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THE following is spoken of as oune
of the ablest and most statesman-
like docunients upon the woman
status question ever published in
any country. It was introduced
by Miss Sturge and adopted by the
national conference of women,
held at Birmingham, XEngland,
Jan. 22, 1874:

To the Right Honsrable William
FEwart Gladstone, M. P., First
Lord of Her Majesty’s Treasury:

TiE MEMORIAL OF MEMBERS AND
FRIENDS OF THE NATIONAL So-
CIETY FOR WOMEN’S SUFFRAGE,
IN CONFERENCE ASSEMBELED AT
BIRMINGHAM, JANUARY 22, 1874,
SHEWETH,

That your Memorialists earnestly
desire to urge on the attention of
Her Majesty’s Government the jus-
tice and expediency of abolishing
the disability which precludes wo-
men, otherwise legally qualified,
from voting in the election of Mem-
bers of Parliament.

They submit that the disability
is anomalous, inasmuch as it exists
only in respect to the Parliamenta-
ry Franchise. The electoral rights
of women have been,from time im-
memorial, equal and similar to
those of men in parochiaf and oth-
er ancient franchises, and in the
yvear 1869 a measure was passed,
v ith the sanction of the Adiuinis-
tration of which you are the head,
1¢-turing and confirming the rights
of wouieu raiepayers to the exercise
of the municipal franchise.

The electoral disability is fur-
ther anomalous because by the law
and Constitution of this realm wo-
men are not disabled from the ex-
_ercise of political power. Writs
returning members to serve in the
House of Commons, signed by wo-
men as electors or returning offic-
ersg, are now in existence, and the
validity of such returns has never
been disputed. Women who were
heirs to peerages and other digni-
ties exercised judicial jurisdiction
and enjoyed other privileges apper-
taining to such offices and lordships
without disability of sex. The
‘highest political function known
to the Constitution may be exer-
cised by a woman. The principle
that women may have political

ower is coeval with the DBrit-
sh Constitution. On the other
hand, the practice of women taking
part in voting at popular elections
is equally ancient in date, and has
been restored and extended by the
action of the present Parliament.
Your Memorialists therefore sub-
mit that to bring existing princi-
ple and practice into harmony by
removing the disability which pre-
vents women who vote in loeal
elections from voting in the elec-
tion of Members of Parliament,
would be a step in the natural prog
cess of development by which in-
stitutions, while retaining the
strength and authority derived
from the traditions of the past, and
preserving the continuity of the
national life, continually undergo
such modifications as are needed in
order to adapt them to the exigen-
cies ofthe Age and the changed
condition of modern life.

They also submit that the old
laws regulating the qualifications
of electors do not limit the fran-
chise to male persons; that the laws

under which women exercised the-

parochial franchise were couched in
the same general terms as those
regulating the Parliamentary suf-
frage, and that while the latter
were not expressly limited to men,
the former were not expressly ex-
tended to women. There is, there-
fore, a strong presumption that the
exclusion of women from the Par-
liamentary sufirage wasan infringe-
ment on their ancient Constitu-
tional rignts, 1endered pcssible in a
barbarous Age by the comparative
weakness and smallness of the
numbers of persons affected by it,
and continued until the exclusion
had become customary. The fran-
chise of women in local elections
has been from time to time under
judicial consideration, and their
right to take part in such elections
has been repeatedly confirmed by
the judges. During the arguments
in these cases, the question of their
right to vote in the election of
Members of Parliament was fre-
quently mooted, and conflicting
ophions thereon incidentally ex-
pressed by various judges, but the
matter was never judicially deci-
ded, and noauthoritative judgment

sing of two modern Acts of Parlia-
ment in 1862 and 1867, the former
of which, for the first time in Eng-
lish history, in terms limited the
franchise created by it to every
‘““‘male person,” and the latter to
every ‘““man’ qualified underits pro-
vigions. Your Memorialistssubmit
that had the question of the right
of women to vote in the election of
Members of Parliament been raised
in the law courtsunder the old stat-
utes which contain no reference to
sex, and before the passing of the
limiting Aects of 1862 and 1867, the
precedents which had determined
the right in their favor in the con-
struction of the law as to the local
government must have been held
to apply to the case of qualified
freeholders or others who claimed
the right as regards Parliamentary
government.

They submit also, that even after
these limiting Acts, women had
reasonable grounds for claiming the
suffrage under the existing law.
There is an Act of Parliament
which declares that ““in all Acts,
words importing the masculine
gender shall be deemed and taken
to include females . . . . unless the
comtrary is expressly provided.” The
Act of 1867 contained clauses im-
posing person liabilities and pecu-
niary burdens on certain classes of
ratepayers. In these clauses, as in
the enfranchising clauses, and
throughout the Act, words import-
ing the masculine gender were alone
used. No provision was made that
these words should not include
females.  Accordingly, in enfore-
ing the Aect, the extra liabili-
ties and burdens were imposed
on women ratepayers, to many
of whom they caused grievous
hardship. There was, therefore,
reason to expect that the enfran-
chising clauses would bear the same
interpretation, inasmuch as they
were confessedly offered as an
equivalent for the increased liabili-
ties.. But when the women who
had been subjected to the liabilities
claimed their votes, they found
that words importing the ‘mascu-
line gender were held to include
women in the clauses imposing
burdens, and to exclude them in
the clauses conferring privileges, in
one and the same Act of Parlia-
ment.

This kind of injustice was shown
in a marged manner in the case of
certain women ratepayers of
Bridgewater, who, in fa memorial
addressed to you in 1871, set forth
the grievance of most heavy and
unjust taxation which was levied
on them, in commmon with the
other householders of that disfran-
chised borough, for the payment of
a prolonged commission respecting
political bribery. The Memorial-
ists felt it to be unjust and oppres-
sive, inasmuch as not exercising
the franchise, nor being inany way
directly or indirectly concerned in
the malpractices which led to the
commission, they were neverthe
less required to jpay not less than
three shillings in the pound, aec-
cording to their rental. Te that
Memorial you caused a reply to be
sent through Mr. Secretary Bruce,
stating that ‘it was not in the pow-
er of the Secretary of State to ex-
empt women owning or occupying
property from the local and im-
perial taxation to which that pro-
perty is liable.” While fully ad-
mitting this, your Memorialists beg
to represent that it is in the power
of the Legislature to secure to wo-
men_the vote which their property
would confer, along with its liabil-
ity to local and imperial taxation,
were it owned or occupied by men.

They submit that this concession
has recently been granted in res-

ect to local taxation and that if
F ustice demands that women should
have a voice in controlling the
municipal expenditure to which
their property contributes, justice
yvet more urgently demands that
they should have a voice in con-
troliing the imperial expenditure to
which the same property is liable.
The local expenditure ot the coun-
try amounts to about £30,000,000,
the imperial expenditure to about
£70,000,000 annually; if, therefore,
the matter be regarded as one of
taxation only, the latter vote is of
more importance than the former.
Loeal government deals with men
and women alike, and knows no
distinction betwec:: .nale and fe-
male rate-payers. But imperial
government deals with men and
women on different principles, and
in such a manner that whenever
there isany distinction mude in the
rights, privileges and protection
accorded to them respectively, the
difference is always against women

natural result of the exclusion of
women from representation, and
that it will be found impraecticable
to amend it until women are ad-
mitted to a share in controlling the
Legislature,

By the deprivation of the Parlia-
mentary vote, women, in the pur-
chase or renting of property, obtain
less for their money than men. In
a Bill which passed the House of
Commons last session, proevision
was made for the amalgamation in
one list of the municipal and par-
liamentary register of electors. In
that list it appeared that the same
house, the same rent and the same
taxes, conferred on a man the dou-
ble vote in municipal and Parlia-
mentary government, and on a wo-
man the single vote only, and that
the less honorable and important
one. When the occupation of a
house is transferred from a man to
a woman, say to the widow of the
former owner, that home loses the
privilege of representation in the
imperial government, though its
relations with the taxgatherer con-
tinue unaltered. There have been
various societies formed with a view
to enable persons to acquire por-
tions of landed or real property,
partly for the sake of the vote at-
tached to such property. Should a
woman purchase or inherit such an
estate, the vote which has been
one important consideration in de-
ermining the value, would be lost
through her legal disability to ex-
ercise it.

The deprivation of the vote isa
serious disadvantage to women in
the competition for farms. A case
18 recorded of oune estate in Suffolk
from which seven widows have
been ejected, who, if they had pos-
sessed votes, would have been con-
tinued as tenants. A sudden ejec-
tion often means ruin to a family
who have sunk capital in the land,
and it is only too probable that no
day passes without the occurrence
of some such calamity to some un-
happy widow, who, but for the
electoral disability, might have re-
tained the home and the occupation
by which she could have brought
up ber family in comfo:t and inde-
pendence.

Besides this definite manner in
which the electoral disability in-
jures women farmers, it has a more
or less directly injurious influence
on all self-dependent women who
maintain themselves and their
families by other than demestic
labor. A disability, the basis o
which is the presumed mental or
moral incapacity of the subject of
it to form a rational judgment on
matters jwithin the ordinary ken of
human 1ntelligence, carries with it
a stigma of inferiority calculated te
‘cause impediment to the entrance
on or_successful prosecution of any
pursuit demanding recognized abil-
ity and energy. This presumed
incapacity is probably the origin of
the general neglect of the educa-
tion of women, which is only now
beginning to be acknowledged, and
the absence of political power in the
neglected class renders it difficult
if not impossible to obtain an ade-
quate share for girls in the applica-
tion of educational funds and en-
dowments. So long as women are
specially excluded from control
over their Parliamentary represent-
atives, so long will their interests
be postponed to the claims of those
who have votes to give; and while
Parliament shall continue to de-
clare that the voices of women are
unfit to be taken into account in
choosing members of the Legisla-
ture, the masses of men will con-
tinue to act as if their wishes, opin-
ions, and interests were undeserv-
ing of serious consideration.

It is now nearly two years since
you, in your place in the House of
Commons, said that the number of
absolutely self-dependent women
is increasing from year to year, and
that the progressive increase in the
number of such women is a very se-
rious fact because those women are
assuming the burdens that belong
to men; and you stated your belief
that when they are ealled upon to
assume those burdens, and to un-
dertake the responsibility of provi-
ding for theirown subsistence, they
approach the task under greater
difficulties than attach to their
more powerful competitors. Your
memorialists therefore ask you to
aid women in overcoming these
difficulties, by assisting to place
them, politically at least, on a level
with those whom you designate as
“their more powerful competitors.”

One of the greatest hindrances in
the path of self-dependent ‘women
is the opposition shown by mem-!
bers of many trades and professions

demical authorities of the Univer-
sity of Edinburgh have sucessfull

crushed the attempt of a small
band of lady students to qualify
themselves for the medical profes-
sion, and the same spirit of ““trades
unionism” is rife in the industrial
community. A few monthks ago,
the printers of Manchester, learn-
ing that a few girls were practising
type-setting, and gjendeavoring to
earn a little money thereby, in-
stantly d a rule ordaining a
strike in the shop of any master
printer who should allow type set
up by women to be sent to his
machines to be worked. At the
present time, in a manufacturing
district in. Yorkshire where there
are ‘““broad” and “‘narrow” looms,
at the former of which much more
money can be earned,the men refuse
to allow women to work at the broad
looms, though they are quite able
to manage them, because the work
is considered teo remunerative for
women. At Nottingham there is
a particular machine at which ve

high wages can be earned,at which

women now work, and the men, in.

order "to drive women out of such
profitable employment, have insist-
ed on the masters taking no more
women on, but as those at present
employed leave, supplying their
places by men. A master manu-
facturer reports—*We have ma-
chines which women can manage
quite as well or better than men,
yet they are not permitted, by a
selfish combination of the strong
against the weak.”” These are only
samples of the cases that are con-
stantly occurring of successful at-
tempts todrive women out of re-
munerative occupations. Your me-
morialists submit thaf women
would he more able to resist such
attempts if they had the protection
of the suffrage; and that men
would be less likely to be thus ag-
gressive and oppressive if they had
learned to regard women as their
political equals.

Besides the" restrictions on the
industrial liberties of women effec-
ted by combinations of men, there
are existing and proposed legisla-
tive restrictions from whieh men
are exempt, and which exercise a

owerful influence on the market
or their Jabor. For the coming
session we have the proposal fur-
ther to limit their hours of paid la-
bor in factories, and to place other
restrictions on their labor in sho ,
also a bproposition to place married
women on the footing of half-tim-

ers. Without here expressing any
opinion as to the wisdom of these
proposals we urge that members of
the House of Commons would be
more capable of dealing with them
in a just and appreciative spirit if
they were responsible for their votes
to the persons whose interests are
directly concerned, and whose lib-
erties they are asked to curtail; and,
further, that it is a grave question
how far it is safe to trust the indus-
trial interests of women as a class,

to the irresponsible control of the |

men who have manifested to indi-
viduals and to sections of working
women, the spirit indicated by the
examples we have cited.

In the same s h you spoke of
a state of the law in which the bal-
ance is'generally cast too much
against women and too much in
favor of men. Since you directed

nicipal and Parliamentaryelections,
and the whole proceeding perfectly
decorous and orderly. Ixperience
has proved that women can vote at
municipal elections without preju-
dice to the fundamental particulars
of their condition as women, w hat-
ever these may be; and this ex-
perience shows tflat they may
vote in Parliamentary elections
without the smallest personal

rejudice or inconvenience. The
chool Board elections have
also shown that women can

appeal to large constituencies and
go through the ordeal of public
meetings, addresses and questions
from electors, to which men must
submit who seek the sufirages of a
great community, without any
sacrifice of womanly dignity, or of
the respect and consideration ac-
corded to their position and their
sex. They therefore submit, that
events have obviated the objections
you entertained in 1871 to the pro-
posal to give representation to wo-
men, and that the course taken by
the Administration over which you
preside in assenting to the exten-
sion of the munieipal and School
Board franchise to them; and call-
ing them to the public functions of
candidates and members of School
Boards; and lastly, of securing the
passing of a law which renders the
gmﬂm of voting silent and secret,

ave taken away all reasenable
grounds fer objecting on the score
of practical inconvenience to the
admission of women to the exercite
of a vote, which they would have
to give in precisely the same man-
ner, but not nearly so often, as
}_huae votes which they already de-
iver.

It has been said that there is nei-
ther desire nor demand for the
measure, and further, that women
do not care for and would not use
the suffrage if they possessed it.
But the demand for the Parliamen-
tary franchise isenormously greater
than was the demand for the Mu-
nicipal franchise, and for the School
Board fianchise there was no ap-
parent call. Yet these two meas-
ures were purely on their
merits, and it was not held to be
necessary to im on their pro-
moters, over and above the obliga-
tion to make out thkeir case, the
condition that a majority of the
women of England, or of a par- -

ticular district, should tition
for the proposed bgon. x peri-
ence proved the wisdom and jus-
tice of this course, for although
women threughout the country
had taken no active part in agitat-
ing for the Municipal franchise, no
sooner was the privilege accorded,
than they freely availed themselves
of it, and statistics obtained from
some of the largest borcughsin the
kingdom show that from the first
year in which women possessed the
suffrage they have voted in about

| equal proportion with men to the

number of each on the register.
The Parliamentary vote is more
honorable and importaut than the
Muniecipal vote; it is, therefore, safe
to conelude that women who value
and use the latter will appreciate
and exercise the former as soon as
it shall be bestowed upon them.
Your Memorialists submit that
reat injustice and injury is done
y debarring these women from a
voting power which there is such

our attention to this matter, you | strong presumptive ground for be-

have not been led either to intro-
duce or to assist others who have
introduced measures to ameliorate
the state of the Jaw respecting wo-
men, and such proposals have n
unable to win consideration from
Parliament, Your Memorialists
cannot believe that this neglect
has arisen from want of a desire on

your part to deal with the griev- J

ances under which you have ad-
mitted that your countrywomen
sufler; they are therefore led to the
conclusion that you have been un-
able to take into consideration the
affairs of an unrepresentet’class,
owing to the preoccupation of Par-
liament with the concerns of those
te whom it is directly responsible.
You stated that ‘“‘the question
was to devise a method of erabling
women to exercise a sensible influ-
ence, without undertaking personal
functions, and exposing themselves
to personal obligations inconsistent
with the fundamental particulars
of their condition as women,” and
that the objection to the personal
attendance of women at elections
was in your mind an objection of the
greatest force. They respectfully
submit that the exercise of the mu-
nicipal franchise involves the per-
sonal attendance of women at the
polls, and that since your words

were uttered changes-have been ef- |

lieving that they would freely
ercise but for the legal restraint,

Your Memorialists are especially
moved to call your attention to the
urgency of the claim at the present
time, when a bill extending the
application of the principle of
household suffrage is about to be
proposed to Parliament, which bill
received last year such expressions
of approval from members of Her
Majesty’s Government as to lead to
the belief that they are willing to
take the proposal inte serious con-
sideration. They submit that the
claim and the need for representa-
tion of women householders is even
more pressing than that of agri-
cultural laborers. The grievances
under which women suffer are
equally great, and the demand for
the franchise has been pressed by a
much greater number of women
and for a much longer perimi
of time, than in the -case of
county householders now ex-
cluded. The number of persons
who petitioned last session for the
County Franchise Bill and for the
Women’s Disabilities Bill respect-
ively were, for the former, 1889,and
for fthe latter 329,206. The latter
bill has received most influentinl
support from both sides of the
House, and more votes have been
recorded in its faverthan have been

ex-




