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General Background

The demand for women's suffrage in St. John's began with issues directly
affecting women's families and homes. The right to a vote was first
raised in the early 1890s and grew louder in first two decades of the
twentieth century. The leaders initially articulated their demands as
concerned mothers and homemakers. The leaders of the groups (WCTU,
IODE, Alexandra Workers, child welfare and animal welfare advocates)
were educated middle class women, not surprising as they were the ones
with some time to devote to public issues. On some issues, namely
housing, child welfare and sanitation they had the support of influential
men but there was also a wide fear of increased taxation to meet their
demands. They lobbied for:

e "Child welfare" services to address infant and maternal mortality.
Some had lost children themselves. Mortality and sickness rates were
higher in St. John's than in many North American cities. This was due
in part to disease (typhoid fever, GI ilinesses, TB, lack of sanitation).
Leaders wanted a public nursing service and "well baby" clinics that
provided medical help, education, milk for poorer families and
information about nutrition.

e Sanitation (related to the above). There were many homes in the
central city without running water and with outhouses. After the Fire of
1892 housing had been thrown up hastily (years later, some homes
still had dirt floors!). "Night soil" carts still operated in the city to take
away outhouse waste and trash but even this service was poor and
underfunded. Diseases spread easily including cholera. Slum streets
were filled with garbage. Poorer women had to carry water in heavy
pails back to their houses from a street pump or fire hydrant. Those
demanding the municipal vote wanted a modern water and sanitation
infrastructure, including a sewer system put in.

See "Slum Picture" for a vivid sense of conditions.

e Provision of affordable houses for workers.

e Animal welfare. There were several intertwining demands: (1) the
humane treatment of all animals, encouraged by public education,
starting with children in the schools. (2) Penalties for animal neglect
and cruelty. Armine Gosling was especially concerned about
workhorses (the provision of drinking fountains and load limits
regulations). (3) The inspection of imported live animals for disease,



and regulation and inspection of slaughterhouses. Food purity was a
concern as well as animal welfare.

e Some (not all) advocated "Local Option", i.e. a vote for women in
referenda regulating or prohibiting the sale of alcohol. Temperance
feminists linked alcohol consumption to domestic violence, crime and
poverty. Others attributed these problems to "moral laxity," idleness,
or lack of character and not alcohol per se. As a generality, women in
St. John's tended to be divided denominationally on this issue. As with
every generalization, there were exceptions.

Despite years of lobbying, without a vote women's groups got nowhere.
Resentment grew. The lack of a say, even on municipal issues literally close
to home and the failure of authorities to address their concerns as mothers,
led leaders to overall questions about women, citizenship and the nation.

The lack of a vote was seen as a stigma upon all women, placing them in the
same legal category as criminals and lunatics. A criminal might reform and a
"lunatic" recover reason, and both could regain full citizenship. A woman
never could. Beyond the world of municipal politics, as Armine Goslings
influential speech in 1912 illustrates, they anticipated a vote would bring
many things including sweeping changes in national "industrial legislation" (
wages and working conditions), equal status under the law, and the opening
of all professions and jobs for which women were qualified.

The suffragists hoped a vote would raise the entire status of women in
society and bring recognition that they had unique needs and perspectives
on government policy. Most of this generation made their case as Mothers
and stressed the importance of that role to society. Others took an equal
rights position regardless of marital status. Both agreed that society failed
to treat their them as adults with equal worth and consigned them to male
dependency and control.

General play concept
The suffrage generation had high expectations about what the vote would
bring. The script needs to highlight this in some way.

It will be followed by a panel weighing what has been accomplished by the
vote but also what remains to be done in this generation, including women's
equal representation in government bodies and inclusionary policies that
recognize that barriers to equality are intersectional, varying by race, class,
religion, family structure, marital status, gender identity, age and disability.

The play provides a lead-in to this broad discussion.



Visuals: Concept Prompts

1. Womens Time Has Come
2.3uffrage Ad

3.3uffrage March

4 Wife dominates husband
5.Shutting them up

6. Central City slum picture

Further Sources

Margot Duley, "Armine Nutting Gosling: A Full and Useful Life" in Linda Cullum
and Marilyn Porter, Creating This Place: Women, Family, and Class in St.
John's., 1900-1950 (McGill-Queen's University Press, 2014), Ch. 5. available as
Google Play download

Helen Woodrow, Julia Salter Earle: Seeking Social Justice" in Linda Cullum and
Marilyn Porter, Creating This Place: Women, Family, and Class in St. John's.,
1900-1950 (McGill-Queen's University Press, 2014), Ch. 4. available as Google
Play download

Speech of Armine Gosling (1912) at the Ladies Reading Room. Reprinted and
distributed as a pamphlet. The speech proved to be so popular, she gave it
twice. The Newfoundland movement drew its inspiration mostly from Great
Britain. At the time she gave this speech the suffragettes were being criticized
and lampooned in the Newfoundland press. Consequently, she starts with a
history of the British movement but interweaves her own expectations for
equal voting rights, regardless of sex, race or nation.

"Votes for Women" (1925)

Three Daily News columns authored by the Newfoundland Women's Franchise
League. Though chronologically after the municipal vote, they illustrate the
high expectation that this generation of activists had about its effect on
uplifting the status of women as well as on government policy.
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While ln eduvatiiom, social freedom, and opportunity, women Bave maade
4 good deal of peogress duntig the past century, their paliical standing Is very
much what it was 2 luntred years ago. They are still classed. for purpoves of
legislagon. with i, crimmals, paupers and minors, and even in that chibioiix
campuny they hold an jnfesior place. A male diors may recover his reason, 4
wale criminal may reform; a pauper may cqitire propeay, and 2 minor may
grow up, in which case they will il be eligible o vote: Bt women, being
wames, remain wteless, legal and pulitical nooetitities 1o the end of the chaprer
Very probably thix was resénted Uien, and that |3 is risented now we have ample
evidence. The vore is the hall mark of ctlzenship, and the exclusion of women
from it means praciically their exclision fram the senous life of the age.

There is nothing in the Setish Constitution 16 prevent women frony vuting.
It was never a sex privilege. Magna Chara was eeprisey framed mor to exchnde
winten. "To nove will we sell, w0 none will we dalay, to none will we deny
the right of justice.* And every man who denies womnen the vote to-day desivs
the right of justice secured 1o them by their fahers o Magna Chasma, In medivval
times, when tithes and propenty fell 10 women, they inherised the offices and
responsiblites thar went with them. exacily the sime as men, "Womes have
bétn High Chamberlains, High Conatables and Sheriff, Lords Marshals,
Girvernors of Disinicrs, Castles and Jails; Justices of the Peace and Clerks of the
Crown. There s hardly 2 public office in England, that is nor dependent on 2
University educadan, that has nor a1 some time been hedd by a woman
Frecholders in the middle ages wete women as well as men, and berh had the
privilege of beinyg chiciser or chowrs. Sex was no disqualificaion as ir is to-day. In
modem terms, as we should expeess it, every ta-payer could vore In matres
and edicts the word "man”™ was always held 1o taclude women, wind here and
theere women voted all through the Middle Ages, the auunber growing smaller
& fime wemt an, though their right of franchise was never taten 'nny froom
them by law. Bur the male electars were lways ln the majority, and gradwally
winnven's franchise lapsed.

Towards the end of the 18th century we have the fisst definlte protest masle
by 3 woman agaitit the disabalities of her sex This was the famaus ~Vindicatiou
of the Rights of Women,” by Mary Wollstonecrafi, chief among the ploneers
of the Suftrage Movement in Eogland. As one may Imagine, w uphold Gherry
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of thought asd action far wotmen in thuse marrow and conservative times, was,
Lo commitan unpardonahle sin. and the author was dermunced on all sides. “A
Hyena (o Perticosts,” Homce Walpole <alled her, and the epither becaine
histone. But we ranember her with gratitude for her championship of her ses,
and we hanour Mer becanee she had the courage 1o ay what she thenght in an
age when woimen were not expocted 1o think a1 &1l She was 3 wathan of unua)
intelflect, and ber book s full of brilliancy and wit. And she wds 4 prophet —a
hundred years abead of her tme. She led the way and pointed o the path,
which we are wiill following.

Women have suffered feam exery Reformarion and every Reform Bill, from
that of Henry VIIL, down ro the Reform Bills of the XIXth century, The pravileges
ol women were narrowed down while those of men expanded. T suppose the
fortunes of Woman Suffrage were never at a lower cbb than in the year (432,
whem the Grear Refirm Bill was passed. This act enlarged and extended men’s
franchise. but by the use of the word “male” before “persons.” for the first time
in English history, definitely excluded women Then misfurimes followed thick
and fast. In 1833 women lost thelr right of Dower, In 1835 the Borough
franchise was taken from them. Gradually all Municipal Corporations introduted
the word “male™ into their various local charers, and the few civic privileges
women had enjoyed were curtalled in every direction. It seems strange that they
should have made no protest against such a crushing velo of thelr nights a¢
hnan beings, but. when we stody the conditions of women's lves In thosé
pre-Yiviorian days, we tedlize how dental of educadonal peivileges. and
generavons of repression had deprived them of the power o protest effectually.

In Lord Brougham's Act, In 1850, it was decided thar "words importiog
the mascaline gender shall be hedd w include females,” and in the Refarm Bl
of 1867 the phrase “male persons™ was swept away, and “man” substinited,
with no express exclusion of women. But when women iried 19 vote on the
strength of this they found their clabms densed. At this time the finy organized
Worran Siffrage societies came lnto existence, and they set 1o work 1o secure
& parllamentary majority in the Howse of Commons. Their great champion, the
best friend wostien ever had, was John Stewart [sic] Mill, who entered the House
i 1R65, and worked steadily o their hebalf during his whole
career. He was thelr guide, eounsellor and friend all his Life, and his great book,
"Subjection of Women,” Is 3 most masterly and rencham exposition of the
Injury inflicted oo the half of humanity by denying them direct representation,
I sl remains the kit word on the subjec. We have merely gone an
paraphrasing him ever since. He it was who induced English women to collect
one hundred sighauires to a petition for the suffrage, for him to present (o the
Hapse of Commons. They were a timid firtle band of suffragists — not muich
like their modemn sisvers — and they seemed 10 have complecely lost the power
of mitiative, but when they did finally galvanize themselves into suffiefent
energy 1o canvass for suppomers, they collecipd not aoe hundred bur two



thousand signarures The Bill was theawn out, of conrse, but it was a beginning.
After thic they went on organizing petitions, (in fourteen years they sent in over
9,000 petitions, with over 3,000,000 signatures), holding meetings, and in
every quiet and constitutional way trying to break down prejudice and convince
the individual. Nothing could have been more lady-like or more dignificd than
their methods of propaganda; and they accomplished — just nothing. On the
whale, Lam inclined to think they did more harnm than good to the cause, They
certainly contrived 1o give an air of shadowy, unreality to the whole qumion;
‘which may have acconnted for the fact that in all those lean years the subject
never passed the Academic stage — it never became a question of practical
polities at all. For years these poor ladies fed on promises. Time after time they
presented their petitions, signed by thousands of women, backed by members
of Barliament, and time after time they were tricked and betrayed by the men
they had trusted. Their Bills rarely got beyond a second reading, They had the
bitter experience of warking for candidates for election 1o the House of
Commons, pledged supporters of their cause, who, after their election had been
secured by the women's efforts and influence, were not ashamed (0 own that
their promises had meant nothing, It wasas though men thought it ne dishonour
ta lie, s0 long as they were lying to women. Nevertheless, in the days preceding
the Reform Bill of 1884, the women suffragists' hopés ran high. They were

largely supported in the Comumons, and the feeling throughout the country was-

in their favour. The amendment to include them would probahly hive been
carried, had not Gladstone, then Prime Minister, made 3 pronouncement tor his
followers urging them to vote against it, on the grotund that the question had
not been sufficiently sifted, and promising facilities for its consideration later
on. Needless to say that time never arrived, In consequence of this, one hundred
and four pledged supporters of women suffrage voted against the amendment
and secured its defear. It would seem that they did so without any sense of their
own dishonour. They flung their broken promises in the faces of the women
who had worked for them, and so far as history records the Woman Suffrage
Socicties bore this Insulting betrayal without any adequate protest. They
apparently went on kissing the hand that smote them, turning the other cheek,
and conducting themselves generally in the most approved Scriptural manner,
Up ta this time they had tolled for the sirengthening of men’s political parties,
regardless of their canvictions, and had speny themselyes frely in all avenues
of service open to them. Then, as now; men were unappreciaove of and
ungrateful for the public work done by women. it has never heen acknowledged
at fus full value, either in the industrial, social, political or religious world. Men
have always heen under the curious delusion that women neither EX[IECt nor
want payment, or even acknowledgement. You will see this very clearly
manifested in the various branches of church work — where the wamen's
societies make large sums of maney by their activities, and hand the same
meekly over to the men, who manage all ecclesiastical and religious marters, 1o

“n AATEITIIN @900 SA0 T8 & 40ttt & e e

be used at their discretion, withour, apparently, the idea ever occurring to any
of them, that the women who earned the money should at least have a voice in
its expenditure.

This, however, is by the way. In 1902, the Women's Liberal Federation
plucked up sufficient spirit 1o decline any Jonger to support candidates who
were not publicy pledged o woman suffrage, and in 1904 tley went a step
further and decided to work against the Government at all elections, and to
oppose the Government nominee at by-elections. They took the aititude that
every Government that refuses 1o grant women suffrage, is ipw facta the enemy,
and must be opposed. This was good, sound, constitutional policy, and has
borne much fruit. It is a pity they did not adopt it soaner,

We may have some difficulty, here in Newfoundland, as we are content to
take no share in Municipal or Political affairs, in appreciating the important part
women play in English politics, Their influence, as they chose ta exert it, has
waon or lost many an election, and English politicians understand to the full the
value of their assistance. They call upon women 1o canvass for them, o speak
for them, and o influence people to vate for them — but they refuse to oust
women with votes, themselves! Women in England do everything with régard
to political life that men do, except putting their mark an the voting paper. That,
they are denied. It is 2 most hopelessly illogical position.

When the Liberal Government went into power in 1896, there were four
hundred avowed supporters of Woman Suffrage among all parties in the Honse
of Commaons, but their Bill was talked out in the first session of Parliament.
Some trivial réason was given —a disturbance in the ladies’ Gallery, or
something equally convincing, In 1907, a similar fate befell it, and it even failed
to reach a division,

I think this was the crisis:

Afer forty years in the wilderness of humiliation and barren effort and half
i century of lady-like methods, the sulfrage party had it borne in upon them
that Parliament had been merely playing with them all along and that it had
never seriously considered the question. They also realized o the foll the utter
ineffectualness of their previous methods, Perhaps they reminded themselyes of
Byron's words "Who would be free, himself must strike the blow!™ At any rate,
after so many years of patient endeavour they concluded that it was useless to
plead for the vote any longer, and that there was an imperative need fora change
of tactics: In plain words, the women had ac lasy got tired of being humbugged.

The first miliane proceedings, howeyver, which took place shortly before
this, were in the nature of an accident.

Owiciv oF THE Miurant CAMPAIGN

In the autunn of 1905 the general political outlook underwent a change.
The sands of the Conservative Government were running out and Sir Edward
Grey came to Manchester to expound whar the Liberal policy would be if a
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Liberal Govemment came into power. The W.SPU,, then twy years old,

determined 1o find pur-what the Liberal policy would be to women. Christabel ‘

Pankhurst and Aanie Eenney went 1o Sir Edward Grey's meeting, and after his

speech; at the proper time for questions, put a question o him on this point. He
ignored the question. It was then sent up to him in writing, but it was stll
Ignored; and as the meeting showed signs ‘of breaking up, Christabel Pankhurst:

and Annie Kenney stood on their sears and pressed for an answer, The only answer
thity got was 1o he dragged ont past the platform and flung into the street; There
they started a protest meeting, but the police refused 1o allow them to proceed,
and arrested them on a fabricated charge of assault, Brought before the magistrate
the next day, they were sentenced to fine or imprisanment, Christabel Pankburst
10 one week and Kenney to three days, and both elected to go to prison. Thus

did Sir Edward Grey prefer to see women flung out of his meeting and sent to,

prison, rather than give an answer 1o ane straightforward question,
We may blame the milisan section for violence, but there is not the slightesy

doubt that thousands of people in England and elsewhere who would never have |

considered the question at all, are now considering it seriously, because of the

women who deliberately faced imprisonment for their convictions. As & mere:

marter of wctics, the wamen who wenr to Holloway scored a triumphant
success. It is just as impornant to convince the public that women are angry, ds
it is to convince them that women are right. Their proceedings also made the
Liberal Government ridiculons. The newspapers chronicled that English cabinet

ministers had to be protected in the streets by body guards, relays of police
stationed near their houses, even the great Houses of Parllament protected by

policemen. And from what? — the artacks of unarmed women! The spectacle

of Asquith hiding behind locked doars, or skulking down side streets to avoid’

the suffragettes proved irresistably funny, as did the state of hysterical panic into
whiclt cabinet ministers were thrown at the approach of a petticoat. Women
suffragists learned that in politics it is always the strong who receive attention,
To be out of sight is to be out of mind. The needs of a voteless contingent will
be neglected in the natural course of things, because it has no means of redress,

hut no interest with votes behind it can safely be ignored for long. They learmed
that the only measures politiclans understand and respect are yiolent anes, And.

they are the ones by which men have time and again won their political rights.

I am not here to defend all the actions of the militant suffragists, Throwing

stones; (“concrete messages,” Punch calls them), has always seemed 1o me a
singularly unconvincing form of argument. But let it be clearly understood thar
these tactics which men so-loudly condemn in’ women, are the very ones they
have used and approved themsclves, on many occasions. A distinguished
member of the Lahour Party, Mr. T.D. Benson, wrote recently of the riots which
preceded the Reform Bill, in 1831

"Of course, when men wanted the franchise, they did ot behive In the
unruly mamner of our feminine friends, They were perfectly constitutional in their
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agitation. In Bristol, 1 find they only bumt the Mansion Hotise, (s €4
the Bishop’s Palace, the Excise Office, three prisons, four toll o, an
private dwelling and warchouses, and all n a perfealy cop
respectable manner, Numerous constitutional fires toak place i et
heods of Bedford, Cambridge, Canterbury and Deévizes. Four men were st .
hanged in Bristol and three in Nottingham. The Bishop of Lichfield was ey,
Killed, and the Archihishop of Canterbury was tasulted, spat upon, knd with great
difficulty rescied from amidst the yells and execrations of a violent and angry
mob,” And adds: — 1 think we are well qualified ts advise the Suflrageties to
follaw our example, ta be respectable and peaceful in their methods as we were,
and then they will haye our sympathy and support.”

Mr. Ramsay McDonald, the leader of the Labour Party, referred in terms of
horror and indignation (o the conduct of the women who drove Mr. Asquith
off the platform at the City Temple last month, but he extolled o the skies the
violent actions of the men during the strike riots last summer. It is quite evident
that what is sauce for the gander, is by no means sance for the goose!

The Dally News, commenting on this same protest at the City Temple, says:
“The frenzied people who in the name of Woman Suffrage are guilty of such
an outrage, are beyond the appeals of reason and decency.” In the same paper,
in a parallel column to this virtuous autburst, s an account of another meeting
— the Servant Protest against Lloyd George's Insurance bill, in the Alhert Hall,
in which interruptions from Liberals are chronicled. This is a horse of a different
color. Daes the Daily News censure these interruptions? On the contrary, It
describes them with pride and joy. giving details of the manner in which all the
speakers were Interrupted by hisses, wails, cries of dissent, and loud langhter,
to such an extent, thar at times not a word these orators said could be heard.
“Pantomime,” it gleafully asserts, "is the only word thar can be used 10 describe
the meeting.” This is quite Pecksniffian, and shows up the hypocrisy of the
whole criticism.

With few exceptions, the English newspapers are most unfair in their
accounts of suffragist happenings. They exaggerate the bard, and suppress the
good, and the truth is not in them, The reports we get in our cabled news, are
so biased that events are made unrecognizable.

The interraprion of speakers is a time honoured method of expressing
disapproval in England. Meetings have been broken up, platforms stormed, and
speakers prevented from uttering a word, on countless occasions, by male
enthusiasts, none of whom have ever had half the justification these wornen
have for rebelling against political conditions.

Tax resistance Is found (o be a very effective form of protest, and many
women suffragists are taking this means of showing that so long as they are
refused the rights of citizens, they cannot be expected to fulfill the respan-
sibllities citizenship entails, They have even gome to prison in defence of their
principles. Sometimes the Government has ron up a bill of £6 or £7, trying to
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collect taxes to the amount of [four shillings and six pence | fram one of these
recalcitrant would-he citizens, who in the end has elected to 20 to jall rather
than pay. So the powers that be are finding the sitation both unpleasant and
unprofitable. At a suffragist meering recently, one of the speakers pertinently
remarked she wanted 1o know why we had a statue in the Honge of Commons
to John Hampden, for resisting taxation, aind why we had a woman in prison
for doing the same thing! Women also refused information to the Censits Taker
last year, with the idea of harassing the Government,

On July 12th, 1911, 2 suffrage Bill was drafted by a cammittee of members
of Parliament, known as the Conciliation Committes, and the Bill was called the
Concillation Bill. Members of all parties voted for it, and it carried the second
reading by the gnormous majority of 110 votes, It was a very moderate Bill,
designed to give votes to wamen houscholders. Every man who is head of a
household can qualify as a voter, and this gave single women earning their own
living, and widows, the same privilege. About 1,000,000 women af all classes,
in the United Kingdom, would have been enfranchised, and more than alf of
them would have been working women. So the Bill was sufficiently Democratic
to suit all classes. The committes had received a definite pledge from the Prime
Minister, for ample facilities for their Bill, in the Session of 191 1, and there was
Gvery reason to suppose that this very moderate measure would have been
tarried. Hope sprang again in the breasts of the suffragists. Buc their joy was
short lived. In November, 1911, Mr. Asquith announced his intention of
Introducing 2 manhpod suffrage Bill, which was ro be forced through all its
stages in 1912 and to which an amendment might be added to include women
suffrage, if desired. This pronouncement completely cut the ground from under
the Conciliation Bill, for it is clearly impracticahie to have manhood Suffrage for
men, and a property qualification for wamen. Mr. Asquith has thus, in spirit if
not in the Jetter, broken his pledge to the women suffragists. They have taken
his action as a declaration of war from the Government, and have again resumed
hostilities. In spite of the brutal treatment former deputations 1o the House of
Commons have received at the hands of the police, another raid was made oi
November 21st, and there were the usual scenes of violence, breaking of
windows, conflicts with the police, and the arrest and subsequent imprisonment
of over two hundred women,

Meanwhile, Lloyd George bas announced his intenition of fighting for an
amendment to the new Reform Bill, to include Waman Suffrage, but he knows,
and Mr. Asquith knows, and the suffragists themselves know how slight are its
prospects of success. A few are still hopeful, but the majority share the profound
distrust that Lloyd George seems to have Inspired amaong the suffragist leaders,
hy his fast and loose policy in connection with woman suffrage, and his
disregard of the best interests of waomen, in his Insurance Bill,

The suffragists feel the deepest resentment and indignation, and they do
well to be angry. Their provocation is great. There is no demand for manhosd

suffrage, and thousands of representative women have been asking for the vote
far many years. Women have asked and men are to receive; And if this Manhood
Suffrage Bill becomes law — as it will — it must not be imagined that women
will be no worse off than they were before, It may be thought thar as women
have managed to getalong somehow without voues hitherto, no grear harm will
be done them. But their position will be very different and much waorse than in
former times. Then, most men had no votes: Now, women alone will stand in the
ranks of the governed. with all the men 1o govern them. Their personal Liberty
will be more and more curtailed, and they will find themselves obliged w0 submit
to the system of elaborawe regulations and inspection, necessary in thickly
peopled countries, without any effectual means of protest. It will be nothing
short of tyranny.

This batde for Women's Suffrage stands out as the hardest fought campaign
ever waged for any reform. The final struggle must come soon, and sympathizers
all over the world are warching. They know that when England adopts equal
suffrage the women of every country shall profit by it.

While England had undoubtedly been the storm centre of this movement,
there have been signs of abundant activity elsewhere. In Germany, Rtaly, and
Austria, itis attracting greatatention and making progress. A large Interational
Convention was held last year in Ialy, and many converts were made. In France,
the women are enthusistic feminists, possessing a degree of industrial liberty
unknown to Englishwomen. In Sweden and Denmark women have Municipal
Suffrage, and in Norway women vote on equal terms with men and are eligible
to hold office. All the Colonies that make up the Australian Commonwealth, and
New Zealand, have full suffrage, and their statesmen have testified time and
again to the beneficial effect of women's participation in political life, Their vore
had been solidly against vice and the liquor interest, and in favour of progress
and reform. All the social reform legislation for which Avstralia is noted, has
been vigorously supported by the women voters: In America, six States have full
suffrage. Wyoming, Colorado, Utah, Idaho, Washington State, and last year, by
a brilliant victory, California, the second largest State in the Union. Other states
are expected shortly to follow their example, for nothing succeeds like success,
and woman Suffrage has achieved a pronounced success even in these early
stages. Women in the six suffrage States have equal powers with men to make

laws and control. their execution. A significant incident occurred recently in
Washington State, which has a law called the “recall,” providing that ten per
cent of the voters in any community can force a new election for any office at
any time. A Mr. Gill was Mayor of Seaitle when women were given the suffrage.
He wasa "sporting” type of man, and his laxity with regard to the public morals
was so marked, thar Seartle attained an unenviable notoriety on account of its
appalling social conditions. The first important achiévement of the women
vaters was his recall Tt was pressed by the women immediately upon their
enfranchisement, and his defeat at the subsequent election by 6,000 votes was




undoubtably due to them, His successor, Mr. Dilling, was a man of totally
different type, a puhlic spirited man, and 4 member of the Public Welfare
Luague, and he went into office with instructions that could not be
misinterpreted, The local newspapers reported, “This change has been broughy
about by women. All the wards wherein the women cast a heavy vore gave
majorities for Mr. Dilling.” Here is a case where the wamen's vote ranged itself
solidly on the side of order and morality, and good goyernment, and 1 contend
it would generally do sa.

Finland, litle Finland, has the credir of possessing the most perfect system
of representation in the Warld, Women there are on an absolute equality with
men, socially, industrially and politically.

Thie vote Is a great educatar. Even this agitation for the vote has done more
to educate the women of England than anything else ever did. They have learned
many things during the last five years. They have leamed how to co-operate—a
thing men are fond of telling you women can't do — and they have discovered
the vilue of solidarity.

They have learned 1o cousider great questions, and they have found out
how o organize — their monster meetings, the enormous Hyde Park
Demonstration, and their wonderfully beautiful processions, have been among
the most perfect things of their kind, Further more, the suffrage movement has
done much to break down the barriers of class, and bring together people of
every rank and station. Iy is admitted that women are consclentious, that they
take respansibility well, and it is impossible to deny that whatever tends to
develop their public spirit, to give them a wider sutlook and larger interest,
must be a good thing for them, and for their children, and for their country, In
questions of education, infamt mortality, industrial conditions where women are
concerned; the housing of the poor, the treatment of the poor, the insane and
criminals — questions now legislated upon salely by men; women feel that their
point of view should be recognized. Infant mortality is essentially 3 woman's
question. Tt has been reduced nearly fifty per cent in South Australia since
woman suffrage was granted,

Further, women need the yote to safeguard their own' interests. To hear
people talk one would think all men had an inbomn genlus for mastering the
intricacies of public questions. One would think that the world wis wholly
masciiling, and that national Questions did not touch women's Tives ar all. But

- neither sex has 3 monoply of common sense or political wisdom, and the active
and intelligent cooperation of women s almost a necessity if comprehensive
and far reaching reforms are to be effected.

| have read and heard a good deal about woman suffrage. both for and
against, but I have never Yetmet an argument on the other side, worthy of the
name. Tam still looking for ane anti-suffrage argument with a leg 1o stand on,
but it refuses to materialize. 1 find prejudice (any amount of it), and iran-hound
custom and tradition — two of the most powerful of social influences — and
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feeling, and sentiment — but no arguments. Most of our oppanents have
nothing. more convineing to advance than “men are men and women are
women,” and then they think they have clinched the matter, So they have, but
nat in the way they imagine, It is just because men are men, and totally different
from women, that they cannot satisfactorily legislate for both, Women have
suffered many things in the past under the ignorant but perdectly well-meant
laws framed by men, 1t is the wearer and pot the shoemaker (hat knows best
where the shoe pluches.

Another "Anti" will assert that the behaviour of the suffragettes proves
conclusively that women are unfit 10 exercise the franchise. 1 merely: lake
vocasion to refer him: (or her) o a study of the methods employed by men in
their various agitations for the vote.

Another has heard that something has happened, or has not happened, as
the case may be, —in New Zealand or Colorado, which demonstrates tha
women's voting has mischievous effects. And there are still peaple who sincerely
believe that it would “unsex” women to exercise an inwelligent interest in thie
laws by which they are governed. But to have an opinion on politics is not
incompatible with the strictest domesticity, and in the countries where women
dovote, their feminine characteristics do not appear o have been eliminated by
the process. A more developed intelligence has perhaps rendered their outlook
on life broader, but they remain womanly;

One often hears it said that women do not need votes, because they can
ilways exert enough influence over men 1o g¢t what they want without direct
representation. Miss Marie Corelll £ 4 passionate exponent of this theary. But
this indirect influence, this sex inflyence (for it is nothing else) is bad. It is bad
for women 10 have to wheedle, coax, and aijole men into giving them
something which should be theirs as a right, and it is equally bad for men to
be coaxed and wheedled. It tends to make wamen sly and scheming, and in
men it foswers the already too well developed spirit of domination. We are tald
that women's place is the home. But how can women stay at home when they
are obliged 1o eam their own living or starve? In the factories of Great Britain,
the number of women employed is double the number of men, OF what use is
It then, to tell women that their place is the home, when 100 often, the home
45 an instinution, is depeadent for its very existence an the wages of its female
members,

The last bulwark of the anti-suffragisis is that women should not vote
because they da not fight. This is the son of argument that sounds convincing,
but goies down like 2 nine- pin ap the first atack, Men are nor given votes because
they can fight, nor are they deprived of the franchise if physically unfit fior
martial enterprise. Why so much stress should be laid upon this disability of
women, it is hard to see, because it bappens to be the case thar the moment the
man becomes a soldier he loses his vote! It is to the peaceful householder whe
pays taxes for the upkeep of the army, navy and police foree, that the vote is




Somuch for the physical unfitness of women to exercise the franchise, and the
argument that they are intellectually unfit will hardly carry weight with

manhood suffrage in sight in England. When every lout of 21 is considered fit

ta vote, it is difficult to understand the exclusion of educatéd women|

We are told that women do not want the vore We know there are,
unfortunately, many women wha do nor appreciate this symbal of citizenship,
but we know alsy that a large and ever increasing number of women do want
it. Why should they. he prevented by (he dog-in-the-manger-ish policy of the

of the little Joneses! Tt i« difficult 1o undersand the mental processes of peaple
who say, in effect; “I don't Want i yote, and therefore you shall not have one!”

May 1 now present for Your consideration a fow arguments in favour of
Waoman suffrage. Women should have the vote —

Because — most laws affect them as much as they do men, and some faws
affect them more, and they are now framed without consulting the persons they
are intended to henefiy,

Because — people who have to Obey laws should have a voice in making
them. This is the foundation of af] liberty.

Because — laws dealing with the welfare of children shonld be regarded
from the wamen's point of view as well as the man's. Questions concerning the
hame are now contmially being legistated upon, and women have knowledge
and experience which could be brought 1o bear bhelpfully on domestic
legistarion. '

Because — men no mater how well-meaning they may be, never have
made, and never can make suitable and just laws for wamen, No law concerning
women has ever passed the House of Cammons, that bas not borne the
unmistalable stantp of sex-legislation.

Because —no class, or race, or sex, cau bave its interess properly artended
to in the legislation of 2 Country, unless it is represented by direct suffrage.
Women warkers, for example, have learned that unless you have political pawer
You cinnot get industrial justice, And, lastly, women should have the vote,

Becanse —a very large number of representative women all pver the world
are asking for it

The laws dealing with women are notoriously unfair and badly ad-
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more rights over their children than their own tursemaid has. The father is the
only parent recognized by law, and his is the sole control over his children. He
can take them away from thelr mother when they are infants, can direct their
education and occupations, and regulate their lives generally, quite regardiess
of the mother’s wishes. The only case in which, by English law, a mother has
a right to control hier children, is when they are illegitimate. The unmarried
mother is rewarded by being given the full custody of her child She becames
the sole parent, But let us oot delode ourselves into thinking that this is done
by way of cancession 1o women, It is merely for the purpose of shielding the
father from the penalty of his misdeeds.

Similarly, in marriage, according to English Common Law, the wife ceases
to be a person. For purposes of legislation husband and wife are regarded as
one, and needless 1o say the hushand is that one. Further, no promise made by
a man before marriage can deprive him of his rights over wife and children. He
may make a hundred promises hefore marriage, and break them after it, and
the law will sanction his conduct, Fortunately for us, men are seldom as had s
the laws they make, The pasition of women would be intolerabile if men acted
up to their legal rights. Only fwenty years ago a married woman couldn't call
a penny her own, When she married, her husband, in theary and with the
assistance of our archaic Marriage Service, endowed her with all his wistldly
200ds. In fot, however, he absorbed her property and herself. He could, and
did, passess himself of her carnings, and squander them in riotous living. Since
the Married Woman s Property Act passed in 1883, women have been graciously
allowed to keep whar belongs to them. Bir, even now, if 2 man refuses o give
his wife a suitable allowance or 4 reasomable share of his income, she has no
redress. A well-to-do man can legally starve his wife for years, and dying, can
cut her off without a penny and still be within the rights the law gives him.

If he die intestate, his wife gets ooe-third only of his real estare, but if i
woman dies intestate her hushand inherits her enure property, real and personal,
This is an appalling injustice, and bears very heavily on the average housewife
possessing no qualifications for earning her own living. John Stewan Mill said,
“If marriage were all it might be, looking to the laws alone, a woman'’s life
would be a hell upan earth.”

The Divarce Laws are grossly unfair to wamen, A man can divorce his wife
for unfaithfulness alone, but she has ro prove cruelty or desertion as well against
him. He may be grossly and persistently immaral, but this fact would not entitle
her to a decree of dissolution of marriage.

Women have suffered under the laws of primogeniture and entail from
feudal days until the present. There was a reason in the old days, when active
miliary Service was required, for the preference of the eldest male, but when
this system was replaced by payments of money (in the time of Henry 1), there
remained no reason why the eldest son should inherit, any more than the eldes;
daughter. The law is opposed to the namral principal of justice, but the naton




has grown accustomed to ir, and continues to accept it In the majority of
families the prospects of the girlsare entirely subordinated 1o thase of the hays,
1o this day:

It is characteristic of male legislation to regard offences against property
with more severity than those against the person. A man may beat his wife, or
grossly ill-treat a horse, in England today, and get off with a more lenient
sentence than another who steals a pair of shoes or a loaf of bread. Women
would cerainly impart a2 more humanitarian tone to legislation. They would
refuse to encourage that double moral standard — the golden calf which men
have set up. Let us get it firmly into our minds that the faw ignores women
wherever and whenever possible. A woman is a citizen when the question 1s
one of taxation or punishment. She is non-existent when rights and privileges
are nmder discussion. And it is surcly a travesty of justice, for 2 woman to suffer
the extreme penalty of a law which neither she nor any other woman has had
2 voice in framing.

Furthermore, when men legislate for womien, they are apt, no matter how
benevolent their intentions, to do more harm than good, When Mr, John Burns
artempted to regulate the times at which women should not be allowed to work
in factories, he caused untold misery to the women he was trying to benefit,
He simply could not undersund the situation as a woman would have done.
Male legislatars have a habit—and an objectionable habit — of lumping women
and children together for purposes of legislarion. Now, women are not children,
and they resent being classed with them, and the needs of women and children
are vastly dissimilar.

In old, far-off days, woman was the mother of all the industries, She was
the potter, the weaver, the spinner. She prepared the food, she tilled the soil,
she bore the burden of the race. In civilized countries to-day, work which was
formerly regarded as belonging esseatially to women, has passed to a great
extent, Into the hands of men. Even the needle, women's earliest tool, has been
adopted by them. To-day, men do cooking, sewing, hair-dressing. house-work,
and kindred occupations, in all parts of the world, and no one questions their
right to do so. But let a woman attempt 1o earn her bread in any trade or
profession hitherto fulfilled by men, and they make haste to place all possible
obstacles in her path. As dociors, women have scored a brilliant success, but the
pioncers in the medical profession had a thory path to tread. Dr. Sophia
Jex-Blake, for instance, whose death occurred a few days ago, wis the leader in
the movement, at Edinburgh University in 1868, to give wamen 3 medical
education, Her obituary notice in a recent number of the “Times” speaks of the
impediments thrown in the way of these women students, especially when it
was found that they had attained a higher degree of success than the males.
Things grew so unpleasant that it was not safe for the ladies to go to'and from
the College without a bodyguard, and their environment was extremely hostile.
Even now the prejudice against women doctors still survives. I England all the

best and most lucrative appointments are reserved for men, Of the twelve great
general hospitals in London, eleven are tlosed 1o women, In America women
are wreated more fairly. In the Johns Hopkins Hospital, Baltimore, one of the
model hospitals of the world, there are always several women internes [sic] on
the Saff, on precisely the same terms as the male doctors, doing good work. In
this, as in other professions, America is not above utilizing the brain-power of
its women citizens for the general good.

The legal profession Is not open to women in England, though they have been
practising law successfully for 2 good many years In France. Even Newfoundland is

mare progressive in this respect than the Mother Country, But the chief grievance

that women complain of is unfaimess of payment. The practice, which is almost
wniversal, of giving women poe-third the pay a man receives for doing the same
work is so radically unfair, as 1o need no comment, And the facethar the Governmenr,
1s.one of the worst offenders in this respect, is significant.

Teaching, in England and elsewhere, has a regular scale of wages, by which
every woman teacher is paid from one-third to one-half the salary 2 man recelves
tor doing the same work, quite irrespective of training or qualifications. One bf
the first questions to which women gave their attention in the Aunstralian
Colonies, on receiving the franchise, was this, of equal pay for equal work, and
in most of the American States where equal suffrage prevails, work is paid
according to its merits, and not according o the sex of the worker, When people
say the possession of the vote will make no difference to the wages of women,
they forget what happened in Norway, when women got the vote there. The
Norwegian Government immediately raised the wages of its female employees
1o the level of those of men doing the same work. When the English Government
employs women it invariably pays them less than men. One of the reasons for
having girl messengers in the Post Office, was because they were a shilling a
week cheaper in'wages than hoys, In England, the Government is 3 very large
emplayer of labour, but it differentiates in a very marked manner between the
sexes, It is a model employer for men who have votes. It is a bad master for
waomen who are politically helpless. When male workers are underpaid, they
have the right as voters, 1o make their representatives stir up the Goyernment
and get things set right, But women, however down-trodden, have no
representatives in the House of Commons to attend to their interests, and every
fresh restriction made by law on women's labour, puts the woman at a
disadvantage as compared to the man. The principle of unequal pay follows
them everywhere, even into domestic service. It i quite conceivable that a
parlor-maid may be a better and more usefnl servant thin a footman. But he
gets higher wages. Why? Simply and salaly because he is 2 man.

The “Lancet” camments recently on the fact that male attendants in lunatic
asylums, who work sixty-six hours a week, receive higher pay than the women
attendants, who work seyenty-two hours. The same system prevails in all
branches of Government service. A male factory inspector is paid a salary of



Fl 100 a year, where a woman is thonght Tucky to get £400. A woman school
inspector _receives £300, where a man is paid £1,000, and so on.

The female post office clerks, while doing the same work, and doing it
quite as satisfactorily as the male clerks, receive one-third to one-half the wages
of the larter.

Finally the English Government has the name of being one of the warst of

sweaters, In 1911, it reduced the price paid for making service dress rrousers at
the Pimlico Clothing Factory, from 3d. to 2 1/4d. per pair! This system of cutting
down the wages of voteless women is all the more serious when one remembers
that in this and other Goyernment factories, the lowest wage paid to the male
workers, however unskilled, is about three times as much as the lowest wige
Pa.ld to the women employees. The Government, representing men and their
inrerests; 15 continually interfering with women and their work, and threatening
to deprive them of, fisst one and then another means of livelibood, They are
forbidden to be acrobats; well paid nightwork is taken from them (as in the
printing trades); the positions of barmaids and florists are attacked; the married
teachers dre turned out, all in their own interests of conrse! Working wamen are
never allowed to pursue their walk in life peacefully; they never know when some
new and entirely unnecessary and unjust regulation will be sprung upon thent,
Millions of women must work or starve — there is no getting over the fact, and
it Is the height of cmelty to make their hard lot harder by hedging them a.hout
‘with artificial restrictions, from which they cannot protect themselyes, owing to
their palivical helplessness. They understand their own wark beter then mén can
ever do, and they ought to have 4 say In the laws that regulate their lives,

. These things may not wouch us But, at least, we can understand that
condiions which would make little or no difference to people in comforable
circumstances, might be aimost intolerable to the very poor. And that i where a
consideration of this question brings us. It shows us clearly that though we may
fee! none of the hardships resulting from the wnjust legislation copcerning
waomen, yet we know that the laws do press very hardly on women not so
fortunately placed. And though the franchise may make very litde difference to
us, personally, yet it seems to me that we ought to stand shoulder to shoulder in
the fight for it, because of what it would mean for our poorer sisters. The faws
thar so materially affect their lives are bound to he haphazard and one-sided
without the aid of the counsel of responsible women. It is o now, and it wlli
prove worse unless women's political disabilities are removed. We can no longer
affard to do without the help of half the nation in arganizing the life of the whale.

The Suffrage Movement grows apace. Since writing the above, the
Parllamentary vote has been granted o the women of Sweden. In Amcri'ca a
Blll'has been introduced into Congress to enfranchise women for the Fedm"al
Legistature, while Mr. Roosevelt, long a strenuous opponent of woman suffrage
has come boldly out into the open as its champion. #
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In London, at a meeting of the Nativnal Union of Women's Suffrape
Societies. on Feh. 3rd, Loyd Gearge reiterated his pramises of support to the
movement, and declared his helief that the amendment to the new Refarm Bill
to include women, would cerainly be carried next session. He stated that
three-fourthe of the Liberal members of the House, and two-thirds of the
members of the Cabinet were in favour of it

Source: Adelaide Nutting Historical Nursing Collecton, Teacher's College, Columbia
University, New York City.

“Tus THNG 15 Hopruess ..."

“We are also told that they have the vote in Australia and Canada but that
is no reason why they should have it here 1 do not believe in the theory of
following the crowd.

1 believe that the members of Parliament in England allowed the measure go
through because they were actually intimidated into doing so and as 500n as they
got the women in the House they saw the folly of ever having permitted it

Another argument that is put forward in support of the contention that

women should have their vote is that of their war record but I do not see how
people can allow their minds to become warped. A woman who would mike
an excellent Red Cross nurse might be hopeless as a politician. Now, 1 wish 1o
say that I intend to oppose this Bill at every stage and especially when it comes
into commitee. It is not that 1 think women are not good enough for the vote,
it is rather that 1 think the vote is not good enough for women. When we come
to equal rights for women, I believe that the women themselves would be the
very first 10 object to the principle when they realized whatit really meant. Equal
rights would mean that one would no Jonger need an i ntroduction toa lady to
address her hecause one does not need an introduction to a man if he gets on
board  train and wishes to enter inw conversation with him. He simply drops
down heside him and starts talking and if the same thing applied 10 women, all
a man need do would be to sit down and start talking to the first presty givl he
saw, regardless of whether he knew her or not, The same way 2 man would no
longer give a lady his seat in a wram if it happened ta be filled because T am sure
1 would not give my seat ina car to any hon, member of this House; nor should
I raise my hat to him if 1 met him on the street but T do take off my hat to ladies
of my acquaintanice. The thing is hopeless and I know the women themselves
would be long sorry 1o see it work out (o that extreme.”

James B. McDonnell (Liberal, St. George's),
House of Assembly Proceedings, 1921
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INFANTS' BOOTS—Laced and But. ool .

toned styles In mixed shades of good ::.;m and Monday

SELN e bkae agy

WOoOL daLovVES-
Knitted Wool Glove
wrist, mssorted alse
urday and Monday

Boe. Frldny.
and Monday .
INFANTS B8OOTS—In Dark Tan
HAlack Dongola Kid, Laced snd

m

But-

e e 3118
Calt,

YOUTHS' BOOTE-—In Dark Tan . LADIES' QLOVES..
sturdy Boots for wearing In rubbers, Suvede Glo
fitted with rubber heols, Bizes § to shades, Deaver, Gp
13%. Clearing st ... s‘.” Hisck: &
ctes soen brimlcanninal Speaial ..., ... .

———

o
17.75
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witted another Churen
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bout all that's lefc e
the ox-Kalaer's v
| Gato iz enlled Now
a9 history,
y Damascus Gate pd
el embeliishied aund
an fancy we ses ¢ap
wih & number of
sving that gate ang
acus road. They ure
They Savo n jong
‘us,  but they don%t

s Gate is Interesting
s tha proto-martyr
sath whilo Saul neld
hia executloners.
dng on raphdly. The
Jed the Millar Gate
A not far away. He
Bt buiit before he
not 80 acvted, this
idrel, thix man ef
de, of smbltion, and
. never hute had
in iragic end. Ah!
passersby doing?
j¢y are firing stonos
lisy, How long »
o o man
the Uolden wute
wd temple grounds,
wod, where Jamen
2 pour cripple, a
ated than silver o

fa calied the Siusle
i T be  the
| woent (o the Lora
jr that e no It
f= imporisace
wio han srchiteciur
The tripla archas
b close 1o the Up
Jesus prepared hls
loeing scenes of Nhis
mye them hw mar
r. “Let mol your
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[ " Votes For Women,

In domanding the ballot women
are asking 10 have thelr opinions
count as half the peopls and Ia the
mont dircat way possidbls for the-bak
ot 1n the hest way vet dizcovered an
the meany of represeating the will of
1the people, It iy 00 mad deslre oy the
part of women (0 put A pleve Of paper
in the bellot box. It fa nout the vole
only _that they seek, but what the
ballot menns—that Mom 1or which
men have been fighting for sl these
many geperatlons, (he moral menta
feconomic, and _apiritual -_t_gtr_mcaho
mant  which political lntnnclt»
ment would help hring to pass.

No oBe person cem represent am
other, Likewise no _one sex can re.
presvat puother. Men can no moﬂ
reprosent women than women could
represeni mon.
tion werg belte; gons would bessech
thelr [fathers to represent them as
well an the women of the family, and
with one aceord (hey would flork to
the proper olfice aseeking 1o be dis
franchised, All admit tho fallacy of
suying that any of thesé groups
teould he sdequately represented by

(1o the winds amd argue (hst men
VAR ropresent women. 1t Js-n time-
old paying thay "It -there Is one thing
A mdy cun nover understang 1t iy a
woman;"  hat s he peralsia
Irying o repressat her
ment. The women want to havo their
opiglony count direotly, and there Is
no yeason why thaly should luterfere
their |Indifect Influcnce any
more than fy doex with man's. M
would not take (he womsu wny long
or thun {! does the men 1o vote, asd
thely Momes woold not be yeglected

giecied by their golug 10 1he poils,

Another NE)
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It group represents
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any more than man's buslness In ne
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This line Raincoats +, - alized for the season. Sil

Also, Ladies’ Silk

VESTS—Round Neck and Short éloeves S
VESTS—Low Neck, Strap over shoulder . . ...
All neatly finished 1

KNICKERS TO MATCH—Wide Elastic
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