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wMORE ABOUT WOMAN SUFFRAGE

t ABOUT a month ago a communi-
catedca article appeared in a morning
daily attacking woman suffrage to
which by request we made reply
taking up each point advanced and
treating it with courteous argument
it seems that the writer for some rea

4 soneon that does not appear addressed
hemrhimselfelf again to the subject in the
columns of a semiweeklysemi weekly paper which
we never see A marked copy about
three weeks old has been sent to us
and a communicated editorial ar-
ticle in it attempts a rejoinder and in-
vites us to further

we regret that the writer treats a
subject of such grave importance in
the spirit of polemic contention con
being to be soBO much of a savage as
toth believe that the victor has a
tightright to the scalp off the vanquishedp and should have the undisputed pilvi

H logo of waving it to bhusIs hearts con
tent we sireare atterafter nobodys scalp

I1 we arsare not desirous of vanquishing
sivyny opponent we have no admiration
for anything like gloating over the de-
hat

de-
feat of an adversary we only desire
the triumph of right over wrong of
justice over injustice and of liberty
over oppression

the writer claimed as an argumentjoveragainst woman suffrage that govern-
ment belongs to man and we replied
that under our form of government
this was an argument in its favor be-
causeuse if governments derive their just
powers from the consent ot the gov-
erned to dony women a voice in the
choice of those who are to govern them
is to this hebe remark

il we had said that government be-
longed to mankind in such sense as to in-
clude men and women then there would
be some point to the school boy claim of
the NEWS editor that ouroar statement was
an arargumentgumOnt against ourselves

to this is added some flippant re-
marks as to our denying the prempremisepremisesisep
and the conclusion is jumped at that
asan governgovernmentnae belongs to the male of
our species to deny to woman a
voice in the affairs of government is
nothot inconsistent nor unjust

we do not think it will take reason-
ing powers above those of the average

to perceive that put inIII
this form the writer hasbas again made
an argument against himself we

him t0 mean the male
whencheb be first claimed thathat government
belongs to man antiand it was for that
very reason that we claimed it to be

d unjust to deny totg
women a voice in the selection of those
who are to govern women if govern-
ment does belong to man women as
well as meninen bahibeingg the governed and
itif governments derive theirjust powers
from the consent of the governed is it
not inevitable that to deny to one half
of the governed any voice in the selec-
tion of the men who are to governovern is
unjust and its govern
ment without the consent of at least
half of the governed

but the writer appears to take thehe
ground that because man is the head
of the woman as christ is the bead of

tothe church this means that woman
is to be subject to man as the head
ot a9 little society or governgovernmentmeat of
which man is the ruler 212 1 andvs must not refuse bd iino
tbin myth ift for if she dees shehe be

corneacomes a contending rebel l landand then
farewell to domestic deace I he rec

the right of woman however
to throw off her allegiance but that
he says would be revolution I our
remark that man its the head of the
woman relates to the family is called
an assumption 10 and the broad doc-
trine is laid down that the man rules
as a king and it is the duty of the
woman to be a subject 11

this is not surprising from one who
Is soBO much of a savage that he de-
lights in balviwaivingug the scalp of an ad
versary the domination of man over
woman as an inferior or a 11 subject 111 1

who is under his dictation who
would be a rebel if she differed from
herber husband in politics and did not
render him becoming submission in

11 the relations of life 31 Isia a relic of
barbarism of a state of savagery from
which mankind has nearly become
emancipated the modern civilized
idea is that woman is the companion
and partner of the man not hisbis sub-
ject JJ11 that she has a right to her own
opinions on all subjects and is no
more a rebel if they differ from
her husbands views than hebe isin a

rebel because his differsdiffene from hers
AA woman has a right to choose her
own religion to0o worship god accord
ing to the dictates of her own con-
science as a responsible individual
who will be judged for her individual
acts on the same ground she has the
same right to her individual political
convictions and toIs independent as to
her opinions as she is tonerto her appetites

but we are told that we concede
the right of man to rule in the family
and that by parity of reason he
should rule in the state exactly
but only in the same way we do
not believe in the rule which makes
the husband the autocrat and the wife
the Isubjectsublet 111 1 but letting that passpan
the woman makes her choice of
the man that is to stand
soas the head of the family and our
argument tois that she should have the
same choice as to the head and officers
of the state we have offered no
objection to the same rule prevailing
in the state on the contrary that is
what we claim but our assailant de-
mands a different rule and while he
concedes womanscomans right to a choice of
man as ruler in the family he de-
nies it to her as to the rulers in the
state so that all his would be sar-
castic remarks on this point are merely
a boomerang and once more an
argument against bimhimselfself 0

As to our reference to the
it wad simplyimplyS in answer to his own
quotation from paul and therefore hisats
rcreflections about our mentioning the
church in connection with a po-
litical subject come back in
hisbis owownn face but he reminds
us that though women vote in the
cbchurch for its officers at bonficonferencesbences 11

in council and priesthood meetings
where the real affairs pertaining to the
church are considered women are ban-
ished 11

are we to understand then that the
voting at conferences and the affairs
presentedted there are unreal that they
do not amount to anything then the
election of officersoffic efe for the state and the
voting for them inie equally unreal and
it Is alyinin this to usua real aniland im
ormontpartent that we GWMclaim foe wo
imanman eual rights with man it16 tois

woman suffrage notinot office holding or
executive powers that Isie in question
it is not whether women shall sit in
the councils odthe nation or upon the
judgment seat or figure in the execu-
tion of the law but simply whether
they shall have a voice in the choice of
the men who are to occupy those
positions thus the parity of reason-
ingin 11 once more is against his positionfiehe tois also mistaken in jumping at
the conclusion that we had reference
to the mormon church only and
thus he has introduced an element into
the controversy that might as well
have been left ou in most churches
now a women members are
granted a voterote in church affairs and
the injustice of denying it bothemto them laIs
fast forcing itself upon the minds of
even the mostmoat illiberal in these de-
nominations that havo not soBO far ad-
vanced As to the banishment of
women from all mattersmattere pertaining to
the government of the church that isia
rather an extreme expression and it is-
a fact that by the organization of the
belief societies and other associations
womanscomans capacity for government in
her own sphere among her own
sex and over juveniles of both
sexes tois officially recognized and
given a sphere of action thus
the church gives woman the suffrage
and such offices as are suitable to her
sex that is all we ask for her in the
state but the present issue goes no
further than woman suffrage pure
and simple that is the right of woman
to the kiballotallot

the writer assumed that women
cannot act independently in voting A

by which of course he meant married
women and we showed that this ob-
jection would deprive all men of the
suffrage who it might be alleged are
not in circumstances to act inde-
pendently 21 to this he reprepliesliff so
indeed it should that is if it
is alleged that some men cannot
act independently they should be de-
prived of the right of suffrage the

then have only to allege
that certain republicansbet and vicete verscilveraa
cannot act independently and they
must be deprived of the ballot ob-
serve it tois only hisbis assumption that

women cannot act independently in
voting we do not admit it for a
moment facts are against it but
the cujerue we say would hold equally
against the young man who is of age
and who is still under the dictation
of the head of the house to this the
writer respondsrespondfa

not so for he may walk out from un-
der that dictation at any moment while
there are a thousand and one things that
will keep the mother under as long as
she lives I1

yesyep the mother will be always
kept under while the theory prevails

that she is a subject instead of an
associate a bartler in the family
government and it seena the only
thing she or a matured son can do ac-
cording to our opponents theory if
either differs from the notions of thefami-
ly king is to walk out from under
that dictation become a rebel and
seek the remedy of revolution

this comes too of persisting in the
notion that the family and not the
matured individual is the political unit
there tois no such thing known in our
system of government awas family suf-
frage 11 aitioit is each individual citizen


