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The Fundamental

Principle of

a Republic

Shaw delivered this speech during the 1915 New York State equal sullrage

campaign at a fully packed City

Opera House in Ogdenburg on the evening of

June 21. The original source of the text is The Ogdenburg Aduvance and St
Lawrence Weekly Democrat, July 1. 1915, A clipping [rom the newspaper

bearing Shaw's speech is found in

the Shaw papers, box 20. This text scems to be

a highly authentic stenographic recording of Shaw's address because it reflects
her style exceptionally well, Because the enure speech as printed in the
newspaper has only three paragraphs, we are using the paragraphing of the
speech provided by Wilmer A, Linkugel, The Speeches of Anna Howard Shaw.
Ph.D. dissertation, University of Wisconsin, 1960, pp. 258-292.

When I came into your hall tonight. I thought of the last time
I was in your city. Twenty-one years ago [ came here with Susan
B. Anthony, and we came for exactly the same purpose as that for

which we are here tonight.
and have become voters,
persuade American men to

of government does not
government, for the only

should be a Republic. and

to do with Woman's Su
with something else, there

Boys have been born since that time
and the women are still trying to
believe in the fundamental principles

of democracy, and I never quite feel as if it was a fair fleld to
argue this question with men, because in doing it you have to
assume that a man who professes to believe in a Republican form

believe in a Republican form of
thing that woman's enfranchisement

means at all Is that a government which claims to be a Republic

not an aristocracy. The difficulty with

discussing this question with those who oppose us is that they
make any number of arﬁ_umcnts but none of them have anything
ra

¢: they always have something to do
ore the arguments which we have to

make rarely ever have anything to do with the subject, because
we have to answer our opponents who always escape the subject
as far as possible in order to have any sort of reason in
connection with what they say.
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& governed their local soclelies, they permitted no man to have a
% voice In the affairs unless he was a member of the church, and
¥ not a member of any church, but a member of the particular
church which dominaied the particular community in which he
£ happened 1o be. In Massachuselts they drove the Baptists down
B/ to Rhode Island; iIn Connecticut they drove the Presbyterians
# over to New Jersey: they burned the Quakers in Massachusetts
¥ and ducked the witches, and no colony, either Catholic or
¥ Protestant allowed a Jew Lo have a voice. And so a man must
¥ worship Gud according to (he conscience of the particular
E community in which he was loeated, and yet they called that
X religlous freedom, they were nol able to live the ideal of religlous
B iberty, and from that lime to this the men of this government
E have been following along the same line of inconsistency, while
2 they too have been following a vision of equal grandeur and
g power.

‘i g Never in Lhe hislory of Lhe world did it dawn upon the human
& mind as it dawned upon your ancestors, what It would mean for
¥ men to be free. ‘They gol the vision of a government in which
Y the people would be the supreme power, and so inspired by this
¢ vision men wrole such documenis as were sent from the
B Massachuscits legislature, from the New York legistalure and
ft from the Pennsylvania group over to the Parliament of Great
B Britaln, which rung with the profoundest measures of freedom
B and Justice. They «lid not equivocate in a single word when they
® wrote (he Declaration of Independence:; no one can dream that
it these men had not got the sublimest ideal of democracy which
B had ever dawned upon the souls of men. But as soon as the war
8 was over and our govermment was formed, Insiead of asking the
p: question, who shall be Lhe governing force In this great new
2 Republic, when they brought those thirteen litlle territories
i together, they began to eliminale instcad of include the men
Y who should be the great governing forces, and they said. who
% shall have the voice in this great new Republic, and you would
e have supposed Lhat such men as fought the Revoluiionary War
[ would have been able to answer that every man who has fought,
¥ every one who has given up all he has and all he has been able to
B accunulate shall be free, it never cntered their minds. These
B excellent ancestors of yours had not been away from the old
E. world long enough lo realize thal man is of more value than his
[ purse, so Lhey said every man who has an eslale in the
& government shall have a volce; and they sald what shall that
. estate be? And they answcred Lhat a man who had property
B valued al iwo hundred and fifty dollars will be able to cast a vote, .
¥ and so they sang “Ihe land of the free and the home of the
P brave.” And Lhey wrole into their Constitution, "All males who
I* pay taxes on $250 shall casl a vote,” and they called themselves a
i Republic, and we call ourselves a Republic, and they were not
B quite so much of a Republic that we should be called a Republic

Now one of iwo Lhings is true: either a Republic is a desirable 3
form of government, or else it is not. If it is, then we should §
have it, If it Is nol then we ought nol to prelend that we have it. &%
We ought at least to be true to our ldeals, and the men of New!§
York have, for the first time In their lives, the rare opportunity,’
on the second day of next November, of making the siate truly a gl
part of a Republic. It is the greatest opportunily which has ever¥
come to the men of the state. They have never had so serlous a
problem to solve before, they will never have a more serlous
problem o solve in any fulure year of our Natllon's life, and the 3
thing that disturbs me more than anything clse in connection i
with it is that so few people realize what a profound problem 3
they have lo solve on Noveuber 2. 1L is nol merely a trifling 8
malter; It is not a liltle thing that does not concern the state, it}
is the most vital problem that we could have, and any man who§
goes Lo the polls on the second day of next November without #§
thoroughly informing himsell in regard to this subject is3g
unworthy to be a citizen of this slale, and unfit lo cast a ballot. £

If Woman's Sullrage Is wrong, it is a greal wrong; if It Is right, %8
it is a profound and fundamenlal principle, and we all know, if i
we know whal a Republic is, that it is the fundamental principlei$
upon which a Republic must fse. Lel us sce wiere we are as a @
people; how we act here and what we think we are. TheP®
difficulty with the men' of this country Is that {hey are so 33
consistent In their Inconsistency that they are not aware of 38
having been inconsistent; because thelr consislency has been 504
continuous and their inconsistency so conscculive thal il haghy
never been broken, from the beginning of our Nation's life to the 3@
present time. I we trace our history back we wilt find that from §
the very dawn of our existence as a people, men have been #
Imbued with a spirit and a vislon more lofty than they have been 3
able io live; they have been led by vislons of the sublimest truth, §
both In regard to religion and In regard io government that ever 3
inspired the souls of men from the time the Puritans left the old §
world to come to this country, led by the Divine fdeal which is'$
the sublimest and supremest ideal in religlous freedom which 3§
men have ever known, the theory that a man has a right to §
worship God according to the diclates of his own conscience, 3
without the Inlervention of any other inan or any other group of i
men. And it was this theory, this vision of the right of the j}
human soul which led men first to the shores of this couniry. :

Now, nobody can deny that Lhey are sincere, honesl and 3
earnest men. No one can deny thai the Puriians were men of 7
profound conviction, and yet these men who gave up everything 3
in behalfl of an ideal, hardly established their communitics in this _;
new country before they began to practice exactly the same sort §
of persecutions on other men which had been practiced upon 3§
them. They scitled in thelr communities an the New England
shores and when they formed their compacts by which they :#
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yet. We might call ourselves angels, but that wouldn't make us
angels, you have got to be an angel before you are an angel, and
you have got to be a Republlc before you are a Republic. Now
what did we do? Before the word "male” in the local compacts
they wrote the word *Church-members”; and they wroie in the
word "taxpayer.” Then Lhere arose a great Democerat, Thomas
Jeflerson, who looked down inlo the day when you and 1 are
living and saw that the rapidly accumulated wealth in the hands
of a few men would endanger the liberties of the people, and he
knew what you and I know, that no power under heaven or
among men Is known in a Republic by which men can defend
their ltbertles except by the power of the ballot, and so the
Democratic party took another step in the evolution of a
Republic out of a monarchy and they rubbed out the word "tax-
payer” and wrote in the word "white,” and then the Democrats
Lhought the millennium had come, and they sang “The land of
ihe free and the bome of the brave® as lustily as the Republicans
had sung it before them and spoke of the divine right of
motherhood with the same thrill in thelr volces and at the same
time they were selling mother's babies by the pound on the
auction block-and mothers apart from thelr babies. Anocther
arose who said a man Is not a good citizen because he Is while,
he 1s a good cliizen because he Is a man, and the Republican
party took out that progressive evolutionary eraser and rubhed
out the word “white” from before the word "male” and could not
think of another word to put in there-they were all tn, black and
white, rich and poor, wise and otherwise, drunk and sober; not a
man left out to be put in, and so the Republicans could not write
anything before the word “male,” and they had to let that litile
word “male” stay alone by itself. -

And God said in the beginning, "It is nol good for man to
stand alone.” That is why we are here ionight, and that is all
that woman's suflrage means; just lo repeat again and again that
first declaration of the Divine, "It is not good for man o stand
alone,” and so the women of this slate are asking that the word
“male” shall be stricken out of the Constituiion allogether and
that the Constitution stand as It ought to have stood In the
beginning and as It must before this state Is any part of a
Republie. Every citizen possessing the necessary qualifications
shall be entitled to cast one vole at every election, and have Lhat
vote counted. We arc not asking, as our Anti-Suflrage friends
think we are, for any of awful things that we hear will happen if
we arc allowed to vole: we are simply asking that that
government which professes o be a Republic shall be a Republic
and not pretend to be what If is not.(1)

Now what Is a Republic? Take your dictionary, encyclopedia,
lexicon or anything else you ltke and look up the definition and
you will find that a Republic i3 a form of government In which
the laws are enacicd by representatives clecled by the people.
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Now when did the people of New Yorﬁ ever elect their
representalives? Never in Lthe world. The men of New York

have, and 1 grant you that men are people, admirable people, as’

far as they go, but they only go hall way. There Is still another
half of the people who have not elected representatives, and yon
never read a definilion of a Republic In which half of the people
elect representalives to govern the whole of the people. That is
an aristocracy and that Is just what we are. We have been many
kinds of aristocracies. We have been a hierarchy of church
members, than an oligarchy of sex.

There are two old (heories which are dying toda'y. Dying hard
but dying., One of them is dying on the plains of Flanders and
(he Mountains of Galicia and Austria, and that is the theory of the
divine right of kings. The other Is dying here In the state of
New York and Massachusetts and New Jersey and Pennsylvania
and that is the divine righl of sex. Nelther of them had a
foundation in reason, or Justice or common sense.

Now | want lo make this proposition, and 1 belleve every man
will accept it. Of course he will If he Is intelligent, Whenever a
Repubiic prescribes the qualifications as applying equally to all
the citizens of the Republic, when Lhe Republic says In order to
vole, a cltlzen must be lwenly-one years of age, it applies to all
alike, there Is no discrimination against any race or sex. When
the government says Lhat a cltizen must be a native-born citlzen
or a naluralized cilizen, that applies to all; we are either born or
naluralized, somehow or other we are here. Whenever the
government says that a citizen, In order to vote, must be a
resldent of a communily a certain length of time, and of the
stale a certain length of tiime and of the nalion a certain length
of time, that applles to all equally. There is no discrimination.
We might go further and we might say that in order to vote the
citlzen must be able o read his ballot. We have nol gone that far
yet. We have been very careful of male Ignorance In these United
States. | was much inlerested, as perhaps many of you, In
reading the Congressional Record this last winter over the
debale over the immigration bill, and when that llliteracy clause
was introduced Into the fmmigration bill, what fear Lthere was in
the souls of men for fear we would do injustice to some of the
people who might want to come to our shores, and I was much
interested in the language In which the President veloed the

-bill, when he declared that by Inserting the clause we would
keep oul of our shores a large body of very excellent people. 1

could not help wondering (hen how it happens thal male
ignorance is so much less ignorant than female ignorance. When
I hear people say that If women were permitted to voie a large
body of ignorant people would vote, and therefore because an
ignorant woman would vole, no intelligent women should be
allowed to vote, I wonder why we have made it so easy for male
Ignorance and so hard for lemale ignorance.(2) :
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When I was a girl. years ago, 1 lived in the back woods and
there the number of votes cast at each cleclion depended
entirely upon the size of the ballot-box. We had what was known
as the old tissue ballots and the man who got the most tissue In
was the man elected. Now the best part of our community was
very much disturbed by this method, and they did not know
what to do in order to get a ballot both safe and secret; but Lhey
heard that over in Australia, where the women voted, Lthey had a
ballot which was both safe and secret, so we went over Lhere and
we got the Australian ballot and brought it here. But when we
got it over we found it was not adapted Lo this country, because
in Australla they have lo be able to read their ballot. Now the
question was how could we adapt it to our condilons? Someone
discovered that If you should put a symbol at the head of each
column, like a rooster, or an eagle, or a hand holding a hammer,
that if a man has intelligence Lo know the difference between a
rooster and an cagle he will know which political party to vole
for, and when the batlol was adapted it was a very beautiful
ballot, it looked like a page from Life. :

Now almost any American woman could vote that ballot, or if
she had not that intelligence Lo know the difference belween an
eagle and a roosler, we could take the cagle out and put in the
hen. Now when we lake so much pains to adapt the ballot to the
male intelligence of the United Stales, we should be very humble
when we talk about female ignorance. Now if we should take &
vote and the men had to read their ballot in order to vole it,
more women could vote than men. But when the government
says not only that you must be twenty-one ycars of age, a resident 3§
of the community and native born or naturalized, those arc ¥

that s not a qualification for cltizenship; that !s an 3¢
(nsurmountable barrier belween one hall of the people and the ¥
other half of the citizens and their rights as citizens. No such ¥
nation can call itsell a Republic. It Is only an aristocracy. That &8
barrier must be removed before that govemment can Lecome a 4B
Republic, and that is exactly what we are asking now, that the &
last step In this evolutionary process shall be taken on November 2
2d. and that this great state of New York shall become in fact, as 798
it is in theory, a part of a government of the people, by th
people and for the people.

Men know the Inconsistencies themselves; they realize It in S35
one way while they do not realize It in another, because you '»
never heard a man make a political spcech when he did notg@
speak of this country as a whole as though the thing existed®
which does not exist and that Is that Lhe peaple were cquallys
free, because you hear them declare over and over agaln on thegy
Fourth of July "Under God, the people rule.” They know it Is not’y
true but they say it with a great hurrah, and they repeat over andXSs
over agaln that clause from the Declaration of Independenctily
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*Governments derive thelr just powers from the consent of the
Fovcrncd." and then they sec how they can prevent half of us
rom glving our consent lo anything. and then they glve it to us
on the Fourth of July in two languages, so If it Is not true in one
it will be in Lhe other, "vox popull, vox Del.” *The voice of the
people is the volce of God,” and the orator forgets that in the
people’s voice there is a soprano as well as a bass. If the voice of
the people Is the voice of God, how are we ever going to know
what God's volce 1s when we are content to listen to a bass solo?
Now If it Is true thal the voice of the people Is the volce of God,
we will never know what the Diety's voice In government is unti]
the bass and soprano are mingled together, the result of which
will be the divine hannony. Take any of the magnificent appeals
for Ireedom which men make, and rob them of thelr universal
application and you take the very life and soul out of them.

Where Is the difficulty? Just fn one thing and one thing only,
that men are so sentimental. We used to believe that women
were the sentimental sex, but they cannot hold a tallow candle
compared with the arc light of the men. Men are 80 sentimental
in their attitude about women that they cannet reason aboul
them. Now men are usually very fair to each other. I think the
average man recognizes thal he has no more right lo anything atl
the hands of the government than has every other man. - He has
no right at all to anything to which every other man has not an
equal right with himselfl. 1le says why have | a right to certain
things In the government; why have I a right to life and liberty;
why have 1 a right to this or this? Does he say because 1ama
man? Not al ail, because I am human, and being human | have a
right to everything which belongs to humanity, and cvery right
which any oihier human being has, 1 have. And then he saya of
his neighbor, and my neighbor he also 1s human, therefore every
right which belongs to me as a human being, belongs to him as a
human being, and 1 have no right to anything under the
government to which he Is not equally entitled. And then up
comes a woman, and lhen they say now she's a woman; she Is
not quite human, but she is my wife, or my sister, or my
daughter or an aunt, or my cousin. She is not quite human, she
is only related to a human, and being related to a human a
human will take care of her. So we have had that care-taking
human being to look after us and they have not recognized that
women {oo are equally human with men. Now If men could
forget for a minute--1 belicve the anti-suflragists say that we want
men to forgel that we are related to them, they don’t know me--
If for a minute they could forget our relationship and remember
that we are cquaily human with themselves, then théy would
say--yes, and this human being, not because she is a wotnan, but

¥ because she Is human is entitled Lo every privilege and every

right under ihie goverminent which 1, as a human being am

entitled to. The only reason men do not see as fairly in regard to
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women as they do in regard to each other I1s because they have
looked upon us from an altogether different plane than what
they have looked at men; thal Is because women have been the
homemakers while men have been the so-called protectors, In
the period of the world's civilization when people nceded {o be
protecied. 1 know that they say that men proteet us now and
when we ask them what they are protecting us from the only
answer they can give Is from themselves.. 1 do not think that
men need any very great credit for protecting us {rom
themselves, They are not protecting vs from any special thing
from which we could nol prolect ourselves except themselves,
Now this old Hme idea of protection was all right when the
world needed this protection, but loday the prolection In
clvilization comes from within and not from without.

What are the arguments which our good Antl-friends glve us?
We know thal lately they have slopped to argue and eall 3
suffragisls all sorls of creatures. If there is anything we belleve &
that we do nol believe, we have not heard about them, so the oy g
goes out of this; the cry of the Infantl's mind; the cry of a little &
child. The antl-suflragists’ cries are ail the cries of little ¥
children whao are afrald of the unborm and are forever crying, i
“The goblins will catch you If you don't waltch out.” So that3
anything that has not been should nol be and all that is Is right,
when as a matter of Fact If the world bellieved that we would be ¥
in a statical condition and never move, except back like a crab !
And so the cries go on,(3) ;

When suffragisis are feminisis, and when I ask what that is no ;
one is able to tell me. 1 would give anyihing to know what,
feminist Is. They say, would you like 1o be a feminist? If 1 co
find out 1 would, you cither have to be masculine or feminine 2
I prefer feminine. Then they cry thal we are soclallsts, and
anarchists. Just how a human can be both at the same timeg]
really do not know. If I know whal socialistn means It mean
absoluie government and anarchism means no government at
So we are feminists, socialists, anarchists and mormons
spinsters. Now Lhat §s about the list. 1 have not heard the
speech. Now as a matler of fact, as a unit we are nothlng
individuals we are like all other individuals.

We have our Lheories, our bellels, but as suffragisis we.
but one belief, bul one principle, but one theory and that
right of a human being to have a volece in the govermment unig
which he or she lives, on that we agree, if on nothing (e}
Whether we agree or not on religion or politles we argsl
concerned. A clergyman asked me the other day, "By thelwol
what church does your officlal board belong to?” I sald L"T
know. 1le said, “Don't you know what religion your ofMclalip
believes?” 1 sald, “Really il never occurred Lo me, bul T wi
them up and see. they are not elected to my board becaug
belleve In any particular church. We had no concern cl!h

bL:
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what we believe as religlonists or as to what we belleve as
women In regard to Lheories of government, except that one
fundamental theory in the right of democracy, We do not believe
tn this fad or the other, but whenever any guestion i1s i{o be

* settled in any commnunity, lthen the people of that communily

shall sellle Lhat guesLion, the women people equally with the
men peaple. Thal is all there Is to it, and yet when it comes to
arguing our case they bring up all sorts t:'ly

beauly of it Is they always answer all their own arguments. They
never make an argument but they answer it. When 1 was asked
to answer one of their debates 1 sald, “What Is the use? Divide
up their Hterature and let them destroy themselves.”

1 was followed up last year by a young married woman from
New Jersey. She left her husband home for three montha to tell
the women Lhat their place was at home, and that they could not
leave home long enough lo go to the ballot box, and she brought
all her arguments out In pairs and backed them up by statisties.
The antl-suffragist can gather more stallstics than any other
person | ever saw, and Lhere is nothing so sweet and ecalm as
when they say, “You cannot deny this, because here are the
figures, and fligures never lic." Well they don't but some llars
figure.

& When Lhey start out they always begin the same. She started
by proving that 1t was no use to give the women the ballot
because If Lthey did have it they would not use it, and she had
slatistics tn prove it. Il we would not use it then [ really cannot
see the harm of giving it 1o us, we would not hurt anybody with it

i and whal an easy way for you men o gei rid of us, No more

sullrage meelings, never any nagging you again, no one could
blame you for anylhing thal weat wrong with the town, If 1t did

¥ not run right, all you would have 1o say Is, you have the power,
E why don’l you go alhiead and clean up.

Then the young lady, unforlunalely for her first argument,

® proved by statistics, of which she had many, the awful resulls
E- which happened where women did have the ballot; what awful
‘laws have been brought about by women's vote; the conditions
¥ that prevail in the homes and how deeply women get interested
3 in politics, because women are hysterical, and we cannot think
i of anything else, we Just forget our families, cease to care for our
¥ children, cease lo love our husbands and just go to the polls and
fvote and keep on voling for Len hours a day 365 days in the year,
g never let up, Hf we ever gel 1o Lhe polls once you will never get
Fus home, so thal the women will not vote at all, and they will not
fdo anything but vote.

Now lhese are {(wo very sirong anll-
rage arguments and they can prove them by figures.

B7. Theu they will tell you that If women are permilied to vote it

BAll be a great expense and no use because wives will vote just as
thelr husbands do; even if we have no husbands, that would not
giffect the resultl because we would vole just as our husbands

{1

arguments, and the -
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would vote If we had one. How I wish the anti-suffragists could
make the men believe that; if they could make men belleve that
the women would voie just as they wanted them to do you think
we would ever have to make another speech or hold another
meeting, we would have to vote whether we wanted to or not.

And then the very one who will tell you that women will vote
Just as their husbands do will tell you In five minutes that they
will not vote as their husbands will and then the discord In the
homes, and the divorce. Why, they have discovered that in
Colorado there are more diverces than there were before women
began to vole, but they have forgotten (o tell you {hat there are
four Umes as many people in Colorado today as there were when
women began (o vote, and that may have some effect, particularly
as these people went from the East. Then they will tell you ail
the lrouble that happens In the home. A gentleman lold me that
in California--and when he was talking I had a wonderful thing
pass through my mind. because he said he and his wife had lived
together for twenty years and never had a difference In opinion
in the whole twenty ycars and he was afraid If women began to
vote that his wife would vole differently from him and then that
beautiful harmony which Lthey had had for Lwenty years would be
broken, and all the time he was talking I could not help
wondering which was the (dlot--because I knew that no
intelligent human beings couid live together for twenty years and
not have differences of opinion. All the (lme he was talking 1
looked at that splendid type of manhood and thought, how would
a man fecl being tagged up by a little woman for twenty years
sayilng, "Me loo, me {c0." ] would not want to live in a house
with a human being for twenty years who agreed with everything
] sald. The stagnation of a frog pond would be hitarlous
compared to that. What a reflection is that on men. If we should
say that about men we would never hear the last of it. Now it
may be that Lhe kind of men being that the anti-suilragists live
with is that kind, but they are not the kind we live wilh and we
could not do it. Great big overgrown babies! Cannol be disputed
without having a rowl While we do not belleve that men are
sainis, by any means, we do belleve that the average American
man Is a fairly good sort of a fellow.

In fact my theory of the whole matter is exactly opposite, [&
because Instead of believing that men and women will quarrel, 1. 48
think just the opposite thing will happen. I think just about six 5§
weeks before election a sort of honeymoon will start and It will -3
continue until they will think they are again hanging over the
gate, all In order to get cach other's votes. When men want each
other’s voles they do not go up and knock them down; they are
very solicilous of each other, I they are thirsty or need a smoke, 32
or--well we don't worry about home, The husband and wife who £§
are quarreling after the vole are quarreling now. 5
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Then the other bellef that the women would not vote If they
had a vote and would not do anylhing else; and would vote Just as
their husbands vote, and would not vote like thelr husbands; that
women have so many burdens that they cannot bear another
burden, and that women are the leisure class.

1 remember hearing Rev. Dr. Abbott speak before the anti-
suflrage meeting in Brooklyn and he stated that If women were
permitled to vote we would not have so much time for charity

and philanthropy, and I would like to say, “Thank God, there will

not be so much need of charily and philanthropy. The end and
ailm of the suffrage is not to furnish an opportunity for excellent
old ladies to be charitable. There are two words that we ought
to be able to get along without, and they are charlty and
phtlanthropy. They are not needed in a Republic. If we put in
Lthe word “opportunity” instead, that is what Republics stand for.
Our doctrine Is not 1o extend the length of our bread Ines or the
size of our soup kitchens, what we need is the opportunity for
men {o bhuy their own bread and eat their own soup. We women
have used up our lves and sirength in fool charities, and we have
made more paupers than we have ever helped by the folly of our
charllies and philanthroples; the unorganized methods by which
we deal with the conditions of soclety, and instead of Elving
people charity we must learn to give them an opportunitly to
develop and make themsclves capable of earning the bread; no
human being has the right to live without toil; toil of some kind,
and that old theory that we used Lo hear "The world owes a man
a living" never was lrue and never will be true. This world does
nol owe anybody a living, what It does owe to every huinan being
Is Lthe opportunily to earn a living. We have a right to the
opportunily and then Lhe right lo the living thereafter. We want
It. No woman, any more than a man, has the right to live an idle
life in this world, we must learn to give back something for the
space occupicd and we must do our duty wherever duty calls,
and the woman hersell must decide where her duty calls, just as
a man does.{4)

Now they tell us we should not vole because we have not the
time, we are so burdened that we should not have any more
burdens. Then, if thatl Is so, 1 think we ought to allow the
women (o vole Instead of the men, since we pay a man anywhere
from a third o a half more than we do women it would be better
to use up the cheap time of the women instead of the dear time
of the men. And talking about time you would think it took about
a week Lo voie.

A dear, good friend of mine in Omaha sald, "Now Miss Shaw,”
and she held up her child in her arms, "is not this my job.” |
sald it certaly is, and then she said, "How can 1 go to the polis
and vole and neglect my baby?" 1 sald, *Has your husband a job?"
and she said, "Why, you know he has.” 1 did know it. he was a
banker and a very busy one. I said, “Yet your husband said he was
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going to leave his bank and go down to the polls and vote,” and
she saild, "Oh yes. he I3 so very inierested in election.” Then 1
sald, "What an advantage you have over your husband, he has to
leave his job and you can take your job with you and you do not
need o neglect your job.” Is Il not strange that the only time a
woman might negiect her baby 13 on election day, and then the
dear old Antis hold up their hands and say, “You have neglected
your baby.” A woman can belong to a whist ¢club and go once a
week and play whist, she cannot take her baby to the whist club,
she has to keep whist hersell without trying to keep a baby
whist. She can go to the theatre, to church or a picniec and no
one is worrylng about the baby, but to vole and everyone cries
out about the neglect. You would think on election day that a
woman grabbed up her baby and started out and just dropped it
somewhere and pald no atientlon to It. It uscd lo be asked when
we had the questlon-box, *"Who will {ake care of the bables?” |
didn't know what person could be got to take care of all the

bables, so 1 thought 1 would go out West and find out, | went lo -

Denver and I found that they took care of thelr babfes just the
same on election day as they did on every other day; they took
their baby along with them, when they went (o put a letter in a
box they took their baby along and when they went Lo put thelr
ballot In the box they ook their baby along. If the mother had to
stand In line and the baby got restiess she would Joggle the go-
cart--most everyone had a go-cart--and when she went In lo vote
a neighbor would joggle the go-cart and If there was no neighbor
there was the candidate and he would joggle the cart. That 1s
one day {n the year when you could get a hundred people to take
care ol any number of babies. | have never worried about the
bables on electfon day since that thne.

Then the people will tell you thal women are so0 burdencd
with thelr dutles that they cannot vole, and they will tell you that
women are the leisure class and the men are worked to death;
but the funniest argument of the lady who followed me about In
the West: Out there they were great in the temperance
gquestion, and she declared that we were not prohibition, or she
declared that we were. Now in North Dakota which is one of the
first prohibition states, and they are dry because they want to be
dry. In thal stale she wanted to prove to them ihat If women
were allowed 1o vote they would vole North Dakota wet and she
had her figures; thal women had not voted San Francisco dry, or
Portland dry or Chicago dry. Of course we had not voted on the
question In Chicago, but that did not matter. Then we went to
Montana, which is wet. They have It wet there because they
want It wet, so that any argumentl that she could bring to bear
upon them to prove that we would make North Dakota wet and

keep it wet would have given us the slate, but that would not -

work, 50 she brought oui the figures aut of her pocket to prove
to the men of Montana that if women were allowed to vote In
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Montana they would vote Montana dry. She proved that in two
years In Illinois they had voted ninely-six towns dry, and that at
that rate we would soon get over Moniana and have it dry. Then
I went to Nebraska and as soon as 1 reached there a reporter
came and asked me the question, "How are the women gotng to
vole on the prohibition gquestion?” 1 said, "l really don't know. 1.
know how we will vole in North Dakota, we will vote wet In
North Dakola; In Moniana we will vate dry, but how we will vote
in Nebraska, I don't know, but I will let you know just as soon as
the lady from New Jersey comes,”

We will either vote as our husbands vole or we will not vote as
our husbands vote. We either have time to volte or we don't have
lime (o vole, ‘We will ellher not vole at all or we will have tlme
{o vote, We will elther not vote at all or we will vote all the time.
It reminds me of the slory of the old Irish woman who had kwin
boys and they were so much alike that the nelghbors could not
tell them apart, so one of the neighbors sald, "Now Mrs,
Mahoney, you have two of the finest twin boys 1 ever saw In all
my life, but how do you know them apart.” “Oh," she says,
"That's easy enough, anyone could tell them apart. When I want
to know which is which I just put my finger In Patsey's mouth
and If he bites it Is Mikey."

Now what does it matier whether the women will vote as
their husbands do or will nol vole; whether they have time or
have not; or whether they will vote for prohibition or not. What
has that to do with the fundamental question of democracy, no
one has yet discovercd. Bul they cannot argue on that: they
cannot argue on the fundamental basis of our existence so that
they have to get off on all these side tricks to get anything
approaching an argument. So they tell you that democracy is a
form of government. It is not. It was before governments were;
it will prevaill when governments cease Lo be; it Js more than a
form of government; it is a great spiritual force emanating from
the heart of the Infinite, transforming human character until
some day, some day In the dislant future, man by the power of
the spirit of democracy, will be able to look back into the face of
the Infinite and answer, as man cannot answer today, "One Is our
Falher, even God, and all we people are the children of one
family.” And when democracy has taken possession of human
lives no man will ask for him to grant to his neighbor, whether
that nelghbor be a man or a woman; no man will then be willing
to allow another man lo rise to power on his shoulders, nor will
he be willing to rise lo power on the shoulders of another
prosirale human being. Bul that has not yet taken possession of
us, but some day we will be free, and we aré getting nearer and
nearer to it all the time; and never in the history of our country
had the men and women ol this natlon a better right o approach
it than they have loday; never in the history of the nation did 1
stand out so splendidly as it siands today, and never ought we
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men and women to be more grateful for in

presides in the White House today a mn%tg:et?s?n that there

th As 80 our good [riends go on with one thing after another and
ey say i women should vote they will have to sit on the jury

and they ask whether we will like to see a woman sitting on a -

Jury. | have seen some juries that ought to be sat on and

! 1h
scen some women that would be glad to sit on anything, thzvae
woman stands up all day behind a counter, or when she stands

all day doing a washing she is glad enough to sit;
stands for seventy-five cents sh%l would ll%cl:.-. to sltl. lzl:({‘roh:r‘:"sal::
a day. But don't you think we need some women on juries in this
country? You read your paper and you read that one day last
week or the week before or the week before a litle girl went out
te school and never came back: another little girl was sent on an
earand and never came back; another little girl was left in
charge of a little sister and her mother went out to work and
when she returned the little gir! was not there, and you read it
over and over again, and the horror of IL strikes you. You read
that In these United States five thousand young glris go out and
never come back, don't you think that the men and women, the
vampires of our country who fatien and grow rich on the
ignorance and innocence of children would rather face Satan
%mt;cgslha;:]rv_i:q: ofu mull;crs. 1 wrwould like o see some juries of
. n the slums of Boston for thre
km'g‘ the urlleedte(::’ jurlet: of mothers. © yeurs aqd !
en they us that if women were permitied to vote tha
tl;nay would take office, and you would suppose that we just lool:
office In this country. There is a difference of gelling an office
in this country and In Europe. In England a man stands for
Parliament and In this country he nmns for Congress, and so long
as It Is a question of running for office I don't think women have
much chance, especially with our present hobbles. There are
some women who want to hold office and | may as welf own up, |
am one of them, I have been wanting to hold office for more
than thirty-flve years. Thirty-five years ago I lived in the slums of
Boston and ever since then | have wanted to hold office. 1 have
applied to the major to be made an officer; 1 wanied o be the
greatest office holder in the world, 1 wanted the position of the
man | think is to be the most envied, as far as ability to do good
is concerned, and that Is a policeman. 1 have always wanted to
be a policeman and [ have applied to be appointed policeman
and the very first question that was asked me was, "Could you
knock a man down and take him to jall?" That 13 some people's
jdea of the highest service that a policeman can render a
communily. Knock somebody down and take him to jail. My
idea is not so much to arrest criminals as it is to prevent crime.
That is what Is nceded in the police force of every community.
When | lived for three years In the back alleys of Boston, | saw
there that it was needed to prevent crime and from that day to

The Fundaniental Principle 161

this 1 belleve there Is no great public gathering of any sort

whatever where we do not need women on the police force; we

need them at every moving picture show, every dance house,
every restaurant, every hotel and every great store with a great
bargain counter and every park and every resort where the
vampires who fatten on the crimes and vices of men and women
gather. We need women on the police force and we will have
them there some day.

If women vote will they go to war? They are great on having
us fight. They tell you thal the government rests on force, but
there are a great many kinds of force in this world, and never In
the history of mnan were the words of the Scriptures proved to
the extent that Lhey are today, that the men of the nation that
lives by the sword shail die by the sword. When | was speaking
in North Dakota from an automobile with a great crowd and a
great number of men gathered around a man who had been
sitting in front of a store whittling a stick cailed out to another

man and asked if women get the vote will they go over to -

Germany and fight the Germans? 1 sald, *Why no, why should we
go over to Germany and fight Germans?" "If Germans come over
here would you fight?* 1 said, “Why should we women fight men,
but If Germany should send an army of women over here, then
we would show you what we would do. We would go down and
meet them and say, "Come on, let's go up o the opera house and
talk this matter over.” 1t might grow wearisome but it would not
be decath.(6)

Wouid it not be belter If the heads of the governments in
Europe had talked things over?. _What might have happened to
the world if a dozen men had gotten together in Europe and
settled the awful controversy which is today discriminating the

nations of Europe? We_women got together over there last year,

over in Rome, the delegates from twenty-eight different nations
of womien, and for lwo weeks we discussed problems which had
likke Interests to us all. They were all kinds of Protestants, both
kinds of Catholics, Roman and Greek, three were Jews and
Mohamedans, but we were not there to discuss our different
religious beliefs, but we were there lo discuss the things that
were of vital importance {0 us all, and at the end of the two
weeks, after the discussions were over we passed a great
number of resolutions. We discussed white slavery. the
tmmigration laws, we discussed the spread of contaglous and
infectious diseases; we discussed various forms of educaiton, and
various forms of juvenile criminals, every question which every
pation has to meel. and at the end of two weeks we passed many
resolutions, but two of them were passed unanimously. One was
presented by myself as Chairman on the Committee on Sufirage
and on that resolution we called upon all civilizations of the
world Lo give lo women equal rights with men and there was not

a dissenting vote.(7)
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The other resolution was on peace. We belleved then and
many of us believe today, notwithsianding all the discussion that
Is going on, we belleve and we will continue to believe that
preparedness for war is an incentlive (o war, and the only hope of
permanent peace Is the systemaltle and sctentific disarmament
of all the nations of the world, and we passed a resolution and
passed It unanimously (o that effect. A few days afterward |
attended a large reception given by the American ambassador,
and there was an Italtan diplomal there and he spoke rather
superciliously and said, *You women think you have been having
a very remarkable convention, and I understand that a resolution
on peace was offered by the Germans, the French women
seconded it, and the Brilish presiding officer presented it and It
was carrled unanimously.” We none of us dreamed what was
taking place at that time, but he knew and we learned It before
we arrived home, that awful, awful thing that was about to sweep
over the nations of the world. The American ambassador replied
to the Italian diplomat and sald, “Yes Prince, it was a remarkable
convention, and it is a remarkable thing that the only people
who can get together internationally and discuss thelr varlous
problems without acrimony and without a sword at their stde are
the women of the world, but we men, even when we go to the
Hague to discuss peace, we go with a sword dangling at our
side.” It is remarkable that cven at this age men cannol discuss
International problems and discuss them In peace.(8)

When | turned away from that place up In North Dakota that
man In the crowd called out again, Just as we were leaving, and
sald, “Well, what does a woman know about war anyway?" [ had
read my paper that morning and 1 knew what the awful headline
was, and I saw a gentleman standing in the crowd wilh a paper
in his pocket, and ! said, Wil that gentleman hold the paper
up,” and he held it up, and the headline read, *250,000 Men
Killed Since the War Began.” 1 said, "You ask me what a woman
knows about war? No woman can read that line and
comprehend the awful horror; no woman knows Lhe significance
of 250,000 dead men, but you fell me that one man lay dead and
I might be able to Lell you something of its awlul meaning to one
woman. | would know thal years before a woman whose heart
beat In unison with her love and her desire for motherhood
walked day by day with her face to an open grave, with courage,
which no man has ever surpassed, and If she did not flil that
grave, if she lived and If there was laid in her arms a tiny little
bit of helpless humanity, | would know that there went out from
her soul such a cry of thankfulness as none save a mother could
know. And then I would know, what men have not yet learned,

that women are human; that they have human hopes and human : '_‘j;_
passlons, aspirations and desires as men have, and 1 would know L

that that mother had lald aside all those hopes and aspirations
for herself, laid them aslde for her boy, and If after years had
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passed by she forgot her nights of sleeplessness and her days of
faliguing toll in her care of her growing boy, and when at last he
became a man and she stood looking up-into his eyes and beheld
him, bone of her bone and flesh of her flesh, for out of her
woman’s life she had carved twenty beautiful years that went Into
the making of a man; and there he slands, the most wonderful
thing In all the world; for In all the Universe of God there Is
nothing more sublimely wonderful than a strong limbed clean
hearled, keen brained, aggressive young man, standing as he
does on the border line of life, ready to_reach out and grapple
with ILs problems. O, how wonderfui he iIs, and he 18 hers. She
Bave her life for him, and in an hour this country calls him out
and in an hour, he lies dead: that wonderful, wonderful thing lies
dead: and silting by his side, that mother looking Into the dark
years Lo come knows that when her son died her life’'s hope died
with him, and In the face of that wretched motherhood, what
man dare ask what a woman knows of war. And that is not all.
Read your papers, you cannot read it because it Is not printable;
you cannot tell it because it Is not speakable, you cannot even
think it because ft Is not thinkable, the horrible crimes
perpetraled against women by the blood drunken men of the
war,

You read your paper again and the second headlines read, "It
Costs Tweaty Millions of Dollars a Day,"” for what? To buy the
material to slaughter the splendkl results of civilization of the
cenluries. Men whom it has taken centuries to build up and
make Into great scientific forces of brain, the flower of the
manhood of the great nations of Europe, and we spend twenty
millions of dollars a day to blol out all the resulis of clvilization of
hundreds and hundreds of ycars. And what do we do? We lay a
niortgage on every unbomn child for a hundred and mare years to
come. Mortgage his brain, his brawn, every pulse of his heart in
order to pay the debt, to buy the material to slaughter the men
of our country. And that is not all, the greatest erime of war is
the crime against the unborn, Read whal they are doing. They
are calling out every man, €Very young man, every virlle man
from seventeen (o forty-five or f{ifty years old, they are calling
them out. All the splendid sclentific force and cnergy of the
splendid virlle manhood are being -called out to be food for the
cannon, and they are leaving behind the degenerate, defective
imbecile, the unfit, the criminals, the diseased to be the fathers

“of the children yet to be born. The crime of crlmes of the war is

the crime against Lhe unborn children, and In the face of the fact
that women are driven out of the home shall men ask If women
shail fight if they are permitled to vote. -

No we wonien do not want the ballot In order that we may
fight, bul we do want the baliot in order that we may help men
lo keep from fighting, whether it Is in the home or in the state,
Just as the home Is nol without the man, so the state 1s not
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without the woman, and you can no more bulld up homes
without men than you can build up the state without women., We
are needed everywhere where human life i1s. We are needed
everywhere where buman problems are to be solved. Men and
women must go through this world togfnﬂ:er from the cradle to
the grave, it is God's way and it is the damental principle of a
Republican form of government.
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