselves. If it be true that women cannot
be prevented from exercising political influence, is not that only another reason why they should
be steadied in their political action by that proper sense of responsibility which comes from acting
themselves?
We conclude then, every reason which in this country bestows the ballot upon man is equally
applicable to the proposition to bestow the ballot upon woman, that in our judgment there is no
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foundation for the fear that woman will thereby become unfitted for all the duties she has hitherto
performed. T. B. Reed, E. B. Taylor, M. A. McCoid, T. M. Browne.
In answering the attacks of the opposition on the fundamental principles of government, it is evident
that every argument they give against extending the right of Suffrage to women is an argument
against our cherished form of government which, if carried to its logical conclusion, would take
us back to despotism—to the one man power. In summing up we give Mrs. Stanton's argument
prepared for the committees.
SELF-GOVERNMENT THE BEST MEANS OF SELF-DEVELOPMENT.
The basic idea of a republic is the right of self-government, the right of every citizen to choose his
own representatives, and to have a voice in the laws under which he lives. And as this right can be
secured only by the exercise of the right of Suffrage the ballot, in the hand of every qualified citizen
constitutes the true political status of the people in a republic.
The right of Suffrage is simply the right to govern one's self. Every human being is born into
the world with this right, and the desire to exercise it comes naturally with the feeling of life's
responsibilities. “The highest earthly desire of a ripened mind,” says, Thomas Arnold, “is the
desire of taking an active share in the great work of government.” Those only who are capable of
appreciating this dignity, can measure the extent to which women are defrauded, and they only
can measure the loss to the councils of the Nation, of the wisdom of representative women. They
who say that women do not desire the right of Suffrage, that they prefer masculine domination
to self-government, falsify every page of history, every fact in human experience. Even children at
the earliest age are always in a chronic condition of rebellion against the control of nurses, older
brothers and sisters, parents and teachers, ever showing a decided preference to have their own
way, in other words to govern themselves. Boys in schools and colleges find their chief happiness
in disobeying rules, circumventing and defying teachers and professors with their youthful pranks;
so many declarations of independence affording one of the most pleasing topics of conversation in
after life. The general unrest of the people under kings, emperors and czars, in secret plottings or
open defiance against self constituted authority, shows the settled hatred of all subjects, to any form
of government to which they have never consented.
But it is said on this point that women are peculiar, that they differ from all other classes, that being
naturally dependent, they prefer being governed by others. Here again the facts of life contradict the
assertion. Women have always been in a state of half concealed resistance to fathers and husbands
and all self-constituted authoritirs as far as they dared, as far as good policy permitted them to
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manifest their real feelings. It has taken the whole power of the civil and canon law to hold woman
in the subordinate 63 position which it is said she willingly accepts. If woman naturally has no will,
no self-assertion, no opinions of her own, what means the terrible persecution of the sex under all
forms of religious fanaticism, culminating in witch-craft in which scarce one wizard to a thousand
witches was sacrificed? So powerful and merciless has been the struggle to dominate the feminine
element in humanity, that we may well wonder at the steady persistent resistance maintained by
woman through the centuries. To every step of progress that she has made from slavery to the
partial freedom she now enjoys, the State and the church have alike made the most cruel opposition,
and yet, under all circumstances, she has shown her love of individual freedom, her desire for selfgovernment, while her achivements in practical affairs and her courage in the great emergencies of
life have vindicated her capacity to exercise this right. These, one and all, are so many testimonials in
favor of self-government, and yet, this is the only form of government that has never yet-been fairly
tried in the home, the college, or the State.
The few experiments that have been made here and there in exceptional schools, homes and
territories, have only been partially successful, because the whole surrounding influences have been
adverse. When we awake to the great fact that our firesides and school-rooms are important places
for training citizens of a republic, the rights and duties involved in self-government will fill a larger
place in the curriculum of our academies and universities. Principal Twitchell, of Hartford, Ct., in a
paper which be read the other day before the Hartford Country Teachers’ Association, made the
following practical suggestion about government in the school:
There is such a thing as a teacher being a monarch in the school-room, and that, too, in absolute
authority, asking no favors from his pupils, receiving no inspiration from them—in short without the
pupil having any share in the government of the school, taking no part in it only that of an obedient
and dutiful subject performing the will of his master. I say that such government is possible, yes, I
am inclined to think that it is the most common kind of school government, and not only the most
common, but not the best. It is the kind of government that demands a powerful will on the part
of the teacher— it is of the head and not the heart. I can conceive of a model school, as to order,
being secured by will-force government. I think it quite probable that a better ordered school will be
secured by such government than by that teacher who is trying to rule by love, who is continually
trying to win the love of her pupils, to make them feel that they have a responsibility, and that they
ought to do right because it is right. But the model school is not the end; it is the means to an end,
and that end is the perfect citizen. Which form of government is the best adapted to secure that
end? It seems to me that it is that form which directs not only what shall not and what shall be
done, but how and why it ought to be done; that form which sets before the pupil in a clear light
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the difference between right and wrong, and demands of him or her an act of judgment, a decision
between the two.
The same principle holds good in the home. Under one despotic will, no doubt, all things move
along seemingly with order and harmony; but where there is no open resistance there may be, and
generally is, settled discontent. Where the experiment of self-government is made in the home
each member of the family must be trained in the a b c of individual rights. Each must learn the
exact limits of his own rights, and the boundary line beyond which he cannot go without infringing
on those of another. This will necessarily involve mush patient educational work and prolonged
discussion, immense self-control and constant yielding one to another, the will in all cases being
subordinate to a sense of justice and equality. This lesson well learned in childhood and youth
is the best possible preparation for good citizens for the State. If we would have wise statesmen
to guide our national affairs, our children must be taught the broad difference between a selfgovernment that involves a knowledge of the laws of one's being, and the interests of society, and
that lawlessness that overrides all the most sacred relations between man and man at the will
or caprice of the individual. Rightly 64 understood there can be no conflicting interest between
individuals and society. The true interests of all, lie in the same direction.
Again, self-government is not only the form most desired by all classes but it promotes the highest
human development, because it requires for its successful administration the broadest possible
education. If a man assumes to take care of his own body, he must understand the science of life,
the physical laws, hygiene, his own constitution and his relations to the outside world. With such
knowledge he could maintain a far more uniform condition of health, than in ignorance with the
usual advice of a skillful physician. So, to attain the highest dignities of citizenship in a republic, one
must understand the principles of political economy, the social, moral and industrial interests of
society, and the commerce of the world. This is in both cases the approximate knowledge a man
must aim at, in order to discharge his duties to himself and his country.
Can any one doubt the greater stimulus to development under the pressure of such responsibilities,
than in a condition of dependence on self-constituted authorities, who assume to do the necessary
thinking and acting for the people? The greater the responsibility laid on an individual within
his capacity to meet it, the greater the development. The virtues of self-reliance, self-assertion
and self-protection all grow out of the necessity of independent thought and action. And in this
independence the highest happiness is achieved. A felling of safety and repose can only be enjoyed
by those who have confidence in themselves. The calm, cool self-possession that belongs to those
who have the courage to meet the dangers in life's emergencies should inspire us with the desire to
educate to the uttermost all our faculties and powers. In crossing a dangerous stream on a single
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plank, contrast the coolness of the man trained to swim or walk a rope, with the timidity of one who
has never learned to balance himself or keep his head above water. Contrast the self-reliance of Ida
Lewis, in her life boat on a stormy coast rescuing drowning men, with a helpless woman in case of an
accident on a small lake. Contrast the well trained logician, master of the question in debate in the
halls of legislation, with one whose powers are untrained and whose knowledge is superficial. Yet all
these might have had equal natural capacity. These cases simply show that while some have been in
a position to develop their powers, others have suffered from neglect or repression. There is just this
difference in an individual or a nation trained to self-government or crippled by undue authority.
Now, the right of Suffrage in a republic means self-government, and self-government means
education, development, self-reliance, independence, courage in the hour of danger. That women
may attain these virtues we demand the exercise of this right. Not that we suppose we should at
once be transformed into a higher order of beings with all the elements of sovereignty, wisdom,
goodness and power full-fledged, but because the right of Suffrage is the primary school in which
the citizen learns how to use the ballot as a weapon of defense, it is the open sesame to the land
of freedom and equality. The ballot is the scepter of power in the hand of every citizen. Woman can
never have an equal chance with man in the struggle of life until she too possesses this right and
wields this power. So long as women have no voice in the government under which they live they
will be an ostracised class, and invidious distinctions will be made agaist them in the world of work.
Thrown on their own resources they have all the hardships men have to encounter in earning their
daily bread, with the added disabilities that grow out of disfranchisement. Men of the republic, why
make life harder for your daughters by these artificial distinctions? Surely, if governments were made
to protect the weak against the strong, they are in greater need than your stalwart sons of every
political right that can give them protection, dignity and power.
We are asking Congress to-day for a Sixteenth Amendment to the national Constitution, 65 that shall
secure the exercise of the right of Suffrage to the women of the Nation. We ask this for the following
reasons:
First —Because the disfranchisement of one-half the people deprives that half of the best means of
education, self-protection and self-development. Men make laws for women, then forbid them, in
most States, to enter their law schools or halls of legislation where they might learn what these laws
are. They try women in their courts for transgressing a criminal code, of which they know nothing, a
code made by men. The lawyers in our courts are men; the judges are men; the jurors are men; the
halls of justice are packed with men. They sentence women to jails and prisons governed by men,
and there is no appeal from masculine legislation and discipline. The feminine element in humanity
finds no expression in our criminal code or modes of punishment. It is bad enough to have criminals
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of our sex subject wholly to male espionage, and still worse, to have the liberties or respectable
women crippled at every turn by the same power in the world of work. If a woman desires to enter
some department of industry that her grandmother never thought of, half the force she needs for
the new experiment is exhausted in overcoming masculine opposition. When a certain Mrs. Miller
applied for a license to navigate a vessel she owned up the Mississippi river she was refused by
petty authorities, not because she was ignorant of the science of navigation, but because she was
a woman. This was such a high handed act of injustice, that the press was loud in denunciation,
and demanded, that if the woman could pass the required examination, she should receive her
certificate; which in due time was accorded her by the decision of a judge. This delay is one of
the effects of disfranchisement. Being deprived of the fundamental right of a citizen by arbitrary
authority, the protection of all lesser rights is at the option of those who chance to administer the
law. On the appointment of Miss Pemberton, postmaster at Fredonia, New York, a correspondent at
the New York Tribune —after stating the contest going on over the various applications for this office,
among others a soldier who had lost both legs in the war, a Mr. Wilson—says:
The end of the matter, however, has not been reached yet, and it seems more than probable that
the soldier element, whose votes Senators, especially candidates for the presidency, consider
worth just now, will be put forward to use its influence in the Senate to prevent Miss Pemberton's
confirmation. Senator Logan may be counted upon to exert himself for Wilson. There are others who
are ready to assist him. Miss Pemberton's promotion, her friends say, would be in accordance with
civil service principles. They assert that she has experience, that she is competent and in every way
fitted to discharge the duties of the office.
But she has no vote, and cannot help to reflect Senators. What is competency, long experience, civil
service reform weighed in the balance with a ballot, when the party needs votes? If Miss Pemberton
is confirmed her merit carries her through, if not, it is because the soldiers votes outweighed
experience. It needs no great wisdom to understand why politicians should give offices to those
who have votes in preference to those who have none. Thus are woman's resources for self-support
limited by her inferior political status.
The same is true in the department of education. Had girls been prospective voters from the
foundation of the government, their higher education would have been considered equally
important with their brothers, and all the colleges and universities would have been open to them
to-day, while the opinions and judgment of women would have had a more decided influence
on popular thought. If on hardest rock you let water fall drop by drop, an impression is made at
last. With all due patience we have applied this knowledge to the wearing away the conservation
of Harvard. The achievement is called “Harvard Annex” and its working is something in this wise:
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“We cannot let you in, my daughters,” say the faculty at the front door, but if you go round by
that dark side passage and tap gently at that high gate there 66 (don't ring the bell, it will create
a disturbance in the lecture-room in front), the gate will be opened, you must not ask by whom,
you must slip quietly into our classic scullery. If enough of you come to make it worth while we will
send a Professor, whom you will surely pay well for his magnanimity, to answer all your question.
By and by you shall be examined, but we can't give you a degree, but you shall have a back-door
certificate!” Now, my friends, that is not what I call generous, it is not what I call respectful, it is not
according proper honor and dignity to the women of a Nation that can boast such representatives
as Maria Mitchell, Harriet Beecher Stowe, Julia Ward Howe, Gail Hamilton and Louisa Alcott. Such
unworthy treatment must lower the self-respect of all the young women compelled to accept in
and the respect for women of all the young men who daily witness it. The question, “Why such
discrimination?” must often recur to their minds, and be as often anwered, “Because of the general
inferiority of woman!”
It has taken a century of generous donations and legislative appropriations to make Harvard what
it is to-day; such an institutions with such appliances cannot be spoken into existence for the
daughters of Massachusetts, hence, to deny them the right to enter Harvard, is to deny them the
best education the State has to give, which the authorities in justice have no right to do. The key
to unlock the doors of that institution is the ballot, and it is this key to all the opportunities and
advantages of life that we demand of Congress to-day. By the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments,
Congress opened a new world of rights and privileges to the black race, we ask them by a Sixteenth
Amendment to do the same act of justice for their mothers, wives and daughters.
Second —The disfranchisement of one-half the people places a dangerous power in the hands of
the ruling class. All history shows that one class never did legislate with justice, for another, and all
philosophy shows they never can, as the relations of class grown out of either natural or artificial
advantages that one has over the other, which they will maintain if possible. It is folly to say that
women are not a class, so long as there is any difference in the code of laws for men and women,
any discriminations in the customs of society, giving advantages to men over women, so long as
in all our State Constitutions women are ranked with lunaties, idiots, paupers and criminals. When
you say, that one-half the people shall be governed by the other half, surely the class distinction, is
about as broad as it can be. True, in this country we have to royal family, no orders of nobility; the
ballot is our symbol of sovereignty, our scepter of power, our only heraldic distinction between one
citizen and another. By giving all men the absolute authority, to decide the social, civil and political
status of all women we establish the most odious form of aristocracy the world has ever-seen, at
every fireside we create a spirit of caste, a subtle antagonism between man and woman, and destroy
in the minds of the people a nice perception of the principles of equality in government. That this
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antagonism does exist is apparent in the opposition women meet on entering the universities and
professions, and in such sermons as have been preached in our pulpits on women by Morgan Dix
and Knox Little, and in which articles on sex as we find in the popular magazines.
Third —The disfranchisement of one-half the people deprives the State of the united wisdom of
man and woman, that “consensus of the competent” so necessary in national affairs, making our
government an oligarchy of males, instead of a republic of the people, thus perpetuating with all its
evils a dominant masculine civilization. But in answer to this it is said, that although women do not
vote, yet they have an indirect influence in government through their husbands and brothers, yes,
an “irresponsible power” of all kinds of influence most dangerous. In a recent great meeting in New
York, in favor of placing more in the hands of the mayor, the Hon. William M. Evarts said:

67
Rely upon it, gentlemen, that the darling of the human heart under every form of government
is power without responsibility. Rely upon it, that every step forward in government in England
and here is to insist that there shall be no—no, not for a moment—eparation between power and
responsibility, and if we want a mayor, let him be responsible as a mayor, and if we want aldermen,
let them be responsible as aldermen, and not have the chief seat in power the man who is neither
mayor nor alderman. [Applause.]
The irresponsible power that women are exerting in government to-day is one of the worst
influence at work. Educated to concentrate their thoughts and ambitions on personal and family
aggrandizement, their sole interest in politics is not the highest good of the Nation, but the
promotion of their husband's position to wealth and power; their influence is not to intensify the
feelings of patriotism an philanthropy of the men at their fireside, but their family selfishness. If
they shared in the responsibilities of government they would better understand its duties, and with
broader ambitions have broader interests.
The dogged unreasonable persecutions of sex in all ages, the evident determination to eliminate,
as far as possible, the feminine element in humanity, has been the most fruitful cause of the moral
chaos the race has suffered, under every form of government and religion. If it were possible to
destroy the equilibrium between the positive and negative electricity, between the centripetal and
centrifugal forces, we should have the same chaos in the material world. What these forces are in
the solar system, the masculine and feminine elements are in human affairs, and not until they are
in a position of exact equality, in perfect equilibrium, can we realize the highest civilization of which
the race is capable. The first step forwards this is political equality, that secured, equality of rights in
every department of life will in the near future be ours.
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The loss to women themselves, of the highest development of which they are capable, is sad, but
when this involves a lower type of manhood, and danger to our free institutions, it is still more
sad. The primal work in every country, for its own safety, should be the education and freedom of
woman. Seeing that her powerful indirect influence is generally acknowledged, there is only one
road to safety, and that is, to give to woman all the advantages and opportunities of improvement
that lie within her reach, and thus broaden her sympathies, clear her vision, enlarge her charity and
strengthen her judgment. Galton, in his great work on heredity, says:
Something must be done to lift the race up a few degrees, to make them strong enough to cope
successfully with the tangled problems of our present intense civilization. The brain of man is
already over-weighted, and as in the nature of things even more complex questions will arise, where
shall we find statesmen equal to the duty of the hour, and from what source shall they gather the
added strength for the larger work?
Where shall we look for this new power, this higher inspiration, but in a grander type of womanhood.
And where shall the political party of the future look for the great moral idea with which again to
rouse the enthusiasm of the American people, but in the enfranchisement of one-half her citizens.
We are now on the eve of another presidential campaign; columns of the press every day are
balancing the merits of different statesmen for the canvass of 1884. But difficult as it seems to be
to find a man suited to the party, it seems still more difficult to find a live issue for the platform. At
a political dinner on Washington's Birthday, in the Brooklyn Academy of Music, President Seelye, of
Amherst College, said:
There are no great political issues at present in either party. I think we ought to note the fact that
the leaders of the two great parties at present prominent in the Nation are seeking to hoodwink
the people by the pretence of great issues, when really these parties have no great issues between
them. It does not need an acute discernment to discover that the two parties are not now divided
by any political principles. Search 68 the platforms through and through, note the speeches of
the representatives in Congress, read the utterances of the party press, and find if you can a
single political principle to which either of these parties may now be said to be committed in
contradistinction from the other.
Sooner or later we must have a party which will embrace a principle. [Applause.] The American
people have too much moral earnestness to be long content with make believes. They know the
difference between living questions and dead issues. They will not play at politics a great while. They
will not perpetuate party organizations which no longer mean anything. The only question—as their
past history shows, and as is most hopeful for the future—which can deeply stir and permanently
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enlist the prevailing sympathies of the American people is a moral question, wherein not merely the
expedient and inexpedient, but the right and wrong, stand out in clearly defined issues. It was not
the political inexpediency of separation from the mother-country, but it was the wrong of taxation
without representation, which inspired the purpose and secured the triumph of our independence.
It was not the political inexpediency of slavery, but its injustice, its wrong, which stirred the North
and set the Nation in arms for its overthrow. And the party still which is to lead the Nation is not the
party which busies itself most with questions of profit and loss, and in certainly not the party whose
aim end is to get into office and maintain itself in political power, but the party which is not afraid
to plant itself on the right issue, which it maintains simply because it is right. And if the Republican
party is to keep its ascendency in the national administration it must have a clear eye to see and a
courageous heart to follow right measures and only righteous men. [Applause.]
When we behold righteous men at the helm of government, then may we hope that woman's hour
has come.
We have quoted a few opinions of leading men, on various points of government, gathered from
the journals the last few weeks, not because they are new on this platform, for we have echoed and
reëchoed these principles for forty years, but simply to show that our scholars and statesmen are
gradually learning the lessons we have taught them. This may help to give us confidence in ourselves
and renewed hope for the speedy triumph of that fundamental principle of a just government,
equal rights for all. The great argument for popular government, says George William Curtis, is not
the essential righteousness of a majority, but the celestial law that subordinates the brute force
of numbers to intellectual and moral ascendency, as the immeasurable floods of ocean follow the
moon.
The following letter from Mrs. Matilda Joslyn Gage came too late for the Convention, but its
importance in suggesting a new phase of the woman question can be readily appreciated. Just now,
when so many writers are blindly asserting the superiority of the male sex, it is gratifying to have
this broad scientific outlook presented by one of our own number. As Mrs. Gage says, the limits
of a letter prevent a full elaboration of these facts, but she has given us enough to show that her
researches in the scientific world must silence all the masculine assumption of superiority.
Fayetteville, N.Y., March 5, 1884.
Dear Friends of the Sixteenth National Washington Convention:
The ancient apothegm that “all roads lead to Rome” can with equal truth be declared in regard to
our great reform. At first glance it would seem strange that science could be arrayed upon the side
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of our question; that the earth, the water, the trees, the coal we burn to cook our food and heat
our houses, and even the stars so many myriad million miles from us could be called in evidence of
woman's equality with man. Having been answered upon other points, as a last resource men have
appealed to nature 69 in opposition to woman's demand for equality. Nature has grandly responded
in woman's favor her arguments presenting themselves with overwhelming in every department of
science.
Under the old theories, of which theologians are still the exponents, the whole universe was believed
to have been created for man. The brilliant discoveries of the last hundred years have not only
given us a new material world but have changed the moral atmosphere of the universe. While the
claims of this paper in regard to woman, may somewhat new, I beg of all to be governed in their
consideration of the question by the motto of the lamented Lncretia Mott, “Truth for authority, and
not authority for truth.”
Orthodoxy, i.e., authority, during long ages reversed the truths of nature, stifling investigation and
persecuting to the death those brave souls who brought up the facts of science in opposition to
theology.
Those sciences to which woman has been most indebted may briefly be summarized as, 1,
Geography; 2, Astronomy; 3, Chemistry; 4, Geology; 5, Botany; 6, Philology; 7, and latest-born of all,
Biology.
In order to fully comprehend the aid of science, we must bear in mind the old theologic belief that
the earth was flat, the centre of the universe, around which all else revolved—that all created things,
animate and inanimate, were made for man alone—that woman was not part of the original plan of
creation but was an after-thought for man's special use and benefit. So that a science which proved
the falsity of any of these theological conceptions, aided in the overthrow of them all.
The first great battle fought by science for woman, was a geographical one, lasting for twelve
centuries. But finally Columbus, sustained and sent on his way by Isabella in 1492, followed by
Magellan's circumnavigation of the globe twenty years later, settled the question of the earth's
rotundity and was the first step toward woman's enfranchisement. Another great battle was in
progress at the same time; the second victory was an astronomical one. Copernicus was born, the
telescope discovered, the earth sank to her subordinate place in the solar system and another battle
for woman was won.
Chemistry, long opposed under the name of alchemy, at last gained a victory, and by its union of
diverse atoms began to teach men that nature was a system of nuptials, and that the feminine
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is everywhere present as an absolute necessity of life. Geology continued this lesson. It not only
taught the immense age of creation, but the motherhood even of the rocks. Botany was destined
for a fierce battle, as when Linneaus, of whom it has been said, that “he made the waste places
of Lapland to blossom like fairy fields,” declared the sexual nature of plants, he was shunned as
having degraded the works of God by a recognition of the feminine in plant life. Philology owes
its rank to Catherine II, of Russia who, in assembling her great congress of deputies from the
numerous provinces of her empire, gave the first impetus to this science. Max Müller declares the
evidence of language to be irrefragable, and it is the only history we possess prior to historic periods.
Through philology we ascend to the dawn of nations and learn of the domestic, religious and
governmental habits of people who left neither monuments or writing to speak for them. From it we
learn the original meaning of our terms, father and mother. Father, says Müller, who is a recognized
philological authority, is derived from the root “Pa,” which means to protect, to support, to nourish.
Among the earliest Aryans, the word måter (mother), from the root “Ma,” signified maker; creation
being thus distinctively associated with the feminine. Tylor, in his Primitive Culture, says the husband
acknowledged the offspring of his wife as his own, for thus only had he a right to claim the title of
father. While philology has opened a new fount of historic knowledge, biology the seventh and most
important witness, the latest science in opposition to authority, is the first to deny the theory of
man's original perfection. Science gained many triumphs, conquered many superstitions before the
world caught 70 a glimpse of the result towards which each step was tending—the enfranchisement
of woman.
Through biology we learn that the first manifestation of life its feminine. The albuminous protoplasm
lying in silent darkness on the bottom of the sea, possessing within itself all the phenomena
exhibited by the highest forms of life, as sensation, motion, nutrition and reproduction, produces
its like, and in all forms of life the capacity for reproduction undeniably stamps the feminine.
Not only does science establish the fact that primordial life is feminine, but it also proves that
a greater expenditure of vital force is requisite for the production of the feminine than for the
masculine. These facts, drawn from the observations of many separate naturalists, both men
and women, engaged in independent work, with no theory to advance, but who have been
dispassionately searching for the truth, will permit us to draw but one conclusion, namely, that the
great spontaneous creative force is also feminine.
The experiments of Meehan, Gentry, Treat, Herrick, Doctors Wallace, Combe, Wood and many
others, show sex to depend upon environment and nutrition. A meager contracted environment
together with innutritious or scanty food, results in a weakened vitality and the birth of males; a
broad generous environment together with abundant nutrition, in the birth of females. The most
perfect plant produces feminine flowers; the best nurtured insect or animal proves the same law.
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From any summary of vital statistics we gather farther proof that more abundant vitality, fewer
infantile deaths and greater comparative longevity belongs to woman. It is a recognized fact that
quick reaction to a stimulus is proof of superior vitality. In England, where very complete vital
statistics have been recorded for many years, it is shown that while the mean duration of man's
life within the last thirty years has increased five per cent. that of woman has increased more than
eight per cent. Our own last census (tenth)shows New Hampshire to be the State most favorable for
longevity. While one is seventy-four of its inhabitants is eighty years old, among native white men
the proportion is but one to eighty, while among native white women, the very great preponderance
of one fifty-eight is shown. That the vitality of the world is at a depressed standard is proven by the
fact that more boys are born than girls, the per cent. varying in different countries. Male infants are
more often deformed, suffer from abnormal characteristics, and more speedily succumb to infantile
diseases than female infants, so that within a few years notwithstanding the larger proportion of
male births, the balance of life is upon the feminine side. Many children are born to a rising people,
but this biological truth is curiously supplemented by the fact that the proportion of girls born
among such people, is always in excess of boys; while in races dying out the very large proportion of
boys births over those of girls is equally noticeable.
From these hastily presented scientific facts, which a letter gives me no space to elucidate, it is
manifest that woman possesses in a higher degree than man that adaptation to the conditions
surrounding her which is everywhere accepted as evidence of superior vitality and higher
physical rank in life: and when biology becomes more fully understood it will also be universally
acknowledged that the primal creative power, like the first manifestation of life, is feminine. Matilda
Joslyn Gage.
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