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agy, oti which we have been requested
lo made some remarks, The article
was well written though it contnined
nothing new In argument, but wae
free from that ridicule and those puerile
platitudes which are usually to be

found in the ¢ffusions of opponents of
the politleal eni{ranchisement of the
fair gex. The article is very lengthr,
and therefore requires some space to
give it anything ke a detailed reply.

The writer offers the following ob-
Jjections to woman suffrnge. We give
them in a condensed form, but so as to
convey the gist of them, fully and
fairly.

First— Guvernment belongs to mar,
and for this he is appointed of God and
qualified by nature.

Becond—The right to vote should be
given only to those in circunistances to
vote indepondently. Wemen are under
the dietation of their husbande, and
therefore should not have the fran-
chige.

Third—The true unit of government
je wnet the individual but the
family.

Fourth—If women enter politice and
act independently, the unit in gov-
ernment will be divided against {tself.
If busbands and wives vote together,
then the family will cast two votes in-
sltead of one and party results will re-
main unchanged.

Fifth—Glving women the suffrage
would introduce an uncertain element
into politics.
was Involved that was of
ir.terest to women they wou
other timen they would not.

The first objectton here urged to
woman suffrage is, Gnder our republi-
can form of government, an argument
io ite tavor. If governmect belongs to
man, and governments derive their
Just powere from the consent nf the
gouverned, then to deny to women a
volce in the ebolice of those who are to
govern them ls unrepublican, nondemc-
cratic and a manifest injustice.Observe,
this ia a guestion of political governp-

.ment. Twtit not be confounded with
femily government. If men are to
govern politically, women should have
the suffrage, that they may give their
consent to the goveroment by express-
ing their choice of the men who are
to govern them, nationally and locally.
The ol {ector’s references to the fat of
the Almighty in the beginning, and
o Paul’s docirine that ‘‘man le the
hend of the woman as Christ is the
head of tbe Church,” are very unfor-
tunate for hls argumect. For God
glves to woman her choice of a hus-
band, a head, to *‘rule over her? {n the
family, and therefore she should have
a plmilar choice a# to her poliiical
rulers in the State. Moreover, In the
Chburch, both men and women vote,
o0 an equality, on all matters and per-
sons relating to the government of the
-Church, and by parity of reasoning
the same rule should prevall iu the
Btate. :

The second ohjection would deprive
allmen of the suffrage who, it might
bé alleged are ““not In elrcumstanees
to act independently.’” Every young
man of age to vote who js still under
his father’s oversight, s subject to the
sarme alleged “dictation?? as the mother.
But in a government of the people,
where the secret ballot protects every
“voter, this assumed ‘‘dictation’ would
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cut no figure. It does not follow be-
cause A man is the head of the famlily
that he is to ‘*dictate”” his wife in her
religion, or her politics, or her opinions
on any subject, aAny more than in her
food or her thoughts. The ‘‘dictation”
of woman in any of these things is
out of place in a free country and In
an argument on human rights.

The thlrd objection iz a political
bherery. The matured individual is
the political unit in a popular govern-
ment, 1if the family s the unit, then
all the sons who are unmatried after
they nre twenty-one years ¢f age and
remain members of the family should
he debarred frcm the franchise. For,
it {8 claimed that the husband and
father casts his vote ‘‘not for himself
alone but for his wife and children.!*
However pretty this notion may be as
a matter of poetic sentiment, jt s not
correct In political practice, for the
male voter, as i8 well Known, goes to
the polle *‘for himeelf and pot for an-
another,”” and be casts hutoune vote,
whether his family numbers but one
or a ascore, while if he voted fora
family, justice would give the family
man more votes than the elngle man,
and they proportioned tothe numbers
of his bousehold. 1If the matured
sons may vote, each for himself, why
may not their mecre matured mother
exercite the snme privilege, for hersel!?
Then there are numbers of women,
widows and otherwise, who are thein-
seives each the head of A family. On
the rule that the family is the unit of
government, every woman in that
porition ought to exercise the elective
franchire. If A woman breaks the
Iaw, the hustand does pot go to prison |
for her. Bhe i8 judged as &« member of
the bouy politie. [f :+he is to obey the
law as an individua), she ought to have
an indivldual voice in the making of
the laws by voting for the lawmakers.
There is no such thing in the pation
as family suffrage, it is individual suf-
frage, and & woman is nn individual as
much as is & man.

The fourth objection is based on the
third, and goes down with it. All the
arpument a8 to the dividing of the

Men do exactly what ft {a claimed
women would do if they had the voting
power, When an lssue is involved
that speclally Interests men, they flock
to the polis in large numberr; when
they are not su interested, hosts'of them
stay away, What of (1?7 [f the objec-
tion urged is an argument against
woman suflrage, it {8 an argument
againet man suffrage. ““An v ygertain
vlement in politice, eb?! What are
the cerfain elements in politlea? As to
women ‘‘shrinking from elements that
are uncongeniah,” how much worse Is
it for a woman o go the polls,
iu m civillzed country, nnd deposjt
her ballol, than to crowd finto
n theatre, ol a circue, or & race-course,
or any thronged public assemhiy? A nd
why should tbere be an election so con-
ducted that any laly could pot with
perfect proLriety go to the polling
place and exercies her paered right of
franchige? What {athere about such o
pmcegding that is unwomanly or re-
pulal¥e? There are men who seem to
think it quite womanly for women to
wash their dirty clothes, but very up-
womanly to put in a heX a plece of
clean white paper, stamped with the
namnes of persons she wishes to act in
the public service!

As to whether women would *purify
politice”” or not, it dces nuf matter.
We do not exclude any claes of men
from the suffrage because they do not
purify politice. That politice would
degrade woman if she had the right to
vote I8 a mere conjeciure and
made ‘without sufficient ground.
For women discues political matters
now, and it dovs not degrade hut ele-
vates them. Bome of the noblest
women cltizens in the land are inter-
ested in politice mnd are yet denied the
right to 8ay who shall govern them,
while the most ignorant, brutal and
degraded mnlie citizen, w! o has scarce-
ly any right conception of the prinel-
ples of governmen?, can cast a ballot
and at the same time a sneer at woman
sufirage.

All the homilies about women at the
fireside and in the home are a waste of
words, because the simple right toa

family unit or thedoubling of the voles,$vcice in the affairs of government as

applies equally azainst giving sons the
franchise who remain in the family
after hecoming of age. “Discord in
the family circle’’ is not a necessary
result of individual franehise, Practice
in thie Territory for fifteen years and
in Wyoming up to the present time,
proclaime that women may exercise
the suffrage in thelr own right, as they
exercige their religious freedom, with-
out any serious resulits either to the
family or to soclety, Progunostications
of evils to come if A woman should be
permitted to cast a ballot are not argu-
ment, they are only guesswork. And,
further, women can be, and many are,
enthucriastic Republicans or Democrats
witheut the franchire, Qiving them
the right to put a piece of paper in a box
will not be likely to alter their nature
or disrupt the soeial feundations or
the family structure, And .there are
wiilions of women who have no hus-
bands to differ with on politice; why
should they be denied the suffrage be-
cause eomeone (ancies that voting
would cruse wives to guartel with their
husbande?

Fifth. The “uncertain element In
] olities*? already exists, and it has not

one of the people, as one of the gov-
erned, as a citizen of the country, is not
incompatible with the most tender
and eacred relations nnd duties of the
wifeand mother. And it does not neces-
sarily involve and ‘‘rush to the hust-
inge or the forum,”’ or any struggle for
place or pewer, but is simply a right—
if the {ranchise s to any body a right—
withheld from at least gne half of the
people, in a government said to be ‘of
the people and by the people and for
the people,?> who are thus governed
without their consent, and when they
have property are taxed w.thout repre-
eentation, This is tyranny and ln-
Justice, according to the fundamental
principles of republican government,
and there' is not a single argument
raised against the politica! enfrunchise-
ment ¢f woman that ia not ¢qually ap-
plicable to certaln classes of men and
does not thereby furnish its own refu-
tation.
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= NEw Yorx, March 7.—QGold coln
te the amount of 3250,000 has been
ordered for shipment to Europe tomor-
row. The tutal ordered slnce Februs

been introduced by woman suflrage.

ary 19th, Is $5,816,000.

S —



