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FQUAL RIGHTS 
“MEN AND WOMEN SHALL HAVE EQUAL RIGHTS THROUGHOUT THE 
UNITED STATES AND EVERY PLACE SUBJECT TO ITS JURISDICTION” 

Amendment to the United States Constitution now before Congress 

Pearl Buck To Be Convention Speaker 

“Future generations will read of us with amazement and 

ridicule because it took our country so long to carry out the 

equality proclaimed in its Declaration of Independence, and 

because our mothers, wives, and all the noble women of our 

nation were so long denied the rights granted to the lowest and 

worst of the males. For this, women themselves, are as much to 

blame as men are for the tyrannies they have so often accepted, 

but this evil is as tragic and ludicrous as it is ancient. Particu- 

larly in these days when democracy is in deadlock with despo- 

tism, we need the strength and wisdom of our womankind, and 

we should purify our laws of the outrageous and unmerited 

discriminations against them.” 

Rupert Hughes. 

NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 

Washington, D. C. 

Vol. 26, No. 7 November, 1940 Price Five Cents 



DORA G. OGLE ; : . 

EDITH HOUGHTON HOOKER 

EQUAL RIGHTS November, 1940 

Equal Rights 
Official Organ 

of the 

NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 

Capitol Hill Washington, D. C. 

Phone Atlantic 1210 

Published Monthly at 
144 B Street, N. E., Washington, D. C. 

March 3, 1879. 

Subscription, $1.00 a Year 

Foreign Subscription, $1.50 

MRS. HARVEY W. WILEY 

CONTRIBUTING EDITORS 

ALMA LUTZ INEZ HAYNES IRWIN 

NATIONAL EXECUTIVE COUNCIL 

NATIONAL OFFICERS 
Chairman, Mrs. Harvey W. Wiley, D. C. 
1st Vice-Chairman, Jane Norman Smith, Vt. 
2nd Vice-Chairman, Mrs, Amy C, Ransome, Calif. 
8rd Vice-Chairman, Mrs. Margaret C. Williams, Conn. 
Treasurer, Miss Laura M. Berrien, Ga. 
Secretary, Rebekah Greathouse, D. C. 

Alma Lutz, Mass. Nina E, Allender, D. C. 
i Perle S. Mesta, Okla. Marie Moore Forrest, D. C. r [ 

Mrs. George Halsey, Md, Anita Pollitzer, S. C. : 
Florence Bayard Hilles, Del. Clara Snell Wolfe, Ohio 

Entered as second-class matter at the post- 

office at Washington, D. C., under the Act of 

; : Editor 
Business Manager 

HELEN ROBBINS BITTERMANN 

Alice Paul, D. C., (Ex-officio as Chairman of World Woman’s Party) 

STATEMENT OF THE OWNERSHIP, MANAGEMENT, CIRCULA- 
TION, ETC., REQUIRED BY THE ACT OF CONGRESS OF 
MARCH 3, 1933. 

Of EQUAL RIGHTS, official organ, National Woman’s Party, pub- 
lished monthly at Washington, D. C., and printed at 406 W. Redwood 
Street, Baltimore, Md., for October 1, 1940. 

State of Maryland: ss. 

Before me, a Notary Public, in and for the State of Maryland afore- 
said, personally appeared Dora G. Ogle, who, having been duly sworn 
according to law, deposes and says that she is the Business Manager 
of EQUAL RIGHTS, official organ, National Woman’s Party, Inc., and 
that the following is, to the best of her knowledge and belief, a true 
statement of the ownership, management (and if a daily paper, the 
circulation), etc., of the aforesaid publication for the date shown in 
the above caption, required by the Act of August 24, 1912, embodied 
in section 537 Postal Laws and Regulations, printed on the reverse 
of this form, to wit: 

1. That the names and addresses of the publisher, editor, managing 
editor, and business managers are: 

Publisher, National Woman’s Party, Inc., 144 B Street, N. E., 
Washington, D. C. 
as treat Mrs. Harvey W. Wiley, 144 B Street, N. E., Washington, 

2. That the owner is: (If owned by a corporation, its name and 
address must be stated and also immediately thereunder the names 
and addresses of stockholders owning or holding one per cent or more 
of total amount of stock. If not owned by a corporation, the names 
and addresses of the individual owners must be given. If owned by a 
firm, company, or other unincorporated concern, its name and address, 
as well as those of each individual member, must be given.) 

National Woman’s Party, Incorporated, 144 B Street, N. E., Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

3. That the known bondholders, mortgagees, and other security 
holders owning or holding 1 per cent or more of total amount of en mortgages, or other securities are: (If there are none, so 
state. 

There are no stockholders, A non-profit organization, designed fur 
educational purposes only. 

4. That the two paragraphs next above, giving the names of the owners, stockholders, and security holders, if any, contain not only the list of stockholders and security holders as they appear upon the books of the company but also, in cases where the stockholder or security holder appears upon the books of the company as trustee or in any other fiduciary relation, the name of the person or corporation for whom guch trustee is acting, is given; also that the said two para- graphs contain statements embracing affiant’s full knowledge and belief as to the circumstances and conditions under which stock- holders and security holders who do not appear upon the books of the company as trustees, hold stock and securities in & cA acit other than that of a bona fide owner; and this affiant has no eho decade? rig any Suber person, association, or corporation has any iterest rect r rec sai ; 5 
aaat than as as fainted ty 5th ot hy Boe shes! Se ences f mn °. That the average number of coples of each issue of this publi- sation sold or distributed, through the mails or otherwise, to paid sub- ne bers during the twelve months preceding the date shown above is: 8 information is required from daily publications only.) a a ; DORA G. OGLE, Businesy Manager. mworn to and subscribed before me this 8th day of October 1940 _ J. DAL ROGERS, Notary Publie (My commission expires May 5, 1941.) 

: $$$) AR GI 305, 

Two Years 

UR efforts in behalf of equal rights during the 
O past two years have been fruitful. The Equal 

Rights Amendment was introduced into both Houses 
of Congress on the opening day of the 76th Congress 
and was favorably reported by the subcommittee of 
the House Judiciary to the full committee on April 
26, 1939. On January 16, 1940, the Chairman of the 
Committee on Labor of the House of Representatives 
expressed the opinion that the time had come when 
the proposed amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, granting men and women equal legal 
rights, should be submitted to the states for adoption. 

The amendment has been publicized during these 
two years by large demonstrations throughout the 
country on the birthdays of the pioneers, and on July 
19th, now known as Woman’s: Independence Day, the 
anniversary of the Seneca Falls convention of 1848. 
Amy C. Ransome has sponsored booths at the New 
York World’s Fair in 1939 and at the San Francisco 
World’s Fair in 1940 where thousands of tourists 
stopped for information and to sign petitions. The 
seal campaign has been enthusiastically carried on 
and Equal Rights Seals have carried and are carrying 
the message of equal rights throughout the country 
every day of the year. 

Internationally our work has gone on. On April 
3, 1939 the unjust regulations to prohibit the right of 
“indigenous” women to contract for their employment 
proposed by the International Labor Organization, due 
to the opposition led by the National Woman’s Party, 
was deleted from the proposed international conven- 
tions. Senator Arthur Capper introduced a resolution 
in the Senate which protested against the proposed 
unjust regulation which alarmingly implied that there 
is no limit to the authority of the I. L. O. to restrict 
the labor of all women “indigenous” or not. 

Following the formation of the World Woman’s 
Party, at the last Biennial Convention dedication of 
the beautiful headquarters on Lake Geneva, Switzer- 
land, was held August 18, 1939 with an international 
pageant of great beauty and with a radio program 
heard around the world. In July, 1939, a delegation 
from the World Woman’s Party appeared at the an- 
nual convention of the I. L. O. and urged: (1) that 
all conventions concluded by the I. L. O. be founded 
on the principles of equal rights for men and women 
and; (2) that both men and women with equal voting 
rights be placed on all delegations to meetings and 
conferences held under the auspices of the I. L. O. 

The Republican Party on June 27, 1940 definitely 
advocated submission of the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment to the States. Its platform was endorsed by all 
its leaders and voted for by twenty million people. In 
addition, some of the ablest leaders of the Democratic 
Party have expressed their approval of the amend- 
ment, and their sympathy with our Cause. We should 
win in the next Congress, 

A New Discrimination 
Once more women have been discriminated against 

In a new opportunity to earn a living. The selective 
Service regulations do not permit women to serve on 
draft boards. Numerous organizations and individuals 
throughout the country have protested against the 
regulation. It could not exist if the Equal Rights 
amendment were in effect. 

664295 
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Pearl Buck Banquet Guest 
eee success of the biennial convention banquet is 

assured by the acceptance of Mrs. Richard J. Walsh, 
better known as Pearl Buck, of an invitation to be 
the principal speaker. The third American to receive 
the Nobel prize for literature, Mrs. Buck is an ardent 
supporter of the Equal Rights cause. Senator Guy 
M. Gillette of Iowa will say a few words about our 
prospects in the next Congress and Mrs. Ethel Murrell 
of Florida will be another speaker. 

One business meeting at the Convention is to be 
devoted to discussion of plans and policies, organiza- 
tion and publicity. At this time we will hear from 
our new Chicago chairman, Lorraine Blair, from Mrs. 
Serena Davis of Philadelphia, from Alma Lutz and 
from such old war horses as Edith Houghton Hooker, 
Anita Pollitzer and Florence Bayard Hilles. Amy C. 
Ransome and Clara Snell Wolfe also have agreed to 

NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 

1940 Biennial Convention 

December 6, 7, and 8 
MAYFLOWER HOTEL, WASHINGTON, D.C. 

FRIDAY, DECEMBER 6, 1940 

2:00 P. M.—Meeting of the Executive Council, Alva 
Belmont House. 

4:00 P. M.—Meeting of the National Council, Alva 
Belmont House. 

8:00 P. M.—Reception to members and friends, Alva 
Belmont House. 

9:00 P. M.—Unveiling of portrait of Maud Younger, 
Alva Belmont House. 

SATURDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1940 
9:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M.—Registration of Delegates 

and Visitors Mayflower Hotel, Corridor. 

10:00 A. M.—Business Meeting, Mayflower Hotel, Pan 

American Room. 

Address of National Chairman. 
Appointment of Committees. 
Reports of Chairmen and Officers. 

2:00 P. M.—Business Meeting, Mayflower Hotel, Pan 

American Room. 

Discussion of plans and policies. 

7:30 P. M.—Banquet, Mayflower Hotel, Chinese Room. 

$2.50 per person. Reservations should 

be made in advance at the Party Head- 

quarters. 

SUNDAY, DECEMBER 8, 1940 

10:00 A. M.—Business Meeting, Mayflower Hotel, Pan 

American Room. 
Reports. 

2:00 P. M.—Business Meeting, Mayflower Hotel, Pan 

American Room. 

Reports of Credentials and Nominating 

Committees. 

Election. ; 

Address of incoming Chairman. 

8:00 P. M.—Meeting of the National Council. 

Convention Chairman, Edwina Austin cee 

rters, Mayflower Hotel, Rates Single rooms, 

Beatty $6 ¢ Double rooms $6 to $8; Double rooms (twin 

beds) $7 to $10. 

Any person wishing ac 

Washington should co 
commodations at lower rates in 

mmunicate with Caroline Lexow 

Babcock, Alva Belmont House. 

speak. Let us call them the parachute corps. Jane 
Norman Smith will preside at this meeting. All mem- 
bers are invited to participate in the discussion. 

All convention guests, delegates and members are 
invited to a reception at Alva Belmont House on 
Friday evening at which the members of District 
Branch and the Rhode Island Branch under the leader- 
ship of May Heffernan will be the hostesses. On this 
occasion the memorial portrait of Maud Younger will 
be unveiled. 

All state chairmen have been urged to bring reports 
of their activities and information about the attitude 
of their representatives in Congress. 

The convention promises to give the final impulse 
to push the amendment through the Senate and House 
of Representatives. 

Maud Younger Portrait 

On Friday, December sixth, during the convention 
of the National Woman’s Party, a Party member will 
unveil a portrait of Maud Younger. To those who 
knew Maud Younger, the nobility of her character, 
the selflessness of her devotion, the quality of her 
achievement looms bigger and warmer with the years. 
Educated, cultivated, much-traveled, socially adept, 
politically adroit, but beyond this immeasurably gen- 
erous, gallant and self-sacrificing, she poured the rich- 
ness of her nature and of her equipment into the 
National Woman’s Party. When it was a question of 
the Party, time did not exist for Maud Younger; she 
put no stay on the expenditure of her rich vitality. 
She was a whirlwind worker. 

She lobbied Congress unceasingly. She wrote ar- 
ticles on the work of the Party for the magazines. 
She made speeches all over the country; in drawing- 
rooms by virtue of her genial social ease, her great 
eloquence and her shy, delicious humor; in labor organ- 
izations everywhere by virtue of the card which she 
held from the Waitresses’ Union in San Francisco, 
of which she had once been president and by virtue 
of the honor and admiration in which the entire labor 
movement held her. 

She asked for returns neither in tangible rewards, 
nor in publicity. When she died, alas too young con- 
sidering her amazing energy, I wrote one sentence 
about her which still sums her up better to me than 
any possible further words of mine could do. Those 
words are—all she was and all she had, she gave to 
women. 

Inez Haynes Irwin. 

Palo Alto Branch 

On October 12, 1940, a Palo Alto California Branch 

of the National Woman’s Party was formed as a re- 

sult of a meeting called by Dr. Mary Wilhelmine 

Williams. Mrs. Alice Park and Dr. Williams told of 

the activities and aims of the Party and Mrs. Laura 

Longanaker was elected chairman of the new Branch. 

Reserve Your Table 

The Biennial Banquet offers an unusually brilliant 
opportunity to State Chairmen to entertain their Sen- 
ators and Congressmen. The tables seat ten. Engage 

one or more now and invite your Congressional Dele- 
gation to listen in on Equal Rights. 
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The First Anniversary Of The World 

Woman’s Party 

By Anna Hamburger-Ludwig 

\ \ 7 HO would dare to organize a meeting for equality 

for women here in Europe—in 1940? We did 

dare to do it—with songs and music and flags. 

Here on the terrace in front of the Villa Bartholoni, 

the lovely home of the World Woman’s Party, there 

assembled on Sunday afternoon, September first, 

people of many nations. Every seat was taken; many 

stood at the entrance gate throughout the ceremony. 

The meeting centered around our Call to the women 

of the world. The Swiss Vice-President of the World 

Woman’s Party, Mme. Marie Lachenal, from one of 

the governing families of Switzerland, read the Call 

in French and found in her public the echo which it 
will find throughout the whole world. 

The Call made all who heard it realize it is not the 
will of women that innocent people are wandering 
today homeless on the roads of Europe; not the will 
of women that parachutists are falling out of the 
clouds; not the will of women that bombs are crash- 
ing, night by night—but that is the will of women 
to bring kindliness into world relations as they bring 
it into the family. The Call emphasized: by women 
joining together all over the world they will be mighty 
enough to say, one day, ‘We are the great new army 
without arms; no new world can be built without our 
advice, our help.” 

The Woman’s Party sketch was presented, composed, 
played, and sung by a group of professional artists— 
all members of the Woman’s Party—under the guid- 
ance of Mme. Lachenal. On the Greek perystile, women 
in green gowns leaning against the columns sang 
masterpieces by Haydn, Debussy, Faure and Wolff, 
interwoven in the play. The artists played in a master- 
ly fashion. Joining hands at the end, they moved 
graciously up and down the stairs, singing “Si toutes 
les filles du monde voulaient s’donner la main.” 

How lovely it all was—we can best express it by 
the French word “charmant.” 

_ But then we write the date 1940 and it means: the 
time when women were not asked about war or no 
war. Dear sisters over the ocean, we look at you im- 
ploringly for, while I am writing, the radio tells about 
bombs. Mothers in our rooms here at the Woman’s 
Party villa have their sons at the front. The postman 
is a rare visitor. Frontiers are closed. As I write, 
here in my small quiet room, three alerts have awak- 
ened sleepers, making us remember again our times. 
Aeroplanes over Switzerland, the only untouched 
country. Only the pressing duties of the day make 
us forget for a time our anxiety. 

But in spite of all, we prepared our Anniversary 
festival happily. After the meeting there came to us 
many friends: ‘‘We want to become members, we want 
to write about your meeting. Let us come to help in 
your work. Your Anniversary meeting was beautiful 
and noble, a hope and a dedication.” 

For Thanksgiving 
Each member pays what she thinks right to the National Woman’s Party. Do you pay more to some organization that you do not love half so much? Could you bring your contribution up to that? Could you do it now? Let your conscience be your guide, 
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A Changed Commission 

The Inter American Commission of Women, com- 

posed of twenty-one delegates appointed by their re- 

spective governments, with Headquarters at the Pan 

American Union, met in Washington from November 

11th to 13th. This Commission was formed in 1928 

when four members of the National Woman’s Party, 

its then Chairman, Mrs. Jane Norman Smith, Miss 

Doris Stevens, Mrs. Valentine Winters and Miss Muna 

Lee, went to Havana, to the Sixth Pan American 

Congress, to request favorable action on the motion of 

the Fifth Congress in Santiago, Chile, calling for a 

study of the political and civil rights of women. They 

appeared before a full plenary session of the Congress. 

Their plea was granted and Miss Stevens was appoint- 

ed by the Pan American Board as the first Chairman 

of the Inter American Commission of Women. For 
ten years, without salary and in addition raising all 
the funds with which the Commission, left without 

any appropriations, operated, Miss Stevens served as 
Chairman. Under her administration, the Commis- 
sion reported its findings and recommendations offi- 
cially in a series of printed reports, to the Seventh 
Pan American Congress at Montevideo and to the 
Eighth Congress at Lima, Peru. At the Congress held 
at Montevideo in 1933 the Equal Nationality Treaty, 
drawn by Miss Stevens, was adopted without a dis- 
senting vote. In addition, the Equal Rights Treaty was 
signed by four South American countries, as a result 
of these efforts. 

In the course of this accomplishment the Chairman 
sometimes found herself in opposition to the State De- 
partment and official delegates of the United States 
and was obliged to appeal to the women’s organizations 
at home to exert their influence upon action of the dele- 
gates. In 1939 the United States took advantage of a 
resolution directing those Governments which had not 
already done so to appoint members of the Commission 
and appointed a woman whose views coincided more 
completely with those of the State Department. 

So the Commission as now constituted will doubtless 
present the policies toward women approved of by the 
various State Departments, but it is unlikely that poli- 
cles approved only by women’s organizations as such 
will reach the Conference Session. 

Buy For Christmas 
CREATED EQUAL, THE BIOGRAPHY 

OF ELIZABETH CADY STANTON 

By Alma Lutz 

Order from 

NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 

144 B St. N. E., Washington, D. C. 

—_—_— 

Through an arrangement with the John Day Company 
the National Woman’s Party will receive the hookaalisit® discount on all copies sold by them, This means that the National Woman’s Party will earn $1 on every copy they Sell. Include 8 cents for postage with your orders. ; 
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The National Woman’s Party 

HISTORY 

Organized: As temporary association for 

suffrage campaign—1913. 

Object: Nationwide suffrage for women. 

Attainment of Object: Ratification of 
National Suffrage Amendment, 1920. 

Reorganized: Ona permanent basis, 1921. 

Object: Removal of all forms of the sub- 

jection of women. 

Immediate Object: Removal of all dis-. 

criminations in the law. 

6S7.395 



SUMMARY 

The Woman’s Party Work Since the Suffrage Campaign 

(1921-1924) 

NATIONWIDE EQUAL RIGHTS PROGRAM UNDERTAKEN 

EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT INTRODUCED IN CONGRESS 

OVER $300,000 RAISED FOR EQUAL RIGHTS CAMPAIGN 

PERMANENT NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS OPPOSITE NATIONAL 

CAPITOL, PURCHASED AND COMPLETELY PAID FOR 

DETAILED SURVEY MADE OF NATIONAL AND STATE LAWS DIS- 

CRIMINATING AGAINST WOMEN 

EQUAL RIGHTS MAGAZINE ESTABLISHED 

EQUAL RIGHTS LITERATURE CREATED 

COUNTRY AROUSED TO EQUAL RIGHTS QUESTION BY PUBLICITY 

AND ORGANIZING CAMPAIGN 

EQUAL RIGHTS LEGISLATION PASSED IN FIFTEEN LEGISLATURES 

DISCRIMINATIONS AFFECTING OVER TWENTY-FOUR MILLION 

WOMEN REMOVED 

INTERNATIONAL PARLIAMENT OF WOMEN UNDERTAKEN 



What The Woman’s Party Is 

HE Woman’s Party is a national non-partisan organization of 
women, dedicated to the freedom of women, and open to all women 

who will put that cause before the interests of any political party. 

Its aim is to remove all discriminations against women in public 
and private life. It seeks to obtain for women equal rights and opportun- 
ities with men before the law, in the professions, 1n industry, in education, 
in the church, in the home and in the conduct of our government—in 
short: to obtain for women a position where they shall be able to direct 
their own lives, and equally with men to direct the course of our common 
national life. | 

The Declaration of Principles of the Woman’s Party, which is 
the official statement of the object of the organization, is as follows: 

WHEREAS, Women today, although 
enfranchised, are still in every way 
subordinate to men before the law, in 
government, in educational opportuni- 
ties, in the professions, in the church, in 
industry, and in the home. 

BE IT RESOLVED, That as a part 
of our campaign to remove all forms 
of the subjection of women, we shall 
work for the following immediate objects: 

THAT women shall no longer be 
regarded and shall no longer regard 
themselves as inferior to men, but 
the equality of the sexes shall be 
recognized. 

THAT women shall no longer be the 
governed half of society, but shall 
participate equally with men in the 
direction of life. 

THAT women shall no longer be 
denied equal educational opportunities 
with men, but the same opportunities 
shall be given to both sexes in all 
schools, colleges and universities which 
are supported in any way by public 
funds. 

THAT women shall no longer be 
barred from any occupation, but every 
occupation open to men shall be open 
to women, and restrictions upon the 
hours, conditions, and remuneration of 
labor shall apply alike to both sexes. 

THAT women shall no longer be 
discriminated against in the legal, the 
medical, the teaching, or any other 
profession, but the same opportunities 
shall be given to women as to men in 
training for professions and in the 
practice of these professions. 

THAT women shall no longer be 
discriminated against in civil and 
government service, but shall have the 
same right as men to authority, ap- 
pointment, advancement and pay in 
the executive, the legislative, and the 
judicial branches of the government 
service. 

THAT women shall no longer be 
discriminated against in the foreign 
trade, consular and diplomatic service, 
but women as well as men shall 
represent our country in foreign 
lands. 



THAT women shall no longer receive 
less pay than men for the same work, 
but shall receive equal compensation 
for equal work in public and private 
employment. - 

THAT women shall no longer be 
barred from the priesthood or minis- 
try, or any position of authority in 
the church, but equally with men shall 
participate in ecclesiastical offices and 
dignities. 

THAT a double moral standard shall 
no longer exist, but one code shall 
obtain for both men and women. 

THAT exploitation of the sex of women 
shall no longer exist, but women shall 
have the same right to the control of 
their persons as have men. 

THAT women shall no longer be dis- 
criminated against in treatment of 
sex diseases and in punishment of sex 
offenses, but men and women shall be 
treated in the same way for sex diseases 
and sex offenses. 

THAT women shall no longer be de. 
prived of the right of trial by a jury 
of their peers, but jury service shall be 
open to women as to men. 

THAT women shall no longer be dis- 
criminated against in inheritance laws, 
but men and women shall have the 
same right to inherit property. 

THAT the identity of the wife shall 
no longer be merged in that of her 
husband, but the wife shall retain her 
separate identity after marriage and 
be able to contract with her husband 
concerning the marriage relationship. 

THAT a woman shall no longer be 
required by law or custom to assume 
the name of her husband upon mar- 
riage, but shall have the same right as 

a man to retain her own name after 
marriage. 

THAT the wife shall no longer be 
considered as supported by the hus- 
band, but their mutual contribution 
to the family maintenance shall be 
recognized. 

THAT the headship of the family 
shall no longer be in he husband alone, 
but shall be equally in the husband 
and wife. 

THAT the husband shall no longer 
own his wife’s services, but these shall 
belong to her alone as in the case of 
any free person. 

THAT the husband shall no longer 
own his wife’s earnings, but these shall 
belong to her alone. 

THAT the husband shall no longer 
own or control his wife’s property, 
but it shall belong to her and be con- 
trolled by her alone. 

THAT the husband shall no longer 
control the joint property of his wife 
and himself, but the husband and wife 
shall have equal control of their joint 
property. 

/ reeiren 

THAT the’ husband shall ‘no longer 
obtain divorce more easily than the 
wife, but the wife shall have the right 
to obtain divorce on the same grounds 
as the husband. 

THAT the husband shall no longer 
have a greater right to make con- 
tracts than the wife, but a wife shall 
have equal right with her husband to 
make contracts. 

THAT married women shall no longer 
be denied the right to choose their 
own citizenship, but shall have the 
same independent choice of citizenship 
as is possessed by their husbands. 



THAT women shall no longer be 
discriminated against in the eco- 
nomic world because of marriage, but 
shall have the same treatment in the 
economic world after marriage as 
have men. 

THAT the father shall no longer 
have the paramount right to 
the care, custody, and control of the 
child, to determine its education and 
religion, to the pescnani vee of its 
estate, and to the control of its ser- 
vices and earnings, but these rights 
shall be shared equally by the father 
and mother in the case of all children, 

whether born within or without the 
marriage ceremony. 

THAT no form of the Common Law 
or Civil Law disabilities of women 
shall longer exist, but women shall be 
equal with men before the law. 

N SHORT—THAT WOMAN SHALL 
NO LONGER BE IN ANY FORM OF 

SUBJECTION TO MAN IN LAW OR 
IN CUSTOM, BUT SHALL IN EVERY 
WAY BE ON AN EQUAL PLANE IN 
RIGHTS, AS SHE HAS ALWAYS BEEN 
AND WILL CONTINUE TO BE, IN 
RESPONSIBILITIES AND OBLI- 
GATIONS. 

As a first step in its campaign, the organization is concentrating 
on the removal of the disabilities under the law so that in the multitude 
of angles at which the law touches a woman’s life, there may be no dis- 
crimination against her because of her sex. 

In addition, Councils are being organized among the different eco- 
nomic and professional groups in the Woman’s Party to work for the ad- 
vancement of women in their particular fields. The Councils that have 
been organized, and their chairmen are as follows: 

Actresses—Minnie Maddern Fiske 
Mary Shaw 

Artists—Mary Cassatt 

Dentists—Dr. Gillette Hayden 
Government Workers— 

Laura Berrien 

Home Makers— 
Mrs. Harvey W. Wiley 

Fournalists—Ruth Hale 

Lawyers—Dean Emma Gillett. 
Ministers—Rev. Olympia Brown 
Nurses—Lavinia Dock 

Annie Goodrich 
Physicians—Dr. Mary O’Malley 
Sctentists—Dr. C. S. Ludlow 
Singers—Mary Garden 
Teachers—Genevieve Melody 
Industrial—Josephine Casey 
Writers—Zona Gale 

The Woman’s Party from 1913 to 1920 

SPs Woman’s Party was organized in 1913, under the name “‘Con- 
gressional Union for Woman Suffrage,” as a temporary association 

to secure the national enfranchisement of women. At that time the 
campaign for suffrage was proceeding by the slow and laborious state by 
state method. After an agitation of over sixty years, women were enfran- 
chised in only nine states. Suffrage for women was little discussed and in 
no sense a political question. It had not even reached a vote in Congress 
for twenty-six years. 



The Woman’s Party demanded immediate and nationwide suftrage 
by a federal amendment. It organized the women who were already 
enfranchised in the nine suffrage states to back this demand by voting 
against the Party in power as long as that Party blocked the national 
amendment. It organized deputations to the President and to Congress. 
These deputations grew larger and more frequent until finally they became 
a perpetual delegation, in the form of the historic picketing of the White 
House and of Congress. The question of suffrage was raised from obscur- 
ity to a foremost political issue. In 1919 the Administration and Con- 
gress capitulated; the suffrage amendment passed Congress and in 1920 
the necessary thirty-six states ratified it. 

[Details of this campaign may be obtained from Inez Haynes Irwin’s book, “The Story of the Woman's 
an & ($3.00), and Doris Steven’s book, “‘Jailed for Freedom” ($2.00), at the Woman’s Party Headquarters, 
Washington, D. C.] 

Reorganization After Winning of Suffrage 

After the winning of suffrage, the Woman’s Party at once reorganized 
(1921) to work for the complete freedom of women in all lines. It was 
felt that the obtaining of the vote was only a step in the evolution toward 
the goal to which women’s eyes were turned and that as women had 
stood together for suffrage, so they must stand together until they had 
opened all gates to women—until every vestige of the subjection of 
women had disappeared. 

Nationwide Equal Rights Program Undertaken 

A program to establish Equal Rights everywhere in the United 
States, and in every place subject to its jurisdiction, has been undertaken 
by the Woman’s Party. This program consists in working for an Equal 
Rights amendment to the National Constitution, for Equal Rights legis- 
lation in the various states, and for the removing of all discrimination 
against women in the field of custom. 

Permanent Headquarters Opened 

During the first year after the reorganization of the Party for its new 
campaign, permanent Headquarters from which to carry on the work for 
woman’s freedom were opened in Washington. The historic building 



opposite the National Capitol, which had been occupied from 1815 to 
1819 by Congress, was purchased by the National President of the Wo- 
man’s Party, Mrs. Oliver H. P. Belmont, and presented as a gift to the 
association, for its permanent home. } 

The Headquarters is designed not only as a national and inter- 
national center for the carrying out of the program of the organization, 
but also as a clubhouse where women engaged in any activity for the 
advancement of women may meet while in Washington—in short, an 
international embassy for women. 

The Headquarters was dedicated May 21, 1922, with impressive cere- 
monies in which women from all parts of the country participated. Sena- 
tor Charles Curtis, Chairman of the Rules Committee of the United 
States Senate; Congressman Simeon Fess, National Chairman of the 
Republican Congressional Committee, and Senator Thaddeus Carraway, 
representing the National Democratic Committee, spoke at the dedica- 
tion, extending in person their good wishes for the new Headquarters. 
Greetings from the Governors of the various states, from women’s organ- 
izations all over the world, from representatives of foreign nations, were 
placed in the cornerstone. 

The remodelling and furnishing of the Headquarters has been under- 
taken by a committee of which Florence Bayard Hilles of Delaware is 
National Chairman. 

Over $300,000 Raised for Equal Rights 
Campaign 

The work of the organization is financed principally by membership 
fees and contributions. A total of over $300,000 has been raised by the 
Nationa] Headquarters since the Equal Rights Campaign began. (From 
March, 1921 to March, 1924.) 

Nationwide I nvestigation of Discriminations 

Against Women 

An exhaustive study into the discriminations against women has been 
made and is still being carried on as a basis for the campaign to remove 
these discriminations. ‘This investigation is directed by Burnita Shelton 
Matthews, a member of the Bar of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
who has made a special study of the law concerning the status of women. 



In the making of this investigation, every constitutional provision, 
every statute, and every court decision bearing upon the position of 
women is examined. The United States Supreme Court Library, which 
affords probably the best facilities in the country for such an inquiry, is 
used for this work. 

For the first time, when this survey is completed, the exact legal 
status of women in this country will be definitely known, for the gradual 
modification of the old common law, varying from state to state, has led 
to complete confusion as to woman’s legal rights. 

Equal Rights Magazine Established 

A weekly paper devoted to promoting the Equal Rights campaign 
was established in the spring of 1923, under the editorship of Mrs. Donald 
R. Hooker, who has also generously undertaken the responsibility of 
forming a committee to finance the paper for two years. 

Equal Rights Literature Created 

An entirely new literature in support of the Equal Rights program 
has been created to replace the suffrage literature used in the earlier 
activity of the organization. Among the leaflets already prepared or now 
in preparation are ones showing the discriminations against women in 
the laws of the forty-eight states and the District of Columbia; in the 
federal laws; in citizenship requirements; in government service; in the 
diplomatic, consular and foreign trade service; in the professions; in indus- 
try; in educational opportunities; in the church; in the enforcement of 
laws relating to sex offenses; in the wages and salaries paid to women in 
private and public employment. Pamphlets have also been written 
giving the historical background of the Equal Rights campaign and giving 
information concerning this movement in other countries. 

Publicity and Organizing Campaign 

The attention of the country has been increasingly turned to the 
Equal Rights question by a publicity and organizing campaign.#Where 
a few years ago little was heard or written on the subject, today the people 
from one end of the country to the other are arguing in the press, at their 
meetings, in the home, for and against “Equal Rights.” 



Legislation Passed Removing Discriminations 
Against Women 

As the state legislatures have convened, the Woman’s Party has 
introduced bills for the removal of the disabilities of women in each par- 
ticular state. Various points on the Equal Rights program affecting the 
lives of twenty-four million women have been adopted. These are 
listed below: | 

In California 

Married women were given equal right with their husbands to 
will away half of the community property, which consists of property 
acquired after marriage by the industry of either or both of the 
married pair. (Regular session, 1923.) 

In Colorado 

The mother was given equal right with the father to sue for 
damages for a wrongful injury to a child. (Regular session, 1923.) 

In Delaware 

Women were given the right by Constitutional amendment to hold 
all public offices. (Regular session, 1921 and 1923.) 

Mothers were given equal right with fathers to appoint by will a 
guardian of their minor children. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Mothers were given equal right with fathers to inherit real estate 
from their deceased child. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Widows were given the same share in the real estate of deceased 
husbands as widowers have in real estate of deceased wives. (Regu- 
lar session, 1923.) 

Wives were given equal right with husbands to reserve a limited 
amount of property which cannot be taken to satisfy debts. (Regular 
session, 1923.) 

In Georgia 

The mother was given equal right with the father to inherit from 
their deceased child. (Regular session, 1922.) ; 

Married women were expressly given the right to be appointed 
guardians. (Regular session, 1922.) 

Women were given the same right as men to be appointed guar- 
dians for their collateral relatives. (Regular session, 1922.) 

In Louisiana 

Women were given the right to hold all civil and political offices. 
(Special session, 1921.) 

Women were given the right to be appointed administrators or 
executors on the same terms as men. (Special session, 1921.) 

Women were given the right to be appointed as notaries public. 
(Special session, 1921.) 



In Louisiana—(Continued) 

Women were given the right to act as “‘witnesses assisting at 
public inventories.” (Special session, 1921.) 

Women were made ‘“‘capable of all kinds of engagements and 
functions.” (Special session, 1921.) 

Widows were given the right to retain the guardianship of their 
children after re-marriage. (Special session, 1921.) 

Women were given the right to be made guardians of children 
on the same terms as men, by will of the surviving parent, or by 
appointment when the parent dying last leaves no will. (Special 
session, 1921.) | 

Women were given the same right to act as guardian of their 
cneartia as possessed by the grandfather. (Special session, 

Women were given the right to an equal voice in the sale or 
mortgage of the family home so that the family home “‘shall not 
* * * * be validly sold or mortgaged except with the consent 
of both husband and wife.” (Special session, 1921.) 

Women were admitted to membership in the “family meeting” 
which, in Louisiana, passes by law upon matters pertaining to the 
family. (Special session, 1921.) 

In Maine ‘ 

Women were given the right to jury service. (Regular session, 
1921.) 

In Maryland 

Women were given the right to hold various public offices pre- 
viously confined to men. (Regular session, 1922.) 

In Massachusetts 

Mothers were given equal right with fathers in appointing a 
guardian for their children by will. (Regular session, 1922.) 

In Mississippi 

Mothers were given equal right with fathers to the care and 
custody of their children and to the services and earnings of their 
children. (Regular session, 1922.) 

In New York 

Mothers were given equal right with fathers to custody of a child 
when the parents are living apart without divorce. (Regular session, 
1923. 

diel were given the same protection as boys with respect to 
capacity to make wills of personal estate. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Mothers were given equal right with fathers to inherit real estate 
from their deceased child. (Regular sesston, 1923.) | 

Women were given the right to inherit equally with men relatives 
in equal degree of kin in cases not otherwise provided for by statute, 
(Regular session, 1923.) | 



In Ohio 

Mothers were made joint guardians with fathers of minor children 
and given equal right to the children’s services and earnings. (Regu- 
lar session, 1923.) 7 

Married women were given the same right to choice of a voting 
residence that married men have. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Mother’s consent as well as father’s consent to marriage of minor 
child made necessary. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Women as well as men were made of age at 21. (Regular session, 
1923.) 

In Pennsylvania 

Married women were given the right to choose their own domicile 
for purpose of voting or holding office. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Married women were given the right to divorce on grounds more 
nearly equal to those of husbands. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Wives were given the same right as husbands to acquire settlement 
for poor relief. (Regular session, 1923.) 

In South Carolina 

Mothers were made joint guardians with fathers of minor children. 
(Regular session, 1923.) 

In Virginia 

Women were given the right after marriage to choose their own 
residence for voting purposes. (Regular session, 1922.) 

Women were given equal inheritance rights with men. (Regular 
session, 1922.) a 

Women were given in certain instances a claim upon the estate of 
a deceased husband equal to the claim of a husband upon that of his 
deceased wife. (Regular session, 1922.) 

_ Women were given the same right as men with regard to ad- 
ministration of estates. (Regular session, 1922.) 

In Wisconsin 

Women were given practically all rights under the law possessed 
by! men, except with regard to industrial laws. (Regular session, 1921.) 



Equal Rights Amendment Introduced In Congress 

At the opening of the present session of Congress the Woman’s 
Party introduced an Equal Rights amendment to the National Con- 
stitution, through Senator Curtis and Representative Anthony. The 
roposed amendment reads: ‘‘Men and women shall have Equal 
ights throughout the United States and every place subject to its 

jurisdiction.”’ The Woman’s Party is putting all of its strength back of 
the passage of this amendment. 

International Parliament of Women Undertaken 

Since the discriminations against women are world-wide, it is felt 
by the Woman’s Party that the effort to end them should be world-wide. 
For this reason the Woman’s Party is calling an International Parliament 
of Women to meet in Washington to deliberate upon problems of 
common interest to women and to aid the movement to end the present 
world-wide subjection of women. 
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Officers of the National Woman’s Party 

President, Mrs. Ottver H. P. Betmont, New York 

Vice-President, AuicE Pau, New Jersey 

Chairman National Council, Erste Hitt, Connecticut 

Ist Vice-Chairman, Gat. Laucuuin, California © 

2nd Vice-Chairman, Mrs. Acnes Morey, Massachusetts 

Advisory Council Chairman, Mrs. Joun Rocers, N. Y. 

Congressional Chairman, Maup Youncer, California 

Secretary, Antra L. Po.uitrzer, South Carolina 

Treasurer, EpirH A1incE, New York 

Finance Chairman, Mrs. STEPHEN PELL, New York 

Headquarters Director, MARTHA SouDER, Pennsylvania 

Headquarters Maintenance Chairman, 
Mrs. RicHarp WaInwRIGHT, District of Columbia 

Headquarters Remodeling and Furnishing Chairman 
FLorENCE BayarpD HI.tes, Delaware 

Editor, “Equa. Ricuts,”’ Mrs. DonaLp Hooker, Maryland 

Business Manager, “Equa Ricuts,” Dora Ocie, Maryland 

Members of National Council 

Mrs. Anne Archbold, Me. 
Florence Brewer Boeckel, D. C. 
Mrs. R. J. Caldwell, New York 
Lavinia Egan, La. 
Zona Gale, Wis. 

Sara P. Grogan, Ga. 
Inez Haynes Irwin, N. Y. 
Mrs. Lawrence Lewis, Pa. 

Lola Maverick Lloyd, IIl. 
Sophie G. Meredith, Va. 

Mrs. Townsend Scott, Md. 
Lois Warren Shaw, N. H. 

Dr. Caroline E. Spencer, Colo. 
Mrs. Richard Wainwright, D. C. 
Mrs. Robert Walker, Md. 
Sue White, Tenn. 

Mrs. Robert T. Whitehouse, Me. 
Margaret Whittemore, Mich. 
Mary Winsor, Penna. 
—and the Officers. 



Join The Woman’s Party 
Work With Women For Women! | 

Help to Win For All Women: 

Equal control of their children 
Equal control of their property 
Equal control of their earnings 
Equal right to make contracts 
Equal citizenship rights 
Equal inheritance rights 
Equal control of national, state and (oe government 
Equal opportunities in schools and universities 
Equal opportunities in government service 
Equal opportunities in professions and industries 
Equal pay for equal work 
Equal rights after marriage to their own identity 
Equal moral standard 
In Short—E£ qual rights with men in all laws and customs 

SIGN THE MEMBERSHIP BLANK BELOW AND SEND WITH YOUR DUES TO THE 

National Woman’s Party Headquarters 
Capitol Hill, Washington, D. C. 

Annual Dues $10.00 to be shared equally between State and National 
Headquarters. 

Special Campaign members: $1.00 to be shared equally between 
Classes of State and National Headquarters. 

Membership Founders: $90.00 in addition to annual dues of $10.00 
payable before August 6, 1924, to National Headquarters. 

Life Members: $1000.00, no further dues, payable to 
National Headquarters. 

Endowers: $5000.00, payable to Endowment Fund of National 
Headquarters. 

Thereby enrollias"a.cy foes ce ee member, enclosing.......... dues. 
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PROGRAMME 
of the FORT Y-SECOND 

ANNUAL CONVENTION 

of the 

National American Woman 

Sultrage Association 

&Y W) 

to be held in the 

AUDITORIUM OF THE 

ARLINGTON HOTEL 

Washington, B.C. 

APRIL 14 to 19, inclusive 

1910 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING AT 
ARLINGTON HOTEL 

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1910 
EVENING, EIGHT O'CLOCK 
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“In the experience of many years, I have always found the advocates of 

woman suffrage occupying higher moral ground than that held by their 

opponents.’’ JULIA WARD HOWE. 

GENERAL OFFICERS 

HS AG EG AeA ae a ANNA HowArpD SHAW, Moylan, Pa. 

First Vice-President................. RACHEL FoOsTeR AVERY, Swarthmore, Pa. 

SUG VICGEETARIOON Uc. 4. co cv beett Re ity >< FLORENCE KELLEY, New York City 

Corresponding Secretary............. FRANCES SQUIRE POTTER, New York City 

PEEVOLO LNT SOCLRGAT Yt en tix ste sin tania s oi vicie bain es OF a ELLA S. STEWART, Chicago IIl. 

POOR TOR Le i ie ck ae dale eo iatdiehe ads HARRIET TAYLOR UPTON, Warren, Ohio 

Ist, LAURA CLAY, Lexington, Kentucky 
FOGE CEE iy: igh rae aH run fe ap a are 2d, ALICE STONE BLACKWELL, Boston, Mass. 

STANDING COMMITTEES 

PT PAINS Wal gece coe A Pa alee are ele tial e Som de Tel tia es ale ANNA H. SHAW, Ex-Officio 

PSII TORR LOT BURY OL Kise esa thts aietalinis vletasy oie DC aiE 40s oda ge tdelo\e 6 FLORENCE KELLEY 

RVR eer Ea ale Te total atte geal ernvark diets cites suate pis ioe we Bete tec IDA HUSTED HARPER 

TGR LPR VIBCY sate ict tate ite rabid oohals denials ° CATHARINE WAUGH MCCULLOCH 

MP ICSRALIL Geterein cree eps Setters ete e Auta es tre a wit da civ ale ea the eles Mary D. HUSSEY 

MAE TG Ae ee cierto Laren els iw ma ele aie oth ALICE STONE BLACKWELL 

PULTE RCSL erates pater eatery clei Ge ai aso cle atc uck o oad wis aeelats Lucy E. ANTHONY 

National Com. on Local Arrangements.................02: Lucy E. ANTHONY 

SPECIAL COMMITTEES 

Industrial Problems (Affecting Women and Children)...... FLORENCE KELLEY 

PPeR tis GOTO re CLVi Rite tons ie vestest ie canis ech tere ate ata lace aac Mats MARY BARTELME 

PTTL TOIVA VV OL Corer aoe a relia tare oe rete ie Cae he tants ewe fe athe MARY E. CRAIGIE 

Bre rteNGeA TI UTA LOT) os el ners i, dao aie cs ele teen era hee aie mien LuciA AMES MEAD 

LSD hie) hts Bo ea et Minty eal eGR A tae Le, BA VA on OOO Bs a eA OEOUE yeaah og IDA PORTER BOYER 

ECLA OTIS Oe On eo oe oe aris Mane rer eae Oe Do he. PAULINE STEINEM 

SO VENLION mE eaO LUTIONS. eee ec re a aie eee ee FRANCES SQUIRE POTTER 

AMC TT ELON Re rece eG ee te ie ek ee Treas FRANCES SQUIRE POTTER 

LAURA GREGG 
PP AAOTIAL AI LPATIIZEY Choe ty eaire or tacts Shenae ge claht at cc taaly nar lars MARY N. CHASE 

PERLE PENFIELD 

POSTE IS CUUTO Me ak ihe ee eg ene BARTON Y. AYLESWORTH 

AUXILIARIES 
(National) College Equal Suffrage League 

P POMIIOTIN colts ek es crane Dr. M. CAREY THOMAS, Bryn Mawr, Penna. 

Friends Equal Rights Association 

RAMS CI rt ete eae sha rite 5 ve vialela hs a dea cas MARY BENTLEY THOMAS, Ednor, Md. 

AFFILIATED SOCIETIES 
Equal Franchise Society 

MPANUGOTG ed Oe ier akin is gteieet KATHERINE DUER MACKAY, New York City 

Women Workers’ League of Buffalo 

Equality League of Self-Supporting Women, New York 

President bee EES Fw ar eee Sy LP OP LAT TRAE ER Pap nO HARRIOT STANTON BLATCH 

Hornell Women Workers’ League 



GENERAL INFORMATION 
RAILROAD certificates must be handed to the Railroad Secretary, Lucy E. 

Anthony, to be signed by her and vised by the Joint Agent, APRIL 16 (Saturday), 
for which service a fee of 25 cents will be charged. : 

Chairmen of Local Committees: 

Hall and Platform, Helen Rand Tindall, 13815 Clifton Street N. W. 
Publicity, Emma M. Gillett, 925 N Street N. W. 

Reception (to meet trains), Frances Marsh Gregory, 2510 M Street N. W. 

Ushers, Miss Clara Hill. 

Collections, Helen C. McNamara, The California. 

Education, Anna MacLaran Smith, 118 Maryland Avenue N. E. 

Automobiles, Mrs. Le Droit Barber, Belmont. 

Information, Mrs. Carrie E. Kent, 26 T Street N. W. 

Sales Table, Julia T. Leavitt, 805 6th Street N. W. 

Memberships, Anna C. Kelton, 1841 R Street N. W. 

The local woman suffrage associations will be glad to welcome to member- 
ship any person who is interested in the subject. The District of Columbia 
Woman Suffrage Association meets the 2d Thursday of every month at 8 P. M., 
Mrs. Helen R. Tindall, 1815 Clifton Street N. W., President; The Elizabeth Cady 
Stanton Club meets the 3d Thursday of every month at 8 P. M., Mrs. A. P. 
Converse, The Plaza, Washington Circle, President; The Political Study Club 
meets the 3d Friday of the month at 3 P. M., Mrs. Frances M. Gregory, 2510 
M Street, President. The dues for the D.C. W.S. A. are $1.00 a year, and the 
other two associations 50 cents a year. The Equal Suffrage Association of the 
District of Columbia, of which Miss Harriette J. Hifton is President, isa delegate 
body, corresponding to a State Association. 



THURSDAY, April 14th. 

Morning, 10 o’clock. 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING. 

Recommendations from the General Officers. 

Roll-Call of States for New Business. 

Afternoon, 2.30 o’clock. 

Convention called to order by the President. 

Welcome from the District of Columbia— 

Miss HiFtTon, Pres. D. C. State E. S. A. 

Miss Foster, Pres. D. C. Branch College Equal Suffrage League. 

Response on behalf of N. A. W. 8S. A.— 

CLARA B. ARTHUR, Pres. Mich. W.S. A. 

KATE M. GORDON, Pres. La. W.S. A. 

HE POYmOr VOR IHILULe ren eter co. oir y cin's 6 ath a bos ple ele el ep ucela a a LAURA CLAY 

HEOTe- Ors tliGe) TOASNTEl sce chi eee cece ds awae yt HARRIET TAYLOR UPTON 

Report of Committee on Petition to Congress....RACHEL FOSTER AVERY 

Report of Headquarters’ Secretary..................-. MARY GRAY PECK 

- Reports of State Presidents— 

(VOIOUIIAS gee oie ete FOR see ae ELIZABETH LOWE WATSON 

EKO Rate Siege ee Rey A weld wok sere re ot tie wi Geen JULIA CLARK HALLAM 

USOT MACHO Ee pac Uarsco eta e cy poe han si een aoa ELIZABETH D. BACON 

ISOULISTATID Pere cie gists khan lth ee hen ais a Peeve eer eae KATE M. GORDON 

[RES Gee sien iar Mata Ora ce aioc lg PENTA Cette an Ata ELLA SEASS STEWART 

CSOLOV AG ea eh hones hol oe ae HARRIET G. R. WRIGHT 

Texas S'S CO. 01g 60 18> @ 618. 0, 6.8 66 2.8. EE e 2 ee Ow ie. eo 8 8S 8's O88 C ae 6 OS we eS SS 66 Be Le SS a ee ee 

Report of Affiliated Societies— 

Women Workers’ League, Buffalo. 

Hornell! Women Workers’ League. 

Evening, 8 o'clock. 

RACHEL FOSTER AVERY, First Vice-President, Presiding. 

Prayer—REv. ULYSSES G. B. PIERCE. 

Greeting to the Convention—THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Address—‘‘The Making of a Democracy,’’ FRANCES SQUIRE POTTER, Cor- 
responding Secretary N. A. W.S. A. 

Address—‘* Why Women should have the Suffrage,’’ Hon. ROBERT L. OWEN, of 
Oklahoma. 

The Annual Address—ANNA HOWARD SHAW, President National American 
Woman Suffrage Association. 



FRIDAY, April 15th. 

Morning, 9.15. 

Conference on Practical Methods of Work, conducted by— 

Mary HUTCHESON PAGE, Mass. 

BPGGKEra see vires catow sien MARY WARE DENNETT, Mass., and others. 
Convention called to order at 10.15. 

Reports from States in which campaigns are pending— 

POUsn WAKO se ie cena Mrs. JULIUS H. JOHNSON, President. 

CVERONG Peek he cc siiccds« sic ae tre ABIGAIL ScoTT DUNIWAY, President. 

WESTIE GOT foes otic y clots are ten tare radars EMMA SMITH DEVOE, President. 

PIB DOME Our cult site sane eee eee KATE H. BIGGERS, President. 

Report of Corresponding Secretary, FRANCES SQUIRE POTTER. 

Report of Committee on Church Work, MAry E. CRAIGIE, Chairman. 

Report of Friends’ Equal Rights Ass’n, MARY BENTLEY THOMAS, Pres. 

Report of Equal Franchise Society, ALICE DUER MILLER. 

IN MEMORY OF HENRY B. BLACKWELL ed Sats 
ee nex 

WILLIAM LLOYD GARRISON, JR. { pao page. 

Reports of State Presidents— 

DHBErCGOL COLUM UIA Ts. s40, 2 eee ee ere HARRIETTE J. HIFTON 

IMIISBOUTT ES lesser ba ede koe Brade el ie eae ALICE C. MULKEY 

INGOTASK ALG ou eect. tei bree eee DR. INEZ G. PHILBRICK 

NGWLLAINDROITE, eh seca scam aeea eee emt eee ener Mary N. CHASE 

peu bhaWilelte] e: Weatepheyy sear A Ainge! Eng Mgrs Arma e ci we SPS Maup C. STOCKWELL 

Afternoon, 2.30 o’clock. 

Reports of State Presidents— 

VERLUNIG Beecher ele steerer ot crepe he eta atete sone erty FANNIE J. FERNALD 

IN EIU COT Heir cee onic tances ee ofa roveta abid osetia tabatamatenats ELLA HAWLEY CROSSETT 

ING Wi) GIBOY oo ister lth. c steven ale v iraira ca rieatee un ied lke eee eer CLARA LADDEY 

COTITO ertere en Sa tait sie eine! ce stieta ide tah ite en er tenes eae PAULINE STEINEM 

Bnodes slang te. See de oe eee rye ees ELIZABETH U, YATES 

WHAGONSID arcs ctr ete send etna area tetess REV. OLYMPIA BROWN 

FSD GUCE Wi odes oe cots eats oh ete ie ia Cis ae Loe ois sea ee eee LAURA CLAY 

MATVIATIO Wey een erie ciate een mierateets EmMMA MADDOX FUNCK 

DISSBACOMSCtA crs seta: chee estemee ars MARY HUTCHESON PAGE, Delegate 

VALE ITID oo pia go cots es i ears eee eS ieee oe th eiete ts LILA MEADE VALENTINE 

Symposium, Open Air Meetings, HARRIET STANTON BLATCH, Presiding. 

Speakers: H. LAREINE BAKER, Washington. : 
INEZ MILHOLLAND, New York. 

Mrs. STANLEY McCorRmIck, Massachusetts. 

RAY COSTELLO, ENGLAND. 

SUSAN W. FITZGERALD, Massachusetts. 

Evening, 8 o’clock. 
KATE M. GORDON, Presiding. 

Prayer—REvy. JOHN VAN SCHAICK, JR. 

Address—‘‘ Republics versus Women,’’ KATE TRIMBLE WOOLSEY. 

Address—‘‘ The English Situation,’’ ALICE PAUL. 

Address—‘‘ Woman Suffrage from a Socialist’s Point of View,’’ META 

L. STERN. 
Address—‘‘ Caught in a Snare,’? CARRIE CHAPMAN CATT. 



FRIDAY, April 15th. 

IN MEMORY OF HENRY B. BLACKWELL. 

‘The interests of the sexes are inseparably connected, and in the elevation 

of one lies the salvation of the other. Therefore, I claim a part in this last and 

grandest movement of the ages; for whatever concerns woman concerns the race.’’ 

(Henry B. Blackwell, at National Woman’s Rights Convention, Cleveland, Ohio, 

1858. ) 
Mrs. HENRY VILLARD. 

Speakers: | Catia WAuUGH MCCULLOCH. 
JANE CAMPBELL. 

IN MEMORY OF WM. LLOYD GARRISON, JR. 

‘*T put political rights before educational. Universities have no difficulty 

in rearing despots, and the wicked laws of all nations are the handiwork of men 

taught in the schools. Let ignorance blunder and bad laws result. Under im- 

partial self-government the blunderers reap the punishment and learn wisdom 

and self-restraint. No college compares with this primary school of civilization 

in educating a people. Learning never yet guaranteed rights; rights universally 

secured are the sure guarantee of learning.’”,—Wm. Lloyd Garrison. 

Speaker: ANNA HOWARD SHAW. 



SATURDAY, April 16th. 

Morning. 

IMPORTANT NOTICE. 

College Equal Suffrage League. 

The business sessions of the College Equal Suffrage League will be held at 
the Arlington Hotel from 10 to 12.30 on the morning of April 16th. Luncheon 
will be served for the delegates at 1 o’clock. From 3.30 to 5 P. M. there will 
be another business session at the Arlington Hotel. President M. Carey 
Thomas will preside at these sessions. 

Convention called to order at 10.15. 

Report of Committee on Credentials............ HARRIET TAYLOR UPTON. 
Reports of State Presidents— 

WAPI OTIESS: arere ois ak (cus a fmtaxye eg heel craec ee ae eee JULIA A. PIERCE 
WE GAGs VITO Alo fo OM in ce cal tease daca Su eens May B. HORNBROOK 
MERE B Rey saees ee ie tae LiL SRW & eal doe EMILY 8. RICHARDS 
SRST RSE Gr ci fi sds fame Gea aie Ves, Pood BINEVS Beene Mrs. J. D. ALLEN 
Petrie y loci tied et vaca avis dearer ieee” LipA STOKES ADAMS 
EGU WHY Gita file hos sb artencere es Lielvaas Se uit ca Pas MARTHA 8S. CRANSTON 
RTOOLE liweee alte vies wicetp, e'e sr Bat eri niece) ae ee Mary L. McLENDON 

Reports of Committees— 

HEN POLIIR GT ie ee ey ae ants vated oe tree Scans Dr. Mary D. Hussry 

LATEPRLUYE ee tui aot i cipsditen cite e nee ALICE STONE BLACKWELL 

BDO OTA 1 Vici, we tlare Nov, uel aterm a soe hea A Ty IDA PORTER BOYER 
MECN CA LIOT tems pete ods sileetty |e a vicars pa kt ooo Aine meee PAULINE STEINEM 

HeESOIDTIONStclan. anes eta shbitas. eae ey FRANCES SQUIRE POTTER 

Afternoon, 2.30 o’clock. 

Reports of State Presidents— 

WIISSIBSIP DIS eye. coh eee oa cat ia oes NELLIE N. SOMERVILLE 

VACHS ATI iictac seu erie che. «acer atm artes OA aig ta aie cae CLARA B. ARTHUR 

TNGIBTIA raat awe Celie cc acti en eae ee ANNA DuNN NOLAND 

Report of College Equal Suffrage League (National)....CAROLINE LEXOW 

Reports of Committees— 

Peace and: ATDISTSAtlON es uae ewe ict cies = Lucia AMES MEAD 

Press and ‘‘Progress’’...... ELIZABETH J. HAUSER, Ass’t Chairman 

New Business. 

Evening, 8 o’clock. 

Address—Mr. HENRY WILBUR, of the Friends Equal Rights Association. 

Address—‘‘The Sisterhood of Women,’’ ALICE DUER MILLER of the Equal 
Franchise Society. 

Address—‘‘Democracy and Women,’’ MAX EASTMAN, of the Men’s League for 
Woman Suffrage, New York City. 

Address—‘‘The Call of the New Age to College Women,’’ HARRIET E. GRIMM. 

Address—‘‘The Real Reason Why Women can not Vote,”’ ‘‘DoRoTHY DIx.’’ 

Address—‘‘Education and Social Progress,’’ JULIET STUART POINTS, of the 
College Equal Suffrage League. 



SUNDAY, April 17th. 

Afternoon, 3 o’clock. 

Prayer. 

Address—‘‘An Element of Character,’’ LAURA CLAY 

Address—BEATRICE FORBES-ROBERTSON 

Address—ELLA SEASS STEWART 

Address—‘‘What Women Want,’’ CHARLOTTE PERKINS GILMAN 

Evening, 8 o’clock. 

Informal Reception for delegates and visitors to the Convention, in the 

Parlors of the Hotel Arlington. 



MONDAY, April 18th. 

Morning, 10.15 o’clock. 

Election of Officers. 

Political ‘Settlements... /4.ce.s5 Meu amelie eu) eee NETTI£ A. PODELL 
BERTHA RYSHPAN 

Unfinished Business. 

Afternoon, 2.30 o’clock. 

INDUSTRIAL PROGRAM. 

Woman and the Machine. 

(A) Conditions Affecting Women— 

As Workers, 

As Wives and Mothers of Workers..... ROSE SCHNEIDERMAN 

(B) The Consequences of these Conditions 

to Motherhood and to Womanhood 

as Demonstrated in the White Slave (M&S. RAyMonD Rosins 

** Laissez-Faire versustaire Marcher’’.........cc00cccveer oe FLORENCE KELLEY 

Self-Defence or the Demand for Political Action....CHARLES EDWARD RUSSELL 

Evening, 8 o’clock. 

Prayer—REV. SAMUEL H. WooDROw. 

PRESWOLkeY, POO Law ants WOUrtGS coins cies cis 2 ants no ts esis iets RAYMOND ROBINS 

Scientific Propaganda in Practical Politics: 

(A) eR ATATS TUE ee ek ee ek eee ee MyYRA STRAWN HARTSHORNE 

(B) Organization: 

Plans for Activity— 

(a) In behalf of Changes of Law and 

Administration that will benefit 

Women and Children in Par- 

ticular and Society in Genera] 

(b) In behalf of Woman Suffrage... ANNA GARLIN SPENCER 

GRACE STRACHAN 

Closing Remarks by the President. 



TUESDAY, April 19th. 

THE CONGRESSIONAL HEARINGS on behalf of an 

Amendment to the National Constitution which shall give 

VOTES TO WOMEN 

at 10 o’clock precisely. 
For the Senate: 

Hearing before the Woman’s Suffrage Committee in Room 414 of the 
new Senate Office Building. 

Rev. Anna Howard Shaw will conduct this Hearing and present the 
speakers. The addresses will make their appeal on behalf of educa- 
tional and professional lines of women’s work. 

For the House of Representatives: 

Hearing before the Committee of the Judiciary, in the Hearing Room 
of the new House Office Building. 

Florence Kelley, Second Vice-President, will conduct this Hearing 
which will present the Industrial demand for the enfranchisement 
of women. 

Important Note: 

All former Congressional Hearings have had to be in smaller rooms and 
it has never been possible to have even all the delegates, let alone 
the alternates and visitors, accommodated. This year there will 
be places for all and no cards of admission will be necessary. 

Afternoon, 2.30 o’clock. 

Final Executive Committee Meeting, Auditorium of the Arlington Hotel. 

11 



The equal 
of fresh, full-ripe 
Concord Grapes 

for only fresh, full-ripe Concord Grapes are 
used for Welch’s Juice. Our process trans- 
fers the juice from the luscious cluster to the 
bottle, unchanged in any way. In 

felch: CS 
GrapeJuice 

you may obtain choicest Concords, with their 

health-giving properties the year around. 

Wherever there is a grocery or drug store 
there you will find Welch’s. Ask for it by 
name. 

If your dealer doesn’t keep Welch’s, send 

$3.00 for trial dozen pints, express prepaid 

east of Omaha, Booklet of 40 delicious ways 

of using Welch’s free. Sample 3-0z. bottle 

by mail, 10 cents. 

Woe eo | 

GRAPE JUICE COMPANY 

WESTFIELD, N. Y. 



“How to Increase the Income 
The Bonds of the American Cities Realty Corporation 

bear 6 % guaranteed interest, payable quarterly, PLUS ¥% of 

all profits in excess. 
They are based on Heart of the City Business Property 

in SEATTLE, the city that is breaking all records in the rapidity 

with which it is assuming the proportions of a Metropolitan City. 

Heart of the city business property is the kind that allures 

the funds of Insurance and Trust Companies and that real 

estate experts unanimously pronounce “absolutely safe.” 

Why not take a cue from them? 
One hundred dollars or multiples thereof, share on terms 

of exact equality in the full earnings of a big mercantile 

building on a basis of actual cost of the ground and building. 

The managing company turns over to the investors all the 

profits except ¥% the excess over 6 %. 

Call it cooperation, mutuality or what you will, it isa 

GOLDEN OPPORTUNITY. 
REFERENCES: The State of Washington Delegation in Congress; Any 

Seattle Bank; Seattle Chamber of Commerce; Seattle Commercial Club 

Detailed information contained in booklet C mailed upon request. 

AMERICAN CITIES REALTY CORPORATION 
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 

PAID-UP CAPITAL . . . . . . . . $100,000.00 
Eastern Representatives: 

A.N. TINDALL des 

ANTIQUE MAHOGANY FURNITURE 
WASHINGTON ART GALLERIES 

KIMON NICOLAIDES 

1409 H STREET NORTHWEST 
ESTABLISHED SINCE 1883 PHONE MAIN 2520 

D. E. BUCKINGHAM, Veterinarian 

HOSPITAL FOR ANIMALS 
2113-2115 Fourteenth Street N. W. 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 
Free clinic for animals of the poor 

J. T. THOMSON MCDONNELL 
ENGRAVING AND STATIONERY IMPORTER 

509 E STREET NORTHWEST 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 1406 H STREET 



Are You Loaning Money On or Investing In Washington, D. C., Real Estate? 

The Realty Appraisal & Title Co. 
1416 F STREET, WASHINGTON 

Can be consulted on any real estate matter 
W. J. NEWTON, President EMMA M. GILLETT, Treasurer 

1623 H Street 722 17th Street 
Luncheon 12 to 3; Tea4to 6; Dinner 6 to 8. Candy and Cake Shop. Order Department 

Telephone Main 6481 Telephone Main 6480 

HOW WOULD YOU LIKE TO BE A MEMBER OF A 

House Party Tour of the West, siaa’tnin, July 14th 
Costs less than if you went alone. 

Stopping at St. Paul—Minneapolis—The Canadian Rockies—Vancouver—Victoria—Seattle— 
Portland—San Francisco—Los Angeles—Catalina Island—Salt Lake City—Five daysin Yellow- 
stone Park—Colorado Springs—Cripple Creek—Denver—Chicago. The membership will be 
limited. For further particulars inquire of 

E.R. ROCHESTER, Manager, 3025 15thSt.N.W. | G. M. BOND, Dist. Pass. Agt.,C. & O. Ry., 1339 FSt. N.W: 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Dr. ALMA C. ARNOLD 
Wishes to announce that she is now permanently located in New York City 

and may be consulted at her offices in The Nevada Apartments 
Broadway and 70th Street, between the hours of 

eleven and three. 

EVERY HOUR ON THE HOUR 

Past Blectic [ralnsS © wm ont 

for Mount Vernon 
Quickest, most convenient and most instructive route. 

Trains for Arlington every half hour. 

aM 

WASHINGTON, ALEXANDRIA & MT. VERNON RAILWAY COMPANY 
Twelfth Street and Pennsylvania Avenue. Opposite Post-Office. 

SECURE TICKETS at the Sales Table for the SIGHTSEEING AUTOMOBILE RIDE 

“Touring Washington’’ 
Authorized Company of the Convention 

THE INTERNATIONAL AUTO SIGHTSEEING TRANSIT CO. 

We have the plant, the people and the disposition to give your printing 
those touches that contribute advertising value. We take pride in doing 
things right—making our printing better than you can get elsewhere—in 
delivering it promptly. We gladly extend every courtesy. Send us your 
next order. : oi: 3: THE LAW REPORTER PRINTING COMPANY, 
COMMERCIAL PRINTERS : 518 Fifth Street N. W., Washington, D, C. 

ee EE 
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WASHINGTON COLLEGE 
OF LAW 

Fifteenth Year, Primarily for Women 

SHAW & BROWN COMPANY 

ORIGINALITY 

Headquarters in Washington for all the 
choicest souvenirs in Spoons 

and other Merchandise. PREE scholarships needed—may 
be endowed to perpetuate names 

of Benefactors of Humanity. Fur- 
ther information can be obtained 
of— 

ELLEN SPENCER MUSSEY, LL. M. 
Dean 

1317 NEW YORK AVENUE NORTHWEST 

DIAMONDS, SILVERWARE, AND STATIONERY 

SEEGIAL DESIGNERS 

IN ORIGINAL JEWELRY 

4114 F St. N.W., Washington, D. C. 
PHONES: MAIN 3651 AND 3652 

eek IN Or cCONINe dec)? Bye 
Peter Taylor, Jr., Manager 

Headquarters 

NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN 

SUFFRAGE CONVENTION 

LAFAYETTE SQUARE OPPOSITE WHITE HOUSE 

EUROPEAN AND AMERICAN PLAN 

J. H. SMALL & SONS | MRS. M. E. BROOKE 

Florists Ww 
Post Cards and Gifts 

NEW YORK, 
1153 Broadway A carefully selected stock 

AND WALDORF-ASTORIA ww? 

WASHINGTON, D. C.,, 
Cor. 14th and G Sts. 1423 F STREET NORTHWEST 



ork 
in preparing appetizing and 
wholesome food is lightened by 
this famous bakine powder. 

Dainty Pastries 

Fine Puddings 
4 Ye 
‘i =O 

— 

ae pure. It adds 
healthful qualities to the food. 

ROYAL 
Baking Powder 

The ‘‘Royal Baker and Pastry There are cheap baking powders, 
Cook’’ —most practical and made from alum, but they are ex- 
valuable of cook books — ceedingly harmful to health. Their 
free to every patron. Send astringent and cauterizing qualities 
full address by postal card. add a dangerous element to food. 

ROYAL BAKING POWDER CO., NEW YORK. 

TRL PAINT) 

LAW REPORTER PRINTING CO., (ees hee counen> | 518 FIFTH ST., WASH., D. C. 
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GEORGE 8. GRAHAM, Pennsylvania, Chairman 

LEONIDAS C. DYER, Missouri. ROBERT Y. THOMAS, Jr., Kentucky. 
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EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
HovuskE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wednesday, February 4, 1925. 

The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m., Hon. George S. Graham 
(chairman) presiding. 
The CHarrMan. I would like to say to the members of the com- 

mittee that Mr. Boies is compelled to be absent this morning, because 
he is serving on a committee for the investigation of certain frauds 
in relation to the ex-soldiers, That committee was in session con- 
tinuously yesterday and is in session to-day. Mr. Boies came here 
and stated that he had to attend a meeting of that committee, and he 
wanted his reasons for not being present here stated. 
We are met this morning for the purpose of holding a hearing 

upon House Joint Resolution 75, proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, which reads as follows: 

Arr. 20. Men and women shall have equal rights throughout the United 
States and in every place subject to its jurisdiction. Congress shall have 
power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation. 

Who is in charge of the proponents of this measure? 

STATEMENT OF MISS MAUD YOUNGER, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 
CONGRESSIONAL CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY ; 

Miss Younger. Mr, Chairman and members of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, in coming before you to-day, in this first hearing 
ever held in behalf of the equal rights amendment before Congress, 

1 



2 EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION 

we recall that it was 60 years ago that Congress was first asked to 
act on this measure, when the fourteenth amendment was under 
consideration. Then the Equal Rights Society, led by Susan B. 
Anthony and others, memorialized Congress requesting that they 
remove all discriminations in regard to sex as well as race. As you 
know, the discriminations in regard to race were removed, but it 
rests with the men of this day and generation to do justice to the 
women of this country. 

For three-quarters of a century women have been trying through 
State action to remove these discriminations. In the past few 
vears, the National Woman’s Party has been especially active be- 
fore State legislatures with specific bills to meet the various dis- 
criminations, as well as with a general bill to cover all of them. 
Although many of the old disabilities have been removed, many 
of them yet remain and new ones are constantly springing up. 
Therefore, in order to remove those that exist to-day and to pre- 
vent new ones-from being made in future, the National Woman’s 
Party has drawn up the amendment which reads, “ Men and women 
shall have equal rights throughout the United States and every 
place subject to its jurisdiction.” 

FEBRUARY 9, 1925. 

The membership of the National Woman’s Party paid up to date is 
10,516. There are in addition about 10,000 members owing dues from 
January 1. This makes in round numbers about 20,000. | 

MaAup YOUNGER, 

Congressional Chairman National Woman’s Party. 

This amendment is, in effect, a mandate to the States to equalize 
their laws. It does not impair the power of the States to make laws 
or to adopt such standards of equality as they may desire, so long as 
the principle of equality is substituted for the old common law atti- 
tude toward women. 

I would like to go on record to-day for the National Woman’s 
Party as being the first and only national woman’s organization 

sponsoring this amendment as many have forgotten that for nearly 

two years this was the only national organization working solely 

for the Susan B. Anthony suffrage amendment. 
I will now introduce a speaker whose work was a valuable con- 

tribution to that amendment, Miss Mabel Vernon, of Delaware, 

executive secretary, National Woman's Party. . 

STATEMENT OF MISS MABEL VERNON, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY, 

NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 

Miss Vernon. Mr. Chairman and members of the Judiciary com- 

mittee, I think that you must realize, as we realize, that as we were 

working for the national suffrage amendment, of which Miss Younger 

has spoken, it was borne very emphatically in upon us that we were 

not thereby going to gain full equality for the women of this 

country, but that we were merely taking one step, but a very 1m- 

portant step, it seemed to us, toward the gaining of this equality. 

Now, you undoubtedly keep in touch, or have kept in touch, with the 

history of this woman movement, because it is one of the most 

important movements in the world, and because it has made such a 



EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION 3 

very notable advance even in our own time, so that you will know 
that in 1848, when the first woman’s rights convention was held in 
this country, suffrage was simply one of the demands which were 
made by the women of that time. You will recall that in their 
bill of rights and in their declaration of sentiments, as they called it, 
they set forth at the same time a demand that women should have 
full equality under the laws and under the customs of this country. 
Then, for various reasons, their fight became centered on this goal of 
gaining suffrage. 

Now, then, in 1920, when this amendment, or what we call the 
Susan B. Anthony national equal suffrage amendment, was added 
to the Constitution of the United States, we knew that there were still 
other things to be done before that work which was begun by the 
women of our country in 1848 could be in any way completed. 
Therefore, the Woman’s Party determined that until this one object, 
for which we had been organized and for which we had been work- 
ing, had been gained, we would stay banded together. We deter- 
mined to remain banded together until all other discriminations 
against women had also been removed. We determined then that 
the first thing for us to do was to concentrate upon the inequalities 
which existed in the laws of this country. 

You have undoubtedly a good bit of knowledge concerning the 
position of women under the laws of every State of the United States. 
We determined in 1921 that we must have complete knowledge on 
this subject before we would dare appear before such a committee as 
yours, for instance. We determined that we must have just as 
accurate and profound information concerning the legal status of 
women as we could gain from a study of the laws. Therefore, we 
formed what we call a legal research department, and from. 1921 
until the present time this legal research department, composed of 
women of the law, has been working hard in your own Congressional 
Library and in the Supreme Court library gathering together the 
laws affecting women in all of the States of this country. 

You will see this table that we have here before us; you will see 
on this table, alongside of us, that we have piled up some of the 
evidence of our research, but not all of it by any-means. You will 
find here some evidence of the work that has been done in this regard. 
it is not complete. The legal research department has been examin- 
ing, not only all of the laws relative to women in all of the States, 
but it has also been reading court decisions, because we realize that 
it is not only the law itself that is important to us, but that it is 
also the interpretation of the law. We wanted to see how those 
laws concernings women were being interpreted by the courts of our 
country. If I may show you one instance, this [indicating] is a 
digest of the laws of the State of Pennsylvania as they affect the 
women in that State. By examining this, I think you will probably 
have a better idea of the tremendous amount of work that has been 
done. The work is not completed, even now. This sort of work must 
go on continually, in order that we may keep in touch with the 
laws as they are changed. Of course, every legislature in dealing 
with its laws, frequently makes some changes in them, and in order 
that we may keep informed concerning court decisions which are 
being made right now, every year, and every day, we must continue 
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with this work. Now, this is one of the results that has come out 
of this work. We are impressed with this fact, that these inequalities 
in the laws of our own country are so grave and are so very serious 
that we feel called upon to ask immediate action in changing those 
laws so as to wipe out those inequalities. We insist that they be 
wiped out, so that women may stand on a true basis of equality, or, 
rather, on a basis of true equality with the men of our country. 

ow, I suppose I can guess what is your immediate reaction to a 
statement like this. You would feel, as lawyers—and I suppose 
that many of you are lawyers 

The CHarrmMan (interposing). Unfortunately, all of us are. 
Miss Vernon. All of you are lawyers, and you will feel imme- 

diately that these inequalities to which I have referred, and which 
are dealt with in this digest we have here, are, as to some of them, 
on the side of women. You would think that they favored the 
women and that they give them an advantage which is needed. We 
feel very gravely about things of that kind, because after all those 
things which are said to be privileges and which are said to be 
on the side of women are things which do not work out that way in 
the end. Almost always we will find that where those inequalities 
exist they are rather to the disadvantage than to the advantage of 
‘women. But, even if we could be persuaded that those things, or 
those so-called privileges, are things which are to the advantage 
of women, we would still say, “ Do not let us have those conditions 
existing in our laws.” We women are not seeking privileges; we 
are not seeking things which we think would give us a superior 
chance or a greater advantage—not at all—but we do truly and 
sincerely believe that the only way by which advance is going to 
be made in this country is to have équality existing between the men 
and women citizens of the country. The only way by which we 
can have advance is to have true justice existing so far as the citi- 
zens of the country are concerned with no idea of granting privi- 
lege on account of sex. We should proceed with the idea that there 
shall be no advantage shown to either side, either to men or women, 
but that there shall be justice. 

Now, this consideration would undoubtedly immediately come to 
your minds—that is, since these things about which we complain 
are inequalities that exist in the laws of the various States, why do 
we not go to the legislatures of those States and see that those in- 
equalities are dealt with by the legislature of each State? Why do 
we come to you Members of the Congress of the United States‘ In 
the first place, we have gone, ever since we began to get first-hand 
knowledge on this subject, to the legislatures of the States as they 
have met. This very year, for instance, when so many legislatures 
are in session, or when 40 State legislatures are in session, or will be 
in session before the end of the year, we have gone to the State legis- 
latures, and we are going right now to the State bodies. We are 
presenting to them bills which would change those laws we know 
exist concerning women. We are trying to bring about laws in those 
States that will do equal justice as between men and women. That 
work has been going on for the last three years, or for almost four 
years. We believe this, and, indeed, we know this from the experi- 
ence we have already had, that if we are to continue in this way, 
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by simply appealing to the States and never appealing to our na- 
tional body, it will be a matter of many years—I do not dare say 
how many, and I do not think that any one would dare say how 
many years it would be; but if we go on at the rate we have been 
going during these past few years in bringing about those changes, 
they will be brought about so slowly and the cost will be so much 
that we can just make up our minds to this, that we women who are 
living now, and who do care so much about seeing this advance made 
in the position of women, will certainly have spent our lives without 
realizing it. 

There is very little hope that under those conditions we will be 
able to complete it during our lifetime. We will not be able dur- 
ing our lifetime to change the inequalities that exist in the laws of 
this country so far as women are concerned. We feel this, that at 
the present stage of the advancement of women, and in a country 
like our own, where the attitude toward women is in so many re- 
spects so fine and so generous, we should not be obliged to wait so 
long upon a piece of work that seems to us.is so obviously unfair. 
Here we can hold up laws, concrete laws, which everyone, which 
even he who runs may read, can see are unjust to women. We 
believe that this is such an obvious thing, and a thing that can be 
so quickly done, that we should not devote so much of the splendid 
energies of women for so many years of the lives of women to its 
accomplishment. 

There are a great many other things to be done, and we would 
like to see this sort of thing very quickly disposed of, so that we 
may go on to other things which are certainly of great importance 
and which are waiting to be done. 

Now, we learned this through our suffrage experience, and, of 
course, there are many other’ ways in which the same lesson might 
have been impressed upon us; but we certainly know this from our 
suffrage experience that national action is more speedy in its effects 
than going to the States always. You must remember very well, 
because I believe that some members of the Judiciary Committee 
to-day were members of the committee when we were working on 
the suffrage question—you remember very well, at any rate, how 
the work on suffrage went on for year after year. It went on in 
the various States year after year, and it was not until the year 
1913, I should say, that there was a real determined effort to win 
action in the Congress of the United States. Therefore, you might 
say that from 1848 to 1913 work had been going on in the various 
States to obtain suffrage for women in that way. Then, in 1913, 
this very active national effort began to win action by the Congress 
of the United States in regard to suffrage. In 1920 the national 
suffrage amendment became a part of the Constitution of the United 
States. Now, we believe this, that by coming to you now, we are 
standing in the position of securing more speedy action in wiping 
out the legal inequalities regarding women. 
We know this, also, that there are plenty of examples before us 

to show that our position in this regard is right, and that we can 
not hope to obtain changes in the State legislatures which we can 
bank upon as being absolutely permanent. We know this because 
the thing has already occurred. We know that something that is 
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obtained at this session of the legislature will be very likely changed. 
We know that. the entire principle will be changed or altered by the 
next session of the legislature. Therefore, if we should work only 
with the State legislatures in our endeavor to wipe out these in- 
equalities, we would always be in this position, that we would not 
know, that we would absolutely hold what we had gained. We 
would always be 4n a position of uncertainty or fear that the 
equality which we obtained to-day might be lost to-morrow, be- 
cause of the adverse attitude of the same legislature. We know 
this, also, that the Constitution of the United States makes a law 
just as permanent as human law can be made, and we would like 
to see these inequalities permanently removed. We would like to 
see equality permanently established in this country. We have a 
feeling here, if you will allow the use of the word before the Judici- 
ary Committee—we have this very solemn feeling here to-day, that 
we want to see that principle of equality as between men and women 
embodied in the Constitution of this country, so that we may know 
that it is in the very fundamental law of our land. We think that 
it is befitting’ the dignity of the movement, or, rather, the cause 
for which we are working that this should not be simply a transient 
thing, for this legislature or that legislature to deal with it as it 
may deem proper, but we feel that it should be incorporated into 
the very basic law of the land and recognized as the great principle 
on which this country is founded—that is, the principle that men 
and women citizens shall have equal rights under the laws of this 
land. | 

That is-the reason why we have come to the Congress of the 
United States, and that is the reason why we have brought in this 
equal rights amendment which has been quoted to you, and which 
is now in charge of this committee. We do that because we want 
this thing quickly done. It seems to us that it deserves speed. We do 
that also because we want it permanently done. It is within your 
power in that way to help us. 

I want to say just one word more in conclusion: I do not know 
what your attitude is toward the equality of women under the laws 
of this country, but I do believe that every one of you must recog- 
nize that the advance of woman is inevitable. Everyone of us has 
seen within our own generation, just within the short space of time 
that we have been living, a remarkable change tlt has taken place 
in the position of women, not only here in our own country but, 

indeed, all over the world. It is, indeed, a world-wide movement. 
Now, please do not think that we are in any way peculiar in stand- 
ing for what we call equal rights. Miss Younger has said quite 

truly that we are the only national organization of women in this 
country which is sponsoring this particular amendment that is in 

your keeping; but we are just breathing to you, or just giving you 

something that seems to come out of the very air that we breathe. 

It makes no difference where you go in this world to-day, you will 

find that the idea that we are presenting to you to-day, equal rights 

for men and women, is being advanced. 

Indeed, when we began work on this present phase of the equal 

rights movement in 1921 we found that already in seven constitu- 

tions in Europe the very principle for which we are now contending 
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had already been incorporated. Those principles had already been 

incorporated in seven European constitutions, recognizing. the 

equality of men and women. In every one of those seven Kuropean 
constitutions that principle already exists, breathing that new spirit. 

They are constitutions that have come into existence or that have 

been formed in most part since the Great War, or since 1918. ‘There- 

fore we are really getting before you something. that is already in 

evidence all over the world. I think you must recognize this, that 

no matter what happens to-day or what happens to-morrow this thing 

that we are working for is absolutely certain to come to all of us_ 

somehow. It is altogether inevitable. Now this is what we can do: 

We can go back into the history of the advance of women and as 
we trace every step we find this, that every time women have asked 

to do something a little different or have asked to go on into paths 
which they had not theretofore entered there have been objections. 

We must expect that; it is uot at all marvelous or unnatural that 
that should be the case. 

Now. when we are standing to-day for an even greater advance, we 
find those objections made, and we find things being said in regard 
to this movement that are just a repetition of that same old story. 
For instance, when women asked for the right of education, and even 
for primary education, it was said that if women were educated that 
the homes would be ruined; that little children would be neglected; 
and that women would no longer be good wives and mothers. Of 
course, it is almost unbelievable now that such things were ever said, 
but it is true. Again, when women went on and asked: that they 
might be permitted to enter the professions the same old objections 
reared up their heads. AIl of you know that when the women were 
asking for suffrage the same old objections that had been advanced 
against the education of women and the same objections that had 
been advanced against the entrance of women into the professions 
were again raised to show what terrible things would come to pass 
if that additional recognition were given to women. Now, all of 
those things have come to pass, and it was absolutely inevitable that 
they should come to pass. Now, we are here on the threshold of 
another step or another advance for women-—that is, for the recog- 
nition of the equality of women with men under the laws of our 
country, and again the same old objections are made. 

You will hear them to-day and you will hear them to-morrow, and 
I do not know how long. The same old objections are being raised 
to show that this is inadvisable and undesirable. AJ] that we can 
say to you is that it is a repetition; it is a repetition of history in 
regard to the advance of women, and just as those arguments 
were swept away in regard to education, and shown to be altogether 
futile and absurd, so will these objections be swept away. Then, 
when the suffrage movement was under way, how repeatedly we saw 
all of those arguments that had been disdained long before being 
advanced again. Therefore, we know that every argument that is 
now being advanced against the equal rights amendment will be 
swept away. We know that that argument is bound to be laughed 
out of court, and that at some time this thing must come to pass. 

There is one thing that we feel absolutely certain of, and we believe 
that each member of this committee, in his own inner consciousness, 
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at any rate, must feel absolutely certain of it, and that is that this 
principle that we are standing for and that we are presenting to 
you, namely, the equality of men and women in the United States, 
and, indeed, the recognition of that equality in the Constitution of 
the United States, is absolutely bound to come to pass. 

I thank you. 
Miss Youncer. Our next speaker, Mr. Chairman, is Mrs. Nelson 

Whittemore, of Detroit, Mich. She will deal especially with the 
laws as they affect mothers. Mrs. Whittemore is the secretary of 
the Michigan branch of the National Woman’s Party. . 

STATEMENT OF MRS. NELSON WHITTEMORE, OF DETROIT, MICH., 
SECRETARY OF THE MICHIGAN BRANCH OF THE NATIONAL 
WOMAN’S PARTY 

Mrs. Wuirremorr. Mr. Chairman and members of the Judiciary 
Committee, I have come here from Detroit, Mich., for a couple of 
days to attend another hearing. Truly, gentlemen, most of us felt 
that when we achieved the right to vote we probably would not have 
to appear before many more committees in hearings, but that we 
could go about our business, serving our families and serving our 
States and communities. We felt that we would not have to seek 
further for more fields to conquer; but in my own State, particu- 
larly, it was painfully soon apparent to all of us that there were 
many limitations still confronting us. There was in the small town 
of Redford, Mich., with which your Michigan Member, I am sure, 
is familiar, a fine woman, a Mrs. Patterson, who had reached middle 
age and who, having no special cares or duties, felt that she would 
like to serve that small town as justice of the peace. Her fellow 
citizens agreed with her and very proudly and joyfully elected her 
to that office. 
When she appeared to attend to her duties as justice of the peace 

one of the very eminent attorneys of that town arose and said that 
in his judgment a woman could not hold office in the State of Michi- 

gan. You can imagine what a frightful blow that was to us, because 
that woman had been elected by her fellow townsmen to fill that 
office. Therefore we got together and squeezed a little money together 

out of our egg money, dress allowances, etc., and with that money we 

carried that case through the courts and finally to the Supreme Court. 
The Supreme Court said that, in their opinion, a woman could hold 

office in Michigan. So that point was settled after several years had 

gone by. Then we had also to settle the matter of jury service. The 

question of whether women in Michigan could serve on Juries had to 

be determined, and we trailed that question through all of the courts 

until it was finally decided that women in Michigan could serve on 

juries. And so it went with other questions of law. It was certainly 

a great shock to us, and we were perfectly bewildered because we 

found that the legal status of women in Michigan was by no means 

settled or stabilized. 
The women of Michigan did not know what they could do, or 

what thev could not do. Therefore, we decided that we would try 

to get an able opinion on the question of the legal status of women 

in Michigan. I spent considerable time in Detroit, trailing around 
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to find some friends who would help us in that matter. Many of 
those gentlemen said that they were very busy; that they had a 
world of business to attend to, with this suit and that suit pending, 
and that they could not take the time to look these questions up for 
us. However, all of them assured us that they were very certain 
that the conditions in Michigan were ideal for women, and that 
surely there were no particular discriminations against them in any 
way. They claimed that Michigan was really a heavenly place for 
women to live in. Finally, I found one friend who had aided us in 
the past; he said that he was terribly busy, but that he would try 
to take six weeks time to look up the matter for us. Then, I very 
quaveringly asked him about how much it would cost us. He said 
that he would do the best he could for us, but that he did not see 
how he could do it for less than $1,500. And, indeed, he could not, 
because he would have to set aside all of his business. Now, you can 
imagine what that amount meant to us. We were simply staggered. 
Then, gentlemen, you can imagine what a tremendous relief we felt 
when we learned that our legal research department in Washington 
was compiling all of the statutes of the State of Michigan, and was 
printing the compilation in this little booklet entitled, ‘ Michigan 
Laws Discriminating Against Women.” ply Sf 

One of the first things we met up with there was the proposition 
that mothers have not equal rights with fathers over children. We 
said that that could not be so, because, afier a great deal of work, 
we got through the 1921 Michigan Legislature an equal guardianship 
bill. Our legal friends said that that bill was passed by the Michigan 
Legislature, and that we had that law. So we sent back here to the 
research department, and said to them, “ No, our women have an 
equal guardianship law in Michigan.” Our department here sent 
back the word that we had an equal guardianship law, but that it did 
not cover the services or earnings of minor children; that we had 
some guardianship but not all guardianship. Then our friends said, 
* Perhaps that is so.” They said, of course, that was a small matter, 
and that upon the whole we really had an equal guardianship law. 
Now, gentlemen, it is not such a small matter, because, aside from 
the earnings, we found that the law provided that in case of injury 
to a child suit could only be brought by the father, provided the 
family were living intact. That was because under the common law, 
under which my State operates, the father has the sole right to sue. 

The Cuarrman. If the father is the head of the family, and the 
family is intact, what other law would you suggest? 

Mrs. Wuirremore. Possibly the father does not wish to sue; pos- 
sibly the father and mother, while they have not been actually 
divorced, are not living together. Perhaps the father is living in 
some other part of the country and does not wish to institute the suit. 

The Cuarrman. Your statement was that the family was intact, 
and my question was directed to that statement. 

Mis. Wuirremore. It might be legally intact. | 
The Crairman. I beg your pardon for the interruption. 
Mrs. Wurrremore. If that law does not cover injuries, does not 

cover the right to institute suit in case of injury, and does not cover 
the earnings of children, then, Mr. Chairman, in all fairness. it 
can not possibly be an equal guardianship law, and we have before 
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our State legislature a bill, which we are quite certain will pass. 
granting truly equal guardianship to men and women in the State 
of Michigan over their own children. The old English common law 
relating to guardianship still operates in many of the States, as, of 
course, you gentlemen know. It operates in New Jersey, Rhode 
Island, and Virginia. I found that the State of Virginia had a 
rather extraordinary history regarding the equal guardianship law. 
In 1916, an equal guardianship law was passed in that State, and 
it operated there for about three years, or more. In 1919, a revision 
of the laws of that State was ordered to be made by three gentlemen, 
who were to report to the following legislature. Then, the next 
legislature approved that revision of the laws, and the State of Vir- 
ginia adopted it. However, in that revision, the equal guardianship 
provision was revised right out of the laws of Virginia, and that 
State is now back where it was before, without any equal guardian- 
ship law. 

As Miss Vernon pointed out to you, that is the only reason why 
we are here. We can not possibly have equal guardianship. of 
children one year and the next year not have equal guardianship of 
them. We must have the law stabilized so we may know what we 
can do. We want it made definite. Now, to give you another 
example, Florida, which is, probably, the most beautiful State in 
the Union, has an extraordinary law on her statute books. I find 
that Florida is the only State that has such a law, and I think that 
it would be almost too impertinent to think that any other State in 
the country would have such a law. Under this Florida law, in 
case a child is injured, the father can collect for the injury to the 
child, and he can also collect for the mental pain and anguish 
caused the mother by the death of the child. Now truly, that is a 
most extraordinary situation, in which the father can collect for the 
mother’s mental pain and anguish, as well as for the accident to 
the child. 

In the District of Columbia, over which, I believe, you gentlemen 

have exclusive jurisdiction, you have a very extraordinary situation. 

When that dreadful catastrophe occurred at the Knickerbocker The- 
ater, when the roof fell in, it snuffed out the life of a young man 17 

years of age. He was an athlete, in the pink of condition, and he 

was survived by his mother and father. The father was so unbal- 

anced by the shock and grief that in three months’ time he died. 

Then the mother and widow brought suit in the courts to collect dam- 

ages for the death of her son, but the case was thrown out of court 

upon the ground that in the District of Columbia only the next of 

kin could institute the suit. The court held that as between the 

father and mother the father was the sole next of kin and the 

mother had no cause of action. I believe that took place in recent 

years in your beautiful District of Columbia. 
* Mr. Foster. Have you the name of that case ‘ . 

Mrs. Wurrremore. Mrs. Matthews can give it to you. 

Mrs. Marruews. It is not a reported case, but it was decided by 

the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Foster. What is the title of the case ¢ . 

Mrs. Marruews. I will give you the citation. Lyman v. Knicker- 

bocker Theater, District of Columbia Supreme Court, at law, No. 

67204. 
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Mr. Pertman. Is there a written opinion in that case? . 
Mrs. Marruews. There is a written opinion by Justice Siddons. 

The “death by wrongful act” statute says that the action shall be 
for the b_nefit of the next of kin. Under the statute of distributions 
the father is the next of kin, and so the cause of action is in him. 

Mr. Micuener. Did the case go to the court of last resort 4. 
Mrs. Marrurws. I do not think it has gone to the Court of Ap- 

eals. 
> Mrs. Wuirremorr. We could go on citing cases, one after the 
other, showing the existence of glaring inequalities which you, of 
course, would want to correct as well as we. I think that men and 
women alike feel these ills that we seek to rectify. We find that a 
great deal of splendid legislation has gone before. We realize that 
some people are not in favor of our bill on that account, and they 
are continually dragging up the great difficulties that confront us. 
They are continually reminding us of what would happen in this 
case or in that case. Now, I believe that in 40 States we have operat- 
ing so-called mothers’ pensions laws, and they have proven to be of 
ereat benefit. They are probably a certain institution in our life 
for all time. These mothers’ pensions are, in the opinion of many 
people, a misnomer, because they are really children’s pensions. The 
pensions are issued to mothers in some States and in other States 
to the mother and the father, to care for the child so that it will 
not have to be put into an institution and kept away from home. 
Now, we do not see how it would be possible to jeopardize these pen- 
sions to children if we should have equal rights, because frequently 
fathers who are serving sentences in the penitentiary, or who are 
incapacitated through illness or accident, do receive pensions for 
their children. 

Their children are benefited as much as the mother’s children 
are. It is the children who are the beneficiaries, and in nowise the 
mothers. ‘Then, we have that splendid piece of legislation which, 
I presume, you gentlemen helped to pass, known as the Sheppard- 
Towner Act. In my State of Michigan we have a legislative coun- 
cil of Michigan women, of which the National Woman’s Party is a 
member, and that council unanimously indorsed the Sheppard- 
Towner bill. We were very much, gratified when our Michigan 
Legislature took advantage of that law at the last session. Now, how 
that law could be in anywise impaired by this proposed equal rights 
legislation is more than, we can understand, because that act pro- 
vides for the dissemination of information regarding maternity and 
child hygiene. That bill does not provide a single bandage, but 
simply provides for the dissemination of information. When I was 
at Santa Barbara, the visiting nurses reported to me that this in- 
formation was eagerly sought by young men, as well as by young 
women, and that it was of vital interest to men and women alike. 
Now, we%can not see how the equal rights legislation would affect 
the Sheppard-Towner Act. 

Therefore, as Miss Vernon has said, this is truly a case of setting 
up a bugaboo. It is raising up a bugaboo and saying what would 
happen if this legislation were enacted. We find that some States 
do have equal rights. In some States equal rights do exist in all 
these particulars. In those States conditions are adjusted and it 
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does not cause an upheaval. The women do not fly away from their 
homes, but they remain in their homes and the homes are intact. 
That is true because the home is the basis of our whole life. 

Now, we urge you to give your very earnest consideration of this 
idea of equal rights. It does not seem that it should be called a 
new idea. Equality is the basis of our life and it seems as though it 
should be equality for men and for women. 

I thank you. 
Miss Youncer. Our next speaker is Mrs. Burnita Shelton Mat- 

thews, who is a member of the Mississippi bar, a member of the 
United States Supreme Court bar, and chairman of the legal re- 
search department of the National Woman’s Party. It was under 
Mrs. Matthews’s direction that all this legal research work has been 
done, and when she has finished her statement she will be able to 
answer any questions you have. 

The CHarrMan. How many more speakers do you have? 
Miss Youncer. Only one more after Mrs. Matthews, and that is 

Mrs. Murray, a working woman from New York. 

STATEMENT OF MRS. BURNITA SHELTON MATTHEWS, OF HAZLE- 
HURST, MISS., CHAIRMAN, LEGAL RESEARCH DEPARTMENT, 
NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 

Mrs. Marruews. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
we are always told by our brothers and fathers, by our husbands, 
and by most men lawyers that women are great favorites with the 
law. Blackstone, even in his day, thought that. He said that upon 
marriage the personal property of the woman became that of the 
husband; he pointed out how the father had entire control over the 
children, and how the wife’s very existence was merged into that 
of the husband, and then said “so great a favorite is the female with 
the laws of England.” And you gentlemen have been telling us that 
ever since. Now, that is the man’s point of view. 
Now I want to tell you to-day of some of the laws that diserimi- 

nate against women in the various States, and you will have in that 
the woman’s point of view. 

In Maryland there exists the old British statute of 12 Charles 

Il. Under that statute the father has the power to appoint a testa- 

mentary guardian for the child and thus deprive the mother of 

the custody of the child after his death. There is also in Georgia 

a statute which allows the father to appoint a guardian of a child 

who is entitled to the custody of the child after the father’s death, 

except that the mother is permitted to retain the child until it is of 

school age. Mrs. Whittemore has spoken to you about discrimina- 

tions against mothers, and so I am not going into details on this 

subject. 
We are often told that the reason the father has the peeference 

over the mother in parental rights is because he supports the child. 

Now. I am sure that all of you will agree that the mother’s service 

to the child is worth just as mucna as the support of the father; 

moreover, the laws of many of the States make the mother liable 

for the child’s support. 
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There is one question you asked Mrs. Whittemore that I would 
like to cover. You asked about the action in case the child is in- 
jured; that is, how the action would be brought in case the parents 

have equal rights. In the State of Nevada the parents do have 
equal rights. The statute there provides. that the action shall be | 
brought jointly. In Colorado they have equal rights, and the 
statute provides that the action shall be brought jointly. If one 
parent refuses to sue, the other may sue alone; or, if one parent has 
abandoned the child, the other may maintain the action. 

The Cuairman. How do you dispose of the proceeds where the 
action is brought jointly ¢ | 

Mrs. Marrurws. Why, they are equally entitled to the proceeds. 
Now, in the case of the legitimate child, you see that the superior 

rights are always conferred upon the father; but, when it comes to 
the illegitimate child, the existence of which is frowned upon by 
society, the laws of practically all of the States leave the father in 
the background, and place the brunt of the burden on the mother. 
There are some States, like Idaho, Virginia, and Texas, which have 
no laws whereby the father can be required to contribute toward 
the support of such a child, even though he acknowledges it as jis. 

In some of the States of this country, when a woman marries, the 
law just takes her under its wing, and she is not permitted to go 
into business unless she can get the consent of a court or her hus- 
band; but the most ignorant man can carry on a business without the 
consent of his wife or any court. Some of those States are: Nevada, 
Texas, and Florida. You know just the other day Mrs. Ferguson, 
who is now serving as governor of Texas, found it necessary ‘to 
bring a petition under this Texas law asking that her disabilities 
be removed in order that her contracts as governor might not be 
attacked. Of course, if we had.a national equal rights amendment, 
that would not be necessary. 

The CuHatrrman. Mr. Sumners ought to know about that in Texas. 
Mr. Sumwners. I wonder if the court did remove the disability. 
Mrs. Marrnews. The court did. I have a copy of the decree and 

the decree recites that “ consent of her husband having been given,” 
and so on. [| Laughter.| 

There is another point which is very bad in the Texas law; but, 
in that respect Texas is not alone. They have a double standard of 
morals in the divorce laws. If the wife is guilty of infidelity, one 
act, the husband may forthwith divorce her; on the other hand, if 
the husband is guilty of a single act of infidelity, the wife can not 
divorce him for that.. He must abandon her and live in infidelity 
before she can divorce him for infidelity. Also, under the divorce 
laws of Maryland, if the woman misconducts herself before mar- 
riage and the husband finds it out afterwards, then he can divorce 
her; but, no matter how he may have conducted himself before mar- 
riage, that is not a ground for divorce. 

Also, you will find in some of the States the woman, in the mar- 
riage relation, is not protected as much as the man is. For instance, 
in Maine, if any person interferes in the home life, alienates the 
affections of the wife or something of that kind, the husband has a 
remedy: on the other hand, if a person alienates the affection of the 
husband, and breaks up the home of the wife, why, she does have an 



14 EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION 

action, but it is only against a woman that she has an action. For 
instance, if the husband’s father entices him away from her, why, she 
cali not ‘sue at all; she is not protected. It is just as it is under the 
common law. Also in Minnesota a similar situation exists. 

Now, in all the States except probably the eight community-prop- 

erty States, the services of the wife belong to the husband. ‘There- 
fore, in at least 40 States marriage is not a partnership between 
equals, where each partner owns his own labor. Nor is it a partner- 
ship where the partners jointly own the property acquired by their 
mutual efforts. The wife may spend the best years of her life labor- 

ing in the home or assisting the husband in his business; but 1f pros- 

perity comes, all the property belongs to the husband. 
Mr. Fosrer. What are the eight? 
Mrs. Marruews. California, New Mexico, Nevada, Washington, 

Arizona, Louisiana, Texas, and Idaho. 
Mr. Sumners, Would you mind mentioning Texas first, please’ 

[ Laughter. | 
The Cxarrman. What are those eight States—you say they are the 

exceptions ? 
Mrs. Matruews. The community-property States. Under the com- 

munity-property system all property acquired after marriage by the 

joint efforts of the husband and wife is community property, belongs 

to them jointly. The great trouble with that system is that they give 

to the husband the entire control of this community property. I will 

get to that just a little bit later. 
In Georgia the earnings of the married woman still belong to her 

husband. There was one case there where the woman put her earn- 

ings with those of her husband and bought a little home. He took 

the deed in his name, and then he conveyed it away. In Georgia, 

the husband can convey away property without the consent of the 

wife. So he just conveyed away the home she helped to buy. She 

went into court and said, “I would either like to have the money 

I have put into this, or be decreed my part of the property.” But 

the court held that the declaration did not state a cause of action, 

because if the wife’s earnings belong to the husband, so did property 

purchased with the earnings. Therefore she had no action what- 

ever. In one case where a married woman undertook to bargain with 

some sort of a company, and in this bargain her husband was to per- 

form some kind of service, the court actually scrutinized the con- 

tract to see if any question of peonage might-be involved. Asa 

result of this rule that the husband owns the services of his wife. 

he has the right to recover damages for the loss of the wife’s services 

when she is injured. This is the common-law rule. It obtains in a 

number of States, among them Illinois, Colorado, Delaware, Ne- 

braska, Michigan, Mississipp), Missouri. New York, Tennessee, and 

many other States. You would be very much surprised to find out 

how much the wife’s services are worth when the husband is suing 

for the loss of them. [Laughter.] 

Also. the law discriminates against women in property rights. 

In the State of Florida, the husband has the right to manage and 

control even the wife’s separate property, and I won't forget Texas. 

Texas does not permit the wife to dispose of her separate property 
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without the husband joins, although he can dispose of his without 
her joining. And in the State of Nevada—— 

Mr. Monracur. Can you dispose of land without the wife join- 
ing in Texas? | 

Mrs. Marrnegws. Yes, sir; the land belonging to the “ community,” 
except the homestead. In the State of Nevada, too, this community 
property, acquired even by the wife’s earnings and the husband’s 
earnings, may be disposed of by the husband. There was a Senator 
here not so many years ago who gave to a town in Nevada a $50,000 
opera house and his wife did not sign the deed, although the deed 
covered community property belonging to both of them. She went 
into court and said, “I did not sign the deed and [I insist. on my 
rights in the community property.” The court told her she had no 
rights that he could not deed away if he had a mind to. That was 
the case of Senator Nixon. Also in Michigan, the State that Mrs. 
Whittemore comes from—the property laws discriminate against 
women, and the women feel this very keenly, I will say, because when 
I was there I know many of them spoke to me about it. I will give 
you a case and that will explain it better; a woman bought some 
property with her own money and thought it would be kind of nice 
to the husband to take it in the name of both of them, and she found 
that what they had then was an estate by the entirety, which entitled 
the husband to all the rents and profits. In some way the wife got 
out of possession, and the husband would not let her come back, and 
he was entitled to all the rents and profits from the grape farm, and 
she had no remedy. . 

Mr. Micupner. She might have filed a bill in equity and the 
court would see that the money was distributed, in Michigan, accord- 
ing to the equities of the case. Did she do that? | 

Mrs. Matruews. Yes; she did apply to the court. Do you want 
the citation / | 

Mr. MicHener. Yes. | 
Mrs. Marruews. Morrill v. Morrill, 188 Michigan, 112. 
Mr. Micurner. It was taken into equity ? 
Mrs. Marruews. I say that she went into court; I do not know 

whether it was an equitable action or an action at law. 
Mr. Micuener. I think not. 
Mrs. Matrnews. That is not the only case on that point, but that 

is the only one I can give just this minute. It is definitely settled 
there that the husband has the rents and profits from an estate by 
the entirety. 

Mr. Micuener. There is not any doubt about that; at the same 
time the wife has a dower interest in the husband’s property, and 
the husband does not have in the wife’s property. 

Mrs. Marruews. Yes. 
Mr. Micuener. The wife can deal with her property in Michigan 

as if she were a femme sole. Ee 
Mrs. Marruews. Yes; I admit that Michigan is one of the few 

States where that is true. 
Mr. Micuener. In other words, I may own real property in my 

own name, but I can do nothing with it unless my wife sions: on 
the other hand, my wife may own property in her own name and 

32174—25—_-sER 50 ys 
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she may do with it as,she sees fit and I need not sign and have 
no dower and no curtesy.| And if your equal rights bill became 
a law, then I, would have the same right in my wife’s property that 
my wife has in my property. 
Mrs. Marrnews. I think it could be. arranged that way in each 

State. In these few States 
_ Mr. Micuener. Your bill, then, would take away from the women 
in Michigan a very important thing which they to-day have. 

Mrs, Marrnews. It might take away from them in that respect, 
but it would give them many things which they do not now have and 
more than compensate them for this particular thing. 

Mr. Micuenrr. But that same condition is true in many other 
States, is it not? 

Mrs. Marrnews. No; not.in many other States. 
Mr. Foster. It would give equal rights to the man in that par- 

ticular respect. 
Mrs. Marrugews. Yes, it would give equal rights to the man. 

We are perfectly willing that it should give equal rights to the 
man; we are not trying to get any advantage over men. 

The CHairman. I think the men need equal rights, and then 
after awhile instead of mother’s pensions we will have father’s 
pensions. Hy y 

Mrs. Marrunws. We do have father’s pensions in Colorado. 
The CHatrman. Oh, that is so far away I did not know it. 

| Laughter. |. 
Mrs. Marruews. Moreover, you might just as well call it father’s 

pensions as mother’s pensions, because the farther’s children get a 

pension when he is in an insane asylum, imprisoned, disabied, or 

something of that kind. | | 
Also, there are inheritance laws which discriminate against 

women. In some States, as for example Arkansas and West Vir- 

ginia, if a child dies, and leaves no descendants, it is the father 

who inherits the entire estate to the exclusion of the mother. It 

does not matter what has been the attitude of the father and 

mother toward: the child. She may have observed all of her 

duties and he none of his; nevertheless, if the child dies without a 

will and leaves no descendants, the father gets the property. I 

will also tell you that New Mexico and Nevada (community-property 

states) the husband can will his half of the community property 

to anybody he pleases; on the other hand, when the wife dies, it is 

a general rule that she can not will any of her half away from her 

husband—not even to her own children. 

Mr. Sumners. Do you mean to apply that statement to Texas? 

Mrs. Marrurws. No, sir. [Laughter-. | 

Mr. Monracur. What States does it apply to? You said they had 

community property in Texas. 
Mrs. Marrnews. I mentioned particularly the States of New 

Mexico and Nevada, which are community-property States. That 

was also true in California until 1923, when we adjusted that parti- 

cular point in California, but not until we had tried for many years. 

Then women are discriminated against in holding public offiee- 

For instance, in lowa no woman can be a member of the legislature. 

We are trying to change that by a constitutional amendment, that 
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is, a State constitutional amendment. Also in the State of Wis- 
consin no woman can be employed in the legislature, and I want to 
tell you something that happened there. You know, we secured 
the passage of a law in Wisconsin saying that women shall have 
the same rights as men, and so on, but there was a protective clause 
put in this bill. It said that the bill should not be construed to 
deprive females of the special protection which they now enjoy for 
the general welfare. After we passed this equal rights law, we 
thought, of course, women could be employees of the legislature; 
that the equal rights law had superseded a statute limiting employ- 
ment by the legislature to men. But the Attorney General held that 
the equal rights law was not to be construed to deprive females 
of the special protection they now enjoy for the general welfare, 
and it was for the protection of women to be excluded from these 
nice jobs as employees of the legislature, because very often the 
holders of such jobs had to work long hours. 

Mr. Fosrer. That was Wisconsin ¢ 
Mrs. Marruews. That was Wisconsin. 
Mr. Foster. I wanted to be sure of that. [Laughter. | 
Mrs. Marruews. Now, it is not just the State legislatures that 

discriminate against us: it is also the Congress which discriminates 
against us. Just in 1924 Congress passed an immigration law, you 
know. Under this immigration law imagine our surprise to find 
that if a man citizen is living in this country and wants to get in 
his foreign wife, alien wife, who is living abroad, why, she can just 
come in regardless of the quota. On the other hand, when I was 
investigating a case the other day for an American woman, a very 
nice woman, who had married a foreigner and wanted to get her 
husband into this country, I found he was subject to the quota. He 
was not accorded the exemption accorded the alien wife of the man 
citizen. He can only come in subject to the quota. 

Mr. Sumners. Is not that a case where we let the women in and 
do not let the men in? 

Mrs. Marrnews. We are considering the citizens of the United 
States. The immigration law gives a right to an American man 
citizen which it denies to an American woman citizen. Y 

The Cuatrman. But you forget when she married a foreign hus- 
band she became a foreigner and was no longer a citizen of the 
United States. 

Mrs. Marruews. No, sir. [ Laughter. | 
Mr. Micuener. That was true until September 22, 1929. 
Mrs. Marruews. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Micrener. When the law was changed. 
Mrs. Marrnews. Yes, sir. And even under that law women were 

not given full, equal citizenship rights, you know. 
Mr. Foster. What you complain of is that the American man 

ean bring his foreign wife over, but the American wife can not 
bring her foreign husband over? 

Mis. Marrurews. That is the idea. | 
Mr. Sumwners. Is there not another way to state that, that the 

foreign wife can get in, but the foreign husband has difficulty? 
Mrs. Matruews. You can state it that way, if you like. 
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Mr. Micuener. The reason for that is that in drafting the immi- 

eration law the word “wife” is used and the word “husband ” 
is not used, and the Department of Labor, in interpreting that law, 

instead of construing the law liberally | 
Mrs. Marrurws. No, sir; that is not it. It is very definite, and if 

you will get it, you will find it names what persons are entitled 

to be exempted from the quota and goes on and says “ children ” and 

then says “ wife,” and thtn goes on and tells about those that are 

not exempt from the quota. 
Mr. Micuener. That is just what I said. The law expressly 

uses the word “wife” in the statute, and does not use the word 

“husband.” 
Mrs. Marrnews. Later on it uses the word “ husband.” 

Mr. Micurenerr. But not in this particular section, and that is the 

reason given by the Department of Labor in construing that statute— 

why the husband can not come in. / . 

Mrs. Marrnews. No, sir; I think you are wrong, and I will tell you 

why 
Mr. Micuener. I have had one case. 
Mrs. Marrunws. I have, too [laughter]; the provision of the law 

says that the husband, while he can not come in regardless of the 

quota, that he is entitled to a preference in granting the visé, you 

know. 
Mr. MicHener. Yes. 
Mrs. Marrurws. Well, now, they certainly must have known they 

were talking about the husband; they put it right down there defi- 

nitely, and the husband gets only the preference that attaches to those 

immigration visés. 
Mr. Micuenrr. We do not disagree. 

Mr. Peruman. The law makes the wife “ nonquota ” and then pro- 

vides for the immigrants in the quota and includes the husband in 

the quota law. 
Mr. Micuener. That is just what I have stated. 

Mr. Suarners. I would like to ask you one question in regard to 

this particular case: Suppose this proposed constitutional amend- 

ment had been adopted and was part of the organic law now. Could 

you get in both the husband and wife or get in neither? 

Mrs. Marrnews. Well, you would have to adjust that: you would 

have to treat them both the same. 

Mr. Scmyens. I know; but which way would: the sameness work ¢ 

Mrs. Marruews. I think you men here in Congress would have to 

decide that. 
Mr. Sumners. You are talking about enacting a new law, and I 

am talking about law under this amendment as a part of the Con- 

stitution. 
Mrs. Marrnews. I understand. 
Mr. Sumxers. You could not broaden a State law by reason of a 

constitutional amendment, could you! 

Mrs. Marrurws. Of course, there are court interpretations for 

this, and some court interpretations hold 

Mr. Fosrer. Your point is you are willing for her to come in, but 

you want to provide in the law they have equal opportunities. 

Mr. Sumners. How would you provide in the law to let them all 

have that right ? 
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Mr. MicHEeNER. Just insert the one word “husband ” in this law 

‘as it now is, so far as this particular statute is concerned, and then 

the husband would have the same right of preference which the wife 

has to-day. By : 
Mr. Monracvr. And there is no prohibition against the amend- 

ment of the law in that particular. : ; 

Mr. Semners. I would like to ask a question while we are dealing 

with this one question. You undertook to deal with discriminatory 

State laws? 
Mrs. Marruews. Yes, sir. 4 9th Dl, 
Mr. Sumners. Suppose the State enacts a discriminatory law 

extending power, granting a privilege, broadening it in a general 

line. Would the effect of this proposed amendment be to nullify the 

attempted extension of power which did discriminate, rather than 
to broaden that power and take in women, for instance, who are not 
provided for in the original bill? I am asking for information; I 
am really asking this as a serious question. 

Mrs. Marruews. I think that what would be adopted would be a 
general rule; for instance, if a power could be exercised by all men 
and by unmarried women, this amendment would have the effect of 
bringing married, women into this class. J think the general rule 
would be adopted. | 

Mr. Sumners. I see the difficulty in fully answering that, because 
you would have to stop to think with reference to the particular 
class of cases I have asked you with reference to. 

Mrs. Matruews. Yes. . Ds 
Mr. Sumners. I wish you would look it up and answer that ques- 

tion in your brief—will you? } : 
Mrs. Marruews. I will be glad to have you submit something to 

us that is more definite. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. Micuener. Something you understand ? 
Mrs. Marruews. Well, something that. is more definite. 
Mr. Sumners. You have the maximum of my ability in that re- 

spect, and if you will look at the question, when you do examine my 
questions close enough, I think I make my meaning plain. 

Mrs. Marruews. Now, I wanted to take up a few of the objections 
that have been made, and one objection is that it will do away with 
the Sheppard-Towner Act—the act for the promotion of maternity 
and infancy. Now, you know that this act just provides for the giv- 
ing of information, really, and if a man wants information under 
that act he can get it, and frequently the men do get it; the wives 
send the men in and they get the information: Moreover, it is for the 
benefit of boy babies as well as for the benefit of girl babies. More- 
over, a law is equal that apples equally to everybody similarly situ- 
ated. We have a law now for soldiers, like the soldiers’ bonus. That 
law does not apply to all men, but it is equal because it applies to 
all men who have performed particular services. Even if there are 
laws for pregnant women. they are equal because they apply to all 
persons who are pregnant. 

Another point which is frequently made is that the equal rights 
amendment will do away with the requirement for the support of the 
family. You know this question about the husband supporting the 
wife reminds me of a little story that I heard down in Mississippi, 
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which is my native State. There were some young men who were 
talking about voting on election day and they were saying who they 
were going to support, and so on, and they stumbled on an old colored 
lady as they were w alking i in the house, who was sw eeping the floor, 
and they said, “Antie, who are you going to support?” She looked 
much amazed for a while and then she said, “Tis going to support 
the same old man I has always supported.” (Laughter, i So I think 
if you pass this equal rights amendment, the women will be support- 
ing the same men they have alw ays supported. 
You would be surprised to read through the laws of this country 

with reference to support and to find how ‘the liability of the wife has 
been extended. ‘The only effective means of compelling support of 
children is under the criminal laws. Most of these laws place the 
responsibility upon the father and mother. They say ‘ ‘any parent 
who leaves his or her child in destitute circumstances” may be 
brought within the criminal support laws. Moreover, there are 
States whose laws provide that the husband and wife shall be liable 
for the support of the family—for the family’s expenses. For in- 
stance, in Lowa, there is a statute which says that the husband and 
wite are liable for family expenses. A woman was sued for a dia- 
mond stud which her husband had bought. The lower court said a 
diamond stud is not a family expense, and that the lady was not 
liable for that. The creditor was not satisfied and he appealed to 
the Supreme Court of Iowa, and the supreme court said that a dia- 
mond stud, when used by the husband to pin his cravat, and when a 
family is in pretty good circumstances, could be a family expense, 
and the supreme court directed the lower court to try the case on its 
merits. There is a law like that, too, in Illinois, Colorado, and many 
of the other States. New Hampshire has a law which says that any 
parent which deserts his or her child is liable under the criminal 
laws, and then it says that any woman who deserts her husband, or 
any woman who deserts her children, without cause, can be sent to 
jail for six months or fined so much money; and, if she is fined, the 
Are may be applied, in the discretion of the court, to the benefit of 
the deserted husband and children. 

Mr. Micnenrr. You want all the States, then, to have laws like 
New Hampshire? Now, in Michigan, for instance, and many other 
States, it works just the other way. In Michigan the diamond-stud 
situation would be reversed; a wife might buy a diamond pin and 7 
it was a thing used in her station in life it might be construed as 
necessity and ‘the husband would be responsible for it. 

Mrs. Marruews. I will tell you, I do not know whether 
Mr. Micuener. But the woman can not be held if the husband 

buys anything; she is not responsible in any way. 
Mrs. Marriews. I do not know whether that i is true or not. In 

Michigan the husabnd is liable for the necessaries. This statute in 
Towa says, “ family expenses” and the court pointed out that * fam- 
ily expenses ” ooes further than “necessaries.” 
“Mr. MICHENER. The Michigan statutes are very clear, and in sey- 

eral other States, on the question of whether a diamond pin may be 
necessary for a woman in a certain station in life, it is a question of 
fact and goes beyond mere food, raiment, and clothing. 
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Mrs. Mametval I do not think there is’ any Michigan statute 
which defines the support the wife is entitled to; it is just governed 
by the common law. 

Mr. Micuener. In Michigan the statute is sind that the wife is 
entitled to support. Then ‘it is a question of what support is, and 
that is determined by the station in which folks live. 

Mr. Hicxry. Well, do you want the Iowa rule to have general 
application ? 

Mrs. Marrnews. I just spoke of the Iowa rule to show you what 
the States are doing. Of course, each State could establish its own 
rule as to liability. The whole tendency is toward making the 
wife lable for the support of the family. : 

Mr. Sumners. You mean there is an increased legislative tendency 
m that direction ? 

Mrs. Marruews. Yes, sir; all the time. 
Mr. Sumwners. As you have examined the laws of the several 

States, have you discovered any disposition on the part of the States 
to bring the laws to a more uniform basis in reference to the husband 
and wife, or is the contrary true? 

Mrs. Matruews. You see, we go into the State legislatures and 
work for these bills, and we agitate and agitate for them. 

Mr. Sumners. Can you answer my question—what was your dis- 
covery with reference to the tendency in the several States toward 
increasing or removing the objections which you urged? 

Mrs. Marruews. When we go into a State and str ugele for meas- 
ures the tendency is to give a “few of the things we ask. If we ask 
for 10 maybe they will give 1; if we ask for 20 maybe they will give 
2 or 3. We asked for 25 in New York and I think they gave us, 
probably, 4 small points. The States take away some things after 
they give them. 
Mr. Susrners. Applying it to both sorts, is this tendency toward 

relieving the things, the inequalities you complain of, or toward in- 
creasing ? 

Mrs. Marruews. Well, I think that the tendency is toward im- 
provement. I do not hardly see how it could be otherwise, but we 
have to watch very carefully and to spend a great deal of our time in 
protesting against all these various things, and even if it were true 
we could remove all the discriminations in all of the States, we would 
still ask for the amendment, because we want to write this principle 
of equal rights into the fundamental law of the land. 

Mr. Sumners. I am going to ask you to return—I think it is 
rather important—to the point I raised a while ago; that is, if this 
proposed amendment should become a part of the or ganic law and 
the State legislatures should undertake to grant some special advan- 
tage to the women and did not grant a similar and equal advantage 
to the ee would not that effort on the part of the legislature be a 
nullit 
Mra Marruews. Yes; I think that it would be. 
Mr. Fosrer. While you have that digest there, what i is the funda- 

mental difference in Ohio; what does your digest show in Ohio? I 
was just curious to know w hat you have found. 

Mrs. Marrnews. Well, we secured the passage, I think at the last 
session of the legislature, in 1923, of an equal euar dianship law 
giving the father and mother equal rights. 
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Mr. Foster. I was not trying to get you to tell what you did do, 
but what it is they should do. 

Mrs. Marrnews. Let me think. 
Mr. Sumners. She has three pages of it. 
Mr. Foster. I thought I had better bite now than let it come like 

a flood later, like in the case of Texas. 
Mrs. Marrnews. One thing Ohio does, it has about 16 occupations 

from which it excludes women. 
Mr. Montacur. What are those occupations? 
Mrs. Marruews (reading) : 

The employment of females in the following occupations or capacities is 
hereby prohibited, to wit: As crossing watchmen, section hands, express driver, 
moulder, bell hop, taxi driver, jitney driver, gas or electric meter reader, 
ticket seller, except between the hours of 6 o’clock a. m. and 10 o'clock p. m.,, 
as workers in blast furnaces, smelters, mines, quarries, except in the offices 
thereof; shoe-shining parlors, bowling alleys, pool rooms, barrooms, and saloons, 
or public-drinking places which cater to male customers exclusively and in 
which substitutes for intoxicating liquors are sold or advertised for sale; on 
delivery Service wagons or automobiles, in operating freight or baggage eleva- 
tors, in baggage handling, freight handling, and trucking of any kind, or in 
employments requiring frequent or repeated lifting of weights over 25 pounds. 

Mr. Monracur. Would you repeal those if you had your way? 
Mrs. Marrnews. We think the woman should be left to decide for 

herself what occupations she should enter into. We do not think 
she needs the guardianship of the State in this respect. For in- 
stance, it says there, no woman shall be a taxi driver. In New York 
a woman had tuberculosis; her husband died and left her with two 
children, and the doctor told her what she should do was to get 
out in the open air, and she had no money, and she was driving 
this car and taking passengers, and, being out in the air so much, 
it cured her disease and the passenger hire enabled her to support 
her children. If she had been living in States like Ohio she could 
not do that. Another thing, there is no law, you know 

Mr. Foster. Of course, you understand Ohio does not have New 
York City in it. [Laughter. | 

Mrs. Marruews. It says no woman can be a meter reader. 
Mr. Foster. That is the person who goes down in the basements to 

read meters. 
Mrs. Marruews. Yes; we asked why that was. They said “Oh, 

well, it is dangerous for a woman to go down in a basement; ” but, 
you see, the women.can go down in the basement and scrub the 

floors, and nobody raises any objection except when it is a nice job. 

Mr, Micuener. Do you not think there is a distinction between a 

woman going around the house and crawling up in the attic and 

taking care of the house, and going around to strange houses, strange 

places? A good housewife should take care of the cellar. Do you 

not think there is a distinction ? 
Mrs. Marrnews. It is not only the good housewife who goes down 

in the cellar; there are a lot of women who go around scrubbing 

floors for a living. } 
Mr. Foster. When you go out to read a gas meter, you go into 

every house, good, bad, and indifferent, and worse. That was the 

object they had in mind right along, to prevent any lady from 

taking any position that took her into the basements of the worst 
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residences, and into the worst part of some bad cities, as an extreme 
ease. That is what they had in mind. 

Mr. Monracur. Whether the purpose was wise or unwise, was not 
the purpose of the law to protect the women of Ohio rather than to 
injure them? 

Mrs. Marruews. I have no doubt that was probably the intent of 
the law. 

Mr. Monracur. That was the intent of the law; it may fail, but 
it was the intent. 

Mrs. Marruews. But it is like this: You see, if you establish this 
principle that women can be excluded from all kinds of occupations, 
it simply means when employment is scarce and there is probably a 
lot of competition that the men employees will be glad to take ad- 
vantage of those circumstances to insist that the women be further 
protected. 

Mr. Sumners. May I ask you one question right there, and it 
affects this whole proposition: Do you not think the people of Ohio, 
who live there and know the local conditions, are in a better posi- 
tion to judge—the women there, the legislature there, and all the 
folks there are in a better position to judge—what sort of a law 
ought to govern in that particular case than Congress, and now they 
have an opportunity to use discretion. Spied : 

Mrs. Marruews. I do not think the point is whether they are in 
a better position to judge. Congress will only say to them by this 
amendment, “ You can enact whatever law. you please, but you 
must not have a law which establishes one rule for women and 
another rule for men.” i OT aes 

Mr. Sumners. But if you should exclude women from. just this 
sort of thing—lI do not say it is wise, but if the people there should 
think it was wise and undertook to exclude the women, they either 
could not do it or they would have to exclude the men, too, would 
they not / 

Mrs. Marruews. They would have to prohibit them both or allow 
both to do it. | ‘¥ | 

Mr. Sumwners. Here is the point that bothers me: I agree, if I 
may speak as one member of the committee, with reference to the 
general proposition, that these discriminatory laws with reference 
to property, etc., ought to be abolished, but we come to this serious 
question—and I believe I express what is in the minds of a good 
many members of the committee—it is a pretty serious thing for the 
great Federal Government, that can not possibly know these local 
conditions, by its own mandate to put a limit upon the discretion 
of the people and governments of the several States as to how 
they shall deal with those matters which affect their respective 
citizens. 

Mrs. Marruews. You know, Congress can not pass this amend- 
ment by itself; after it has considered the amendment, three-fourths 
of the States have to adopt it. 

Mr. Sumwners. It does not matter at all to me as to the method 
by which it is done. I am talking about the result when this becomes - 
a pest of our organic law—the effect on our system. 

Mrs. Marruews. You see, when the States adopt this, when three- 
fourths of the States adopt this, the other States have agreed to 
be bound by the adoption. 
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Mr. SUMNERS. That is true; but when this becomes a part of the 
organic law, it affects not only the generation in ‘being but. all 
generations to come, and it affects not only our Nation’s govern- 
mental policy, but affects virtually the whole scheme of government 
in this entire country of ours. J am very candid to tell you that 
is my difficulty, and if you can address yourself to that point it 
would be helpful to me. 

Mrs. Marrnews. We think the principle of equal rights between 
men and women is so important that it should be protected by the 
supreme law of the land; that this principle should be put into the 
highest law of the land and that no State should have authority 
to ignore this basic principle. 

Mr. Fosrrr. Did the National Woman’s Party organization op- 
pose that law when. it was enacted in Ohio? 

Mrs. Marrnews. You see, the Woman’s Party was organized to 
work for suffrage; then, in 1921 we organized to work for these 
specific things and I am pretty sure it was on the statute books 
at that time. 
Fier Hickxry. Did the women favor the passage of those laws in 

110 % 
Mrs. Marrnews. I can not tell you that; I can not go into that. 

We have a speaker here on women in industry and she can tell 
you about whether the women lke these kind of laws or not. 

Mr. Foster. You have mentioned that item; is there anything 
else fundamentally wrong in Ohio? 

Mrs. Maruews. This principle that the services of the wife in 
the home belong to the husband, and the right of the husband to 
recover damages when she is injured is recognized there. Ohio is 
a pretty good State; Ohio is a State where they do not have any 
difficulty about dower and curtesy, because they give both the hus- 
band and the wife dower; it is absolutely equal. What we would 
like to do is 

Mr. Fosrrr. Of course, they have women in the House of Repre- 
sentatives and Senate and on the Supreme Bench, I think 

Mrs. Marrnews. Yes, sir. We are asking for in Ohio at the 
present time a bill to give women teachers in the public schools 
equal pay with men. Although teaching was the earliest pro- 
fession open to women, there are only about nine States which 
provide in their law against discrimination in pay between men and 
women for like services. : 

Mr. Peruman. Is New York one of those States? 
Mrs. Marrnews. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bowurne. It is very evident you have given this matter care- 

ful consideration. Will you kindly tell us what discrimination you 
have found in the laws of Alabama along this line? 

Mrs. Marruews. Well, the wife is not allowed to convey her real 
estate unless her husband joins in it; but, on the other hand, a 
man can convey his real property, subject to her dower, of course, 
which gives him, of course, authority to dispose of about two- 
thirds of his real estate. That is one. Another one is in regard 

to children; the father is, of course, the sole natural guardian, 
under the old common law. There has never been any change in 
that. although in case of divorce the court can decide, with some 
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preference to be given to the father. Also, in case the child has an 
estate, the father is preferred as the guardian of that estate. ‘Those 
are some of them. 

Mr. Dyer (presiding). As I understand it, you have prepared a 
brief or memorandum covering these discriminatory laws and ex- 
ceptions in the various States, have you not? 

Mrs. Marruews. Well, I do not know. What did you want it for 4 
I do not know whether I have anything just for your purpose or not. 

Mr. Dyer. I say your statement includes a general résumé of all 
the States; that is, where the laws already give preference to the men 
over women / 

Mrs. Marrurws. No, sir; we have not made a research and com- 
piled complete information for all the various States. We are going 
to do that when we have entirely completed the research; but, you 
see, when we need information for our various States we just take 
a State and go from the first page of the code to the end of it, and 
then take up all the decisions. When we get through doing that for 
each State, then we will put all the States together. 

Mr. Dyer. I just asked you for information. 
Mr. Bowrtne. May I ask you one more question? I think this 

question probably has been answered here before, but I want your 
opinion: Is it impossible to remove any of those discriminations 
without this constitutional amendment ? 

Mrs. Marrnews. Why, we are working all the time, you know, to 
remove them, and we make gains in the States now and then, and 
sometimes we find the gains which we make, or the gains which 
women have heretofore made, are taken away from them. Some- 
times women work for 5 years or 3 years, and in one case as 
many as 30 years, to get them back. But, of course, they are going 
forward and probably could get it in the course of many, many 
years—a long time from now—just by State action. But if we did, 
the States at any time could take away what they gave, and we want 
to write it into the Constitution, so that then the principle must be 
observed and no State be able to ignore it. ) 

Mr. Bowtine. You would not have the power given to tha 
Federal Government to prevent a State from repealing a law. 

Mrs. Marrnews. No; the States can do that; the State can repeal 
its law, but it must set up a standard of equality in the place of it. 

Mr. Bow1ine. Suppose they want to change that law a little 
later on? 

Mrs. Marruews. It can change that, change it as much as it 
pleases, just so it observes this principle of equality. 

Mr. Dyer. How much more have you that you wish to bring to 
the attention of the committee? 

Mrs. Marruews. I think I have said all I ought to say just now. 
Mr. Dyer. I was going to suggest if you have not finished and 

you have a statement that you have prepared, which you want to 
add to it, and it is not too long, I am sure there would be no objection 
to putting itin. | 

Mrs. Marruews. Thank you, sir, but I have not any prepared 
statement. 

Mr. Fosrrr. In view of the fact you represent the National 
Woman’s Party, as the only organization advocating this, may I ask 
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what is the membership of your National Woman’s Party, and how 
is it distributed? I think it is advisable to show something along 
that line in view of the statement of one of your predecessors that 

the National Woman’s Party was the only organization advocating 

this. , 

Mrs. Marruews. I personally do not know, and I would not be 

authorized to give it, because so far as I know we do not do that. 

Mr. Fosrrr. You say you would not give it. 
Mrs. Marruerws. No. 
Mr. Fosrer. I withdraw the question; I did not know your atti- 

tude on it. 
Mr. Micuener. Now let us see, you appear here, then, as an 

organization asking us to do something, and contend that you are 

representing the women of the country. [Cries of “Oh, no!” 
“No!?] 

Mr. Micurnrr. The National Woman’s Party, then. 

Mrs. Marruews. Yes. | 
Mr. Micuener. And you refuse to tell us who constitutes that 

party ¢ 
Miss Youncer. Oh, no. 
Mr. Mrcuener. And what part of the women of the country it 

represents ¢ 
Mrs. Marruews. If you would like to have a list of our State 

chairmen in the various States and our various boards we will be 

glad to submit that. 
Mr. Micuener. I am not interested in that; I am interested, when 

any organization comes here to ask for anything as an organization, 

to know what that organization is—what per cent of our women, 

what per cent of our female population, is interested in the particu- 

lar move which you are sponsoring. 

Mrs. Marrrews. I think if you had a list of our State officers and 

of individual State boards, you would be able to judge who those 

women are, and whether or not they are representative. 

Mr. Micrener. I do not want to take issue with you, but we 

have organizations in Washington who have letterheads showing 

two or three representatives in each State, and who come before our 

committee very often and say they represent so and so; and, when 

you get down to the bottom of it, you find it is a Washington organl- 

vation with half a dozen or 20 people in the several States who have 

no real knowledge about what these folks are doing here in Wash- 

ington, and, as a matter of fact, they do not represent anything 

except the few people who appear from Washington. 

Mrs. Wuerremore. I would be just delighted to show our repre- 

sentative and let him cast his eyes over our letterhead to start with 

now, and to furnish him with a list of our executive committee 1n 

Michigan. 
uh 

Mr. Micuener. I am thoroughly familiar with your organization 

in Michigan. 
Mr. Monvracun. What was the first question asked ? 

Mr. Fosrrr. I was prompted to ask this question solely by the 

fact I received a communication signed by the Woman’s National 

Organization, with some 10 or 12 others opposed to it, and two 

speakers this morning referred to the fact the National Womans 

Party was the only woman’s party fostering this amendment. 
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Mrs. Wuirrenmore. I believe so. 
Mr. Fosrrr. I was trying to get her to give us an approximate 

idea of how many there were in the organization and how general 
throughout the country it is represented. Have you that informa- 
tion? 

Mrs. Wuirremore. I do not know that I can answer your inquiry 
for the country, but I can answer for my own State. 

Mr. Dyer. Answer it for your own State, then, as far as you can; 
answer it as far as Michigan is concerned. 

Mrs. Waurrremore. In Michigan the National Woman’s Party has 
been organized since about 1914, if I am not mistaken. I was the 
acting chairman and chairman for a number of years in that State, 
and after the suffrage amendment passed there was a period wherein 
no activity was taken, because, gentlemen, we thought none would 
be necessary. ‘Then, when we ‘reorganized in 1921 we reorganized 
on a different basis. I should say in . Michigan there are a thousand, 
possibly more, members of the National Woman’s Party. 

Mr. Micuener. It is the same organization continued that was in 
the fight for suffrage, is it not? 

Mrs. Wurrremore. ‘Yes, sIr. 
Miss Youncer. It was never so large an organization as some of 

the others, but it never had but one purpose and every member of 
that organization has joined for that one purpose. To-day we have 
not started in organizing the entire country. We are doing that as 
we get the research work finished, which we hope will be this spring, 
and then we are going out to enlarge the mebership. I do not know 
how many thousands we have now, but if you would come to our 
headquarters I can give you most definite figures. 

Mr. Foster. I do not want that. 
Mr. MicHener. We want it for the record. 
Mrs. Wuirremore. Our files have always been open to every one. 
Mr. Dyer. I think an answer not intended by Mrs. Matthews has 

led to this controversy, and I will say the committee got the impres- 
sion that the organization would refuse to give to the committee an 
answer to the question which was asked as to the strength of the 
organization. You do not refuse to do that, do you? 

Miss Youncer. No. I do not know the number of members. I am 
the congressional chairman. I do not know about the membership 
department. I do not think anyone here knows. 

Mr. Dyer. You have never refused to give the committee any in- 
formation they have asked, have you? 

Miss Youncer. No; we never have. We had about 50,000 members 
of the National Woman’s Party at the time we were working for the 
Federal suffrage amendment. 

Mr. Micuener. You can insert it in the record if you will, and 
give us the information as you have that, and just give it by States, 

Miss Youncer. I will be glad to. 
Mr. Micurener. You never have denied us any information we 

asked for. 
Mr. Fosrer. Was the National League of Women Voters in exist- 

ence when the amendment was ratified ? 
Miss Youncer. Yes; that was the American Women’s Suffrage 

Organization. That reorganized before the ratification. 
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Mr. Sumners. I would like to say for the record, Mr. Chairman, 
as far as I am concerned, it does not make any difference whether 
this organization has 20 people or 20,000. The question with me is 
whether the proposition they present to the committee is a sound 
proposition in government and we ought to have it. 

Mr. Fosrrer. The only reason I felt prompted to ask it is because 
a number of your speakers stressed the fact that you were the only 
organization championing it, and here are communications from 12 
women’s national organizations opposing it. The numbers do not 
count, but I am interested in getting the women’s viewpoint on this 
proposition. 

Miss Youncer. Perhaps you had better ask the others if they 
have ever heard the arguments for this proposition. 

Mr. Foster. That is the reason I asked the question. 
Miss Youncrr. We have not gone out to the country, except here 

and there, to increase our membership. 
Mr. Fosrer. This organization and all of you were together on 

the women’s suffrage amendment ? 

Miss Youncer. Not at first. We centered the fight on Federal 

suffrage; we were solely for the Federal suffrage amendment. 

Mr. Dyrr. Now, Miss Younger, have you another witness ‘ 

Miss Youncer. We have one more. 
Mr. Dyer. You may proceed, Miss Younger. 

Mr. Hersey. Mr. Chairman. before the next witness is called, while 

Miss Younger is on her feet, I would like to ask, does your organi- 

zation oppose the child labor amendment ? 

Miss Youncrer. We have taken no part in anything in Congress 

except the Federal suffrage and now the equal rights amendment. 

Mr. Hersey. You are aware this committee passed the child labor 

amendment ? 
Miss Youncer. We are aware that it passed; yes. 

Mr. Hersey. And it was generally understood when the suffrage 

amendment was granted, that they had a great interest in child labor 

and would work to enact just such labor laws, or to see that they 

were enacted. You remember that was part of the granting of suf- 

frage to women and giving them the ballot, whereby they could 

overcome the inequalities of suffrage. Now, having the ballot the 

same as men and having about an equal number of women voting as 

men in the Nation, what is the reason the women in each State, who 

have about equal suffrage with the men and certainly hold the balance 

of power in the State elections, if they want to remove the inequali- 

ties of the State laws, which could be corrected by the ballot, could 

not they go before the legislatures, and, holding the balance of power, 

get just what you wanted / bi 

Miss Youncer. That we have been doing and, as Mrs. Whittemore 

explained, it is a very long drawn-out matter, just as you told us to 

eo to the States and get State suffrage. 
Mr. Hersey. You could not get State suffrage ‘ 7 

Miss Youncer. No: we could not. For instance, in the State of 

Ohio several times it was defeated, and we had to get a national 

amendment. It is just the same to-day; we have to come here not 

onlv because of the time it saves but in order to get it permanently : 

because what we get in one legislature may be taken away by another 

legislature. 
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Mr. Hersey. The child labor amendment was passed by this com- 
mittee, went to Congress, and was passed by a large majority, and 
went to the States, and it has been defeated. And, now, do you ex- 
pect any better treatment if we should pass this amendment to the 
Constitution, if Congress should pass it—do you expect any better 
treatment in the States where the same questions arise, where certain 
States have good laws for women, equal laws, almost ? 

Miss Youncer. I believe there will be a very much greater fight 
for ratification in the State legislatures for this than for suffrage. 

Mr. Hersey. You would have the same differences as on child 
labor. 

Miss Youncer. We took no part in the child-labor fight; we have 
taken no part in any fight except. for suffrage and equal rights. 
There is only one thing at a time that we stand for. 

Mr. Hersey. I am asking your opinion, if we pass this amend- 
ment, would not the legislatures say, those States with good laws, 
that have equal laws between both men and women in the Constitu- 
tion—would they not say, “We have no interest in the matter,” 
and in the States that do not have good laws, equal, laws for both men 
and women, you would be up against it there anyway ? 

~« Miss Younger. It is up to us women to make the fight in the legis- 
latures. | 

Mr. Hersry. I wanted you to understand what you have to show 
this committee to get Congress now to pass the amendment; you have 
to show to us it is the same way of getting the united support of the 
women of the States, almost, or it is not going to pass. 

Miss YouncrEr. We did not have the united support of the women 
of the United States when we passed the Susan B. Anthony amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Hersey. You had very near it. 
Miss Youncer. Oh, no. You bring us now to a question that will 

be discussed by our next speaker, and that is women in the industrial 
field. We find, as the old discriminative laws are being wiped out. 
there is a new group of discriminations springing up in the indus- 
trial field. 

Mr. Hersry. Are you aware the American Federation of Labor is 
against you on this? 

Miss Youncer. The American Federation of Labor is not to-day 
opposing us. 3 

Mr. Hersry. They claimed so before this committee. 
Miss Youncer. They are not to-day opposing this. 
Mr. Foster. One of the communications that came to me this 

morning from these 12 organizations is from the. American Federa- 
tion of Labor. 

Miss Youncer. In 1922 it passed a resolution against it. In 1923 
it passed a resolution saying that while they realized—that while 
organization was the best method of helping working women, thev 
would continue their study of legislation in cooperation with other 
groups, and the 1924 convention passed no resolution against us. 

Mr. Hersey. I beg your pardon, but I do not want you to under- 
stand that the questions I have asked tend to indicate I am not 
friendly to your amendment. 

Miss Youncer. I know. 
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Mr. Hersry. I wanted to explain the difficulties as far as I can, 
so that you can take care of them, because this is your day in court. 

Miss Youncer. I will give you the resolution they passed last 
year, and there was none this year. The American Federation of 
Labor, as a body, is not opposing us. When the National Woman’s 
Party began making a research on these laws, we had no intention 
of going into the industrial field. Many of us believed in these 
so-called “ protective laws” for women. I myself was very active 
in my own State of California in getting the eight-hour law for 
women, but, as we went on with our research into the laws and 
as we heard more and more from the working women themselves 
we have came to realize that some of the greatest inequalities and 
injustices to women to-day are the so-called “ protective” laws. 
We feel that women should have equal rights in industry as in the 
professions and every other field of woman’s activity. And however 
valuable these protective laws may have seemed in the transition 
stage upon woman’s entrance into industry, to-day women are in 
industry and it is no longer fair to class them in legislation with 
children. We think they should be put on an equal footing with 
men, with whom they must compete. 

I am now) going to introduce Mrs. Mary Murray, the president 
of the Woman’s League of the Brooklyn-Manhattan Transit Co., 
a group of a thousand working women. Mrs. Murray is a woman 
who is at work and who left her job to come here to-day. 

(The following papers were submitted for the record by Mrs. 
Matthews :) 

WHY A CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT? 

The Woman’s Party is striving to remove every artificial handicap placed 
upon women by law and by custom. In order to remove those handicaps which 
the law can touch it is endeavoring to secure an amendment to the United 
States Constitution stating: “Men and women shall have equal rights through- 

out the United States and every place subject to its jurisdiction.” 
There are a number of reasons for working for a national equal rights amend- 

ment instead of endeavoring to establish equal rights by State action alone, as 
has been the course pursued during the past 75 years: 

(1) A national amendment is more inclusive than State legislation: The 

amendment would at one stroke compel both Federal and State Governments 
to observe the principle of equal rights, for the Federal Constitution is the 
“supreme law of the land.” The amendment would override all existing legis- 
lation which denies women equal rights with men and would render invalid 
every future attempt on the part of any legislators or administrators to inter- 
fere with these rights. : 

(2) A national amendment is more permanent than State legislation: The 
national amendment would establish the principle of equal rights permanentiy 
in our country, in so far as anything can be established permanently by law. 
Equal rights measures passed by State legislatures, on the other hand, are 

subject to reversal by later legislatures. 
(8) A national amendment is a more dignified way to establish equal rights 

than is State legislation: The principle of equal rights for men and women is 
so important that it should be written into the framework of our National 
Government as one of the principles upon which our Government is founded. 
The matter is far too important to our Nation’s welfare and honor to leave it 

to the States for favorable or unfavorable action or for complete neglect, as 
they see fit. 

In addition to the superior value of a national amendment after it has once 
been established, there are various tactical advantages in campaigning for a 
national amendment over campaigning for State legislation: 

(1) The campaign for a national amendment obviates the costly and difficult 
State referendums which frequently occur in State legislation. Equal-rights 
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measures passed by the legislatures must be submitted to a State referendum 
when the existing discriminations are written in the State constitution and can 
only be removed by amending the constitution. Furthermore, referendums are 
frequentiy forced by an initiative petition upon bills. which have passed the 
State legislatures. No referendum is necessary, on the other hand, in the case 
of a national amendment. Everyone who worked in the suffrage campaign is 
familiar with the great cost and difficulty of State referendums and of the value 
of a national amendment in obviating this expensive and laborious method of 
achieving a reform. 

(2) The campaign for a national amendment unites the resources of women 
and therefore makes these resources more effective than when divided among 
48 State campaigns. In the campaign for a national amendment the strength 
oft the equal-rights forces is concentrated upon Congress and is therefore more 
effective than when divided among 48 State campaigns. ‘ 

(3) The campaign fora national amendment takes the issue of equal rights 
into the national political arena, while this can not be done, with State legisla- 
tion. The equal-rights amendment can be made a national political issue, and 
its success can be made of interest to national political parties just as was done 
with the national suffrage amendment. It is impossible, on the other hand, to 
make a national political issue of State equal-rights legislation, because such 
legislation may be supported by a political party in one State and opposed or 
neglected by the same party in another State. 

(4) The campaign for a national amendment forces politicians to take a 
position on the principle of equal rights and prevents their dodging the issue, 
as in the case of State legislation. It is difficult for politicians to oppose the 
general principle that “‘men and women shall have equal rights” as set forth 
in the national amendment, while it is easy for them to find an excuse for fail- 
ing to support a particular State bill dealing with some minor point in the 
equal-rights program. 

THE EquaL RigHts AMENDMENT AND SPECIAL LAWS FOR WORKING WOMEN 

The national Woman’s Party believes in equality in the industrial, business, 
and professional fields as in every other field of woman’s activity. 

It believes women should have equal opportunity with men to secure employ- 
ment and promotion as well as equal pay for equal work. 

It realizes that laws which regulate the hours, conditions, and remuneration 
of labor of women only, and not of men, frequently prevent women from se- 
curing employment and promotion. 

The Woman’s Party does not presume to say whether working women shall 
achieve better conditions through organization or legislation, since it is not a 
labor organization. Nor does it oppose either since it is not an employers’ 
association. But, as an organization dedicated to the welfare of women, it 
says that if there is to be labor legislation it must benefit women, and not 
handicap them in their struggle for a livelihood, and that this can be done 
by making such laws apply to men and women equally, as is already the 
practice in various other countries. 

CHIEF FORMS OF SPECIAL LAWS 

The chief forms which this special legislation applying to women—but not 
to men—in industry takes, is in regard to: (1) Prohibited occupations; (2) 
seats in stores, etc.; (8) hours of labor; (4) minimum wage; (5) night work. 

As examples of how in various States and other countries these laws are 
equalized so as to apply to men as well as women the following facts are sub- 
mitted : 

1. Prohibited occupations.—In California there ‘is a constitutional provision 
that no one shall be disqualified on account of sex from entering into or 
pursuing any lawful business, vocation, or profession. (California constitu- 
tion, art. 20, sec. 18.) ! 

2. Seats in stores.—The Florida law provides for seats for both men and 
women employees, engaged in mercantile or other business pursuits. (Sec. 
5068, Rey. Gen. Stats.) 

3. Hours of labor—Oregon has a 10-hour law for all persons (men and 
women alike) working in mills, factories, and manufacturing establishments. 
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This law has been upheld by the United States Supreme Court. (Sees. 6708-6710 
rr Code, as amended, Laws 1928, ch. 122; Bunting v. Oregon, 248 U. 8S. 

-) 
Georgia has a 10-hour law for all persons (men and women alike) working 

in cotton or woolen manufacturing establishments. (Sec. 3137, Park’s Code.) 
Mississippi has a 10-hour law for all persons (men and women alike) work- 

ing in cotton mills or knitting mills and manufacturing or repairing establish- 
ments. (Hemingway’s Code, secs. 4516, 4523, 4525; State ». Lumber Co., 1038 
Miss. 2638.) 

A large number of States have eight-hour laws which cover all State em- 

ployees, men and women alike. For instance: Oklahoma’s constitution (art. 

28, sec. 1) provides: “ Hight hours shall constitute a day’s work in all cases 

of employment by and on behalf of the State or any county or municipality.” 

4, Minimum wage.—Minimum wage regulations on the basis of occupation 

and not on the basis of sex have been established, for instance, in England by 
the trade boards act of 1909. The principle that wage regulations should be 
on a nonsex basis was observed by the War Labor Board in the United States. 

(Rule 73.) 
The United States Supreme Court, in declaring unconstitutional the Dis- 

trict of Columbia minimum wage law anvplying to women and not to men, em- 

phasized this point of view as the “ present-day trend of legislation as well as 

that of common thought and usage, by which woman is accorded emancipation 

from the old doctrine that she must be given special protection or be subjected 

to special restraint in her contractual and ciyil relationships.” (Adkins v. 
The Children’s Hospital, 261 U. S. 525.) 

5. Night Work.—In the case of occupations which the community feels should 

not be carried on at night, legislation for men and women alike has been the 

custom in Norway. 

UNFAIRNESS OF SPECIAL LAWS 

The unfairness to working women from laws applying to women but not to 

men is instanced in the laws prohibiting night work for women only, which a 

number of States have passed. In New York, for example, after this law 

took effect, women disappeared from behind soda fountains and candy counters 

on the evening shift and were replaced by men. One firm alone dismissed be- 

tween 80 and 90 women. A news company which operates most of the news 

stands had always used older women to whom the alleged moral hazard of 

night work was a farce, dismissed the women and replaced them by men. 

This law also closed employment to women pharmacists, and to waitresses on 

the evening shifts, when “ tips” are largest, and so on. 

In the printing trade women proof readers and linotypists were replaced by 

men on newspapers, and though later they were able to get themselves exempted 

from this law other groups of women have not been so powerful. 

This tendency to restrict women’s opportunities seems to be on the increase, 

for though in the beginning of enacting this type of legislation the hour at 

which women must cease work was placed at 10 p. m., an attempt was made 

in a recent Rhode Island Legislature to place the hour at 6 o'clock. 

CONCLUSION 

However desirable special labor legislation applying to. women but not to 

men may have seemed in the transition stage attendant upon woman’s entrance 

into industry, it represents a transition stage. Wome are now industry, and the 

number of self-supporting women is steadily increasing. It is not fair to-day 

to link women with children in legislation, The only just thing is to place 

women on an equal footing with men, with whom they must compete, 

To remove discriminations against women, so far as may be done by law, in 

the industrial and every other field, the Woman’s Party is sponsoring an amend- 

ment to the United States Constitution which reads: 

“Men and women shall have equal rights throughout the United States and 

every place subject to its jurisdiction.” 



ty 
ue 

EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION 33 

STATEMENT OF MRS. MARY MURRAY, PRESIDENT OF THE 
WOMEN’S LEAGUE OF THE RAPID TRANSIT CO. 

Mrs. Mcrray. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the comm ttee, 
one of the greatest, in fact the greatest, objections raised to the 
equal rights bill lies in the fact that it is demanding justice for we 
working women; it is demanding that we working women be given 
an equal chance with men in the markets of labor to earn our live- 
lihood. And I will say right here that if there is one class of 
women, more than another, that should have the fullest equality with 
men, it is the women whom I represent, who depend upon their 
weekly wage for their very existence and the existence of their 
children and dependents; and those who oppose the equal ‘rights 
bill, because of its industrial equality demands, claim they are 
afraid that it will injure that wonderful structure called protective 
legislation for women. } ‘et 

Now. they are not fearful of this legislation because they seek. 
protection for its sheltering arms. Oh, no. They are not nor 
will not be affected by protective legislation. If they were told 
that they were to come under these laws and its provisions, they 
would rend the air with their howls of protest, demanding to be 
allowed to fight; they would ask “Ave we not citizens; are we not 
voters? Do not interfere in our personal rights, in our personal 
liberties.” Oh, no; they want it for other women, for women in 
industry, and we women in industry who are affected by it, and 
who have been affected by it and know from bitter personal ex- 
perience what it means to the working women, are bitterly opposed 
to it. 

There are many well-intentioned people who believe in this type of 
legislation, protective, because they do not understand it. Many 
believe that an eight-hour day for women is the same kind of an 
eight-hour day enjoyed by men. Now, that is not so. The eight- 
hour day that the men have gives the man the right to work over- 
time when necessary. 

Mr. Foster. I beg your pardon. I come from » coal mining sec- 
tion, and vou let one man work overtime and the whole mine stops 
work the next morning. : 

Mrs. Mcrray. That happens to be the rule now in their one 
particular union. It is not a law. 

Mr. Foster. There are 60,000 of them. 
Mrs. Murray. That is a union road in New York City, too. I 

come, of course, from New York State, and. the law for women 
prohibits them from working overtime, over nine hours. It is 
not an eight-hour law they are asking for women, it is an eight-hour 
day. Now if the law prohibits women from working overtime, no 
matter what the emergency, or before or after a certain hour, and 
places no such restrictions upon men, obviously men have an advant- 
age over women when seeking employment, and those beautiful 
protective laws, which have been advertised throughout the States 
for the benefit of working women, prove a cruel handicap to us.. 
Protective legislation makes a criminal of an employer should he 
keep a woman five minutes over hours—over eight hours—and he is 
liable to a heavy fine or imprisonment. 
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Mr. Dyrr. Is that a law in New York State you are speaking of? 
Mrs. Murray. It was until we railroad people fought it—we 

railroad women. We formed our league and it cost we working 
women thousands of dollars for one year to take our women, as 
committees, through the State to let them see if we looked as if 
we were able to protect our own health and morals, and our State, 
New York State, repealed that in the following year. 

Mr. Dyer. It is not the law to-day ? 
Mrs. Murray. No; we railroad people have not got it. The 

others have. Now those who oppose the equal rights bill, because 
of this industrial question, are trying to place those women in 
industry before our legislature as a class of weaklings, as a special 
class of women devoid of both moral sense and physical stamina, 
totally unfitted mentally, morally, and phyically to decide for our- 
selves, to judge between right and wrong, good and bad. But is 
it not strange, Mr. Chairman, the very women who are asking you 
for protective legislation for we women in industry are also demand- 
ing full political equality in the civil law and, in their demand, 
why they say that the women can hold three or four jobs; they 
say a woman can take care of her home, her children, her business, 
if she has any, and go through the States spellbinding, and look after 
an office, accept a nice little job like a Congressman or Senator or 
commissioner. We have quite a few now, all receiving the same 
salary as the men, the duties of which, you know, will not only take 
those women from their homes and children night and day, but 
weeks at a time. 
Mr. Monracuer. You do not think they can perform those duties 

and attend to their children, do you? 
Mrs. Murray. Yes, I do. [ Laughter. ] 
Mr. Montracur. As Members of Congress and all the various 

things you mentioned ? 
Mrs. Murray. I do, yes. 
Mr. Monracur. I misunderstood you, then; I beg your pardon. 
Mrs. Murray. Yet when a woman goes into a store or into a 

factory, or a job to work for a wage, they cry out “ She is changing 
her status as a woman”; she becomes a weakling; they put her in a 
class with children, a subject for laws and regulations that make 
her of as little value to her employer as a child of 16 years of age. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, you know those people are always waving 
the flag of maternity before our legislature’s eyes; always bewailing 
the danger to the future race if the working women get a square deal, 
get an equal chance with the men to earn their living. They will 
tell you that a woman’s function in life is different, that is, the work- 
ing woman; but ex-President Roosevelt said, “ Equality does not 
imply identity of function.” We working women, because we are 
mothers, potential and actual, say it makes it all the more imperative 
we be free to have the same chance as men to earn a good wage, to 
give opportunity to our children to get food, a good education, and a 
good environment. Nature intended that we should do this and has 
given to us strength and endurance not possessed by man to bring to 
maturity our children without the aid of a husband or a father,. 
not only our widows and women who have an invalid husband, but. 
women who have acquired good-for-nothing, worthless ones and who 
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have been forced to be the breadwinners of the family. Surely, 
Mr. Chairman, you must know some women among your acquaint- 
ances who have done this and done it well, and the opponents of the 
equal rights bill are trying hard to make it impossible by law to be 
done in the future. 

Protective legislation only five years ago, in New York City amd 
Brooklyn, threw thousands—thousands of women out of work. 

Mr. Pertaran. What law? 
Mrs. Murray. The eight-hour law and the law that would not 

permit women to work after 10 o’clock at night. On the railroad 
we women could not work under those provisions, and it meant con- 
secutive hours. 

Mr. Perrman. How many women were there employed during 
those hours, after 10 o’clock at night, who were thrown out of em- 
ployment / | | 

Mrs. Murray. In the railroad alone of which I am an employee 
today, it threw thousands of women out of the Brooklyn and New 
York City railroad—3,000. 

Mr. PertmMan. Were they discharged ? 
Mrs. Murray. They were thrown right out of work, and the same 

thing out of the candy stores. 
Mr. Prertman. Let me get that clear, because I thought I knew 

something about the situation in New York. You say 3,000 actually 
employed 

Mrs. Murray. Yes. 
Mr. PertMAwn (continuing) —were discharged by the railroad com- 

pany because of the law that was passed ? 
Mrs. Murray. Because of the law. 
Mr. Pertman. It was not because of a reorganization of the com- 

pany, or bankruptcy ? 
Mrs. Murray. No, indeed; because of the Lockwood-Caulfield 

transportation bill. 
Mr. Pertman. That was a bill introduced by Assemblyman Lock- 

wood / 
Mrs. Murray. Yes; Senator Lockwood commenced with that and 

then worked for its repeal. 
Mr. Pertman. What work could the women do on the railroad ? 
Mrs. Murray. Ticket sellers—I am one—and conductorettes and 

guards. 
Mr. Pertwan. They were all discharged? 
Mrs. Murray. They were all discharged. 
Mr. Perpman. Now you referred to the women who were em- 

ployed after 10 o’clock at night. How many women in that class of 
employment were thrown out of eraployment because the law stopped 
them from working after 10 o’clock at night? 

Mrs. Murray. On the railroads? 
Mr. Perrman. No: in other industries. 
Mrs. M crray. We have a number; there were thousands of them— 

we had 3.000. It was ainda more than 5,000, not counting those 
that were thrown out of work out of the ice-cream parlors, candy 
stores, drug stores, restaurants, women elevator operators, and 
women who attended news stands in the various subways and the 
like. It amounted to thousands of women. 
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Mr. Pertman. Did you make an investigation to ascertain how 
many thousands of those women were thrown out of employment? 

Mrs. Murray. Well, there were more than 5,000. You see, gentle- 
men of the committee, I am a working woman and I do not have 
much time to gather statistics, and anyone can say to suit themselves, 
you know, with statistics. I do not pay much attention to them, 
but we have those in our books of this league, and 3,000 would be 
the lowest. [| Applause. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, those women who were thrown out of work, 
widows with dependents, women who had an invalid husband, son, 
or daughter, deprived of their means of a livelihood, thrown out 
of work, to protect their health and their morals; mothers 

Mr. Peritman. Just one more question: That law—I think it is 
still the law to-day ? 

Mrs. Murray. No. 
Mr. Pertman. That law provided that women can not be employed 

im any store after 10 o’clock at night? 
Mrs. Murray. Oh, yes; that is right. 
Mr. Preriman. It did not only affect women in industry, but the 

women in these department stores, which had to close up, and cloaks 
and suits. | 

Mrs. Murray. And I am not mentioning the ice cream parlors 
and restaurants; I mean the stores where they are employed at night; 
YT am not mentioning the stores that are not open at night. 

Mr. PertmMan. Those stores usually open at 8 o’clock in the morn- 
ing. | 

Mrs. Murray. I am not talking about those stores; I am talking 
about stores where the women were thrown out of employment, where 
the women are working at night. Of course, the women in restau- 
rants have the hardest kind of work during the day and at night they 
can not work, after 10 o’clock at night, and of course the tips are 
larger at night and the work is easier. At least those women were 
thrown out of work, mothers and grandmothers, preserving them for 
future motherhood, potential motherhood. [ Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not talking from sentiment nor theory; 
I am talking from actual experience. Twenty-odd years ago I came 
out into this world with five babies ranging in ages from 114 to 7 
years old. My job was educating, clothing, feeding, and taking care 
of the health and morals of those children, as well as my own. 
made good. I raised those boys and girls not only to be good Chris- 
tians but good citizens, willing to give their all for their country. I 
gave two when Uncle Sam called, a soldier boy and a nurse. ‘And 
during all those years of struggle and work and worry I never met 
a landlord, a doctor, or a butcher, or baker, to tell me because I was 
a woman in industry, or because I was a widow with five children 
that I would not have to pay the same rent, the same doctor’s fee, 
the same for everything, as the man. Why, even the undertaker 
exacts the same price from the women. Now, are not we women of 
the industrial class—we mothers—are not our children entitled to 
the same advantages as the children whose fathers have not been 
called home? We say they are and we know that the only way that 
we can get all those good things, pay the same rent, the same for 
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everything, the same price as the man, is to have an equal chance 
with the man to earn that price. [Applause. | 
Women work for precisely the same reason as men—to earn for 

themselves and their children food, clothing, and lodging. If we do 
not work we must starve, accept charity, or live in prostitution. 

Now, we women in industry are intelligent enough to know that 
good health and good morals are derived from good food and lack 
of worry; but we also know the only way to get all those things, 
so as to have good health and good morals, be free from worry, for 
which we will have to pay the same price as a man, is to have 
an equal chance as the man to earn the price. And I want to say, 
Mr. Chairman, the organizations who appeared a year ago against 
the equal rights bill, not one of them represents we women in in- 
dustry. They had no right to talk for -we women in industry. 
[Applause.] They never called we women in industry to a confer- 
ence of any kind to take up with us what we wanted and what we 
did not want. Their attitude is they say, “ We must take it,” and 
we must take it; “they know what is good for us.” Who are they ! 
The men labor leaders; not our rank and file of working men. They 
are not opposed to we women in industry. They have told us, our 
union workers around our railroads, time and time again, that they 
are with us; they want their girls to have as good a chance in this 
world as their boys. One may said, “* How do I know when I will be 
called away and the wife will have to look out for the kiddies.. Of 
course, I want her to have a chance to support them.” No; not 
our rank and file of working men. 

‘Then we come to the uplifters. You know there are two classes, 
the nonworking ones and the professional ones. Now, the nonwork- 
ing uplifters are women of wealth who have never been forced by 
necessity to earn their living and it is Just as absurd for those women 
to tell we working women how to regulate our lives at is would be 
for we working women to tell them how to regulate their lives or 
their homes. But the servant question is a great problem in their 
lives and they hope to solve that problem through and by protective 
legislation for women in industry, by forcing women out of industry 
into their kitchens. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is no idle, rash statement I make when 
I say this. I have heard women in our most exclusive hotel in New 
York, at meetings—when welfare protective legislation was to be 
discussed, and they did not think a working woman was listening— 
I have heard every woman that got up to speak in favor of protective 
legislation for we working women, and the reason she gave for want- 
ing it was because it is so hard to get maids; “it is so hard to get 
servants; those women do not need to be idle; look at all the domestic 
work.” One woman went so far as to say, “A maid could put her 
children in institutions; I would give a woman $50 in my kitchen 
and my old clothes.” 
Then comes the professional uplifters. They come to you—they 

are working women; they tell you “ We want those laws.” They have 
graduated out of the wage earner’s class; they are now earning sal- 
aries. Yes, they are working women, but they neglect and maybe 
they just forget to tell you who they work for now. They work for 
the various organizations who are sponsoring this protective legisla- 
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tion. They are holding down good jobs now in the labor organiza- 
tion or in the other organizations, and it is their job now to talk in 
favor of protective legislation for women, and they are willing to 
sacrifice their sisters in industry to hold their good jobs—professional 
uplifters. | 

_ Now, Mr. Chairman, ex-President Taft said, when he was a mem- 
ber of the War Labor Board, that all who came to ask for protective 
laws for women only, the only reason was to deprive women of com- 
peting with men for an equal wage, and his personal opinion, he said, 
was that the women should be protected from their protectors. 
| Applause. | 
Now, in the National Woman’s Party we have our industrial coun- 

cil. Every member of that council, from the chairman down, is a 
wage-earning woman. We went there with our grievances. We were 
not taken up until it was investigated by our legal staff and they 
found, which they did not believe in the beginning, that we women 
in industry—we had to hammer at them and to hammer at them to 
get them to take us up—and they found, on investigation, that we 
were, and are, being discriminated against. 
And I ask you, Mr. Chairman, please, when you are deciding on 

this bill, do not pay any attention to those who are continually wav- 
ing the flag of maternity. I am a mother of five; I had seven chil- 
dren, but I buried two as little infants, when they were born. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | Applause. | 
Miss Younger. Before closing I would lke to read into the record 

or to pass into the record several leafiets. 
Mr. Dyer. Let us see them. 
Miss Youncer. I think it was not made clear that in this legisla- 

tion the handicap to woman is in competition for the work, and this 
leaflet will show that in each form of this protective legislation 
there is some State or county where the equality exists. For in- 
stance, in Oregon they have a 10-hour law for all persons in mills, 
factories, manufacturing establishments; also in Georgia and Missis- 
sippi. I would like also to say the tendency is to become more and 
more stringent. For instance, the Rhode Island Legislature a year 
ago had a bill which would not allow women to work later than 6 
o'clock at night, and that class of legislation is now springing up 
everywhere. 
We would like to say also, before closing, that the effect of this 

amendment would be to leave to the States to decide which standard 
of equality they would adopt. Now, after the suffrage amendment 
passed, when the States voted to ratify, Mississippi made the poll 
tax apply to women the same as men. In California we abolished 
the poll tax for men. So in each State they will know exactly what 
these discriminations are, as we have the bills already drawn up 
and in the legislatures, and it will be for each State to deeide which 
standard it will adopt. We hope, gentlemen, you will pass this on 
to the States. 

Mr. Hersty. If this amendment should pass, do you think the 
women should have to pay a poll tax as well as the men? 

Miss Younecrr. That would be regulated by the States. 
Mr. Hersey. Would not this amendment provide for that? 
Miss Youncrer. The amendment would provide only for equality. 

It would be the same for both. 
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Mr. Hersey. Would not that be the effect’ of the amendment? 
Miss Youncer. Yes. 
Mr. Dyrrr. If the witnesses who have appeared before the com- 

mittee have something which they Wish to add to their testimony, if 

you have not it ready now you can present it to the clerk of the 
committee and he will take it up with the chairman. 

Miss Younerr. There is also a telegram from Miss Annie W. 
Goodrich, who lived for many years on the Kast Side as a visiting 
nurse in New York, and who believes this amendment should pass 
and make the State laws equal for men and women. 

Mr. Dyer. I wish to state to those who have appeared that the 
chairman, Mr. Graham, was called to the House on official business 
and that is why he could not stay to the conclusion of the hearings, 
and you can present anything you have, that is not ready now, to 
the clerk, Mr. Jameson, and he will consult with the chairman as to 
its insertion in the record. 

If there is no further testimony to be offered, the comunittee will 
adjourn until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

(‘Thereupon the committee adjourned until to- -morrow, TD UES Aah 
February 5, 1925, at. 10 o’clock a.m.) 

(The “following papers were submitted for the record by Miss 
Younger :) 

BRINGING STATE LAWS INTO HARMONY WITH THE FEDERAL AMENDMENT 

This same fear was once expressed concerning the Federal suffrage amend- 
ment that it might create confusion in the State laws affecting the position 
of women. 

The answer of the Woman’s Party is that each legislature at the time it 
ratifies the equal rights amendment or at some other time, can bring its State 
laws into harmony with the amendment and thus avoid any confusion. 

This same fear was once expressed concerning the Federal suffrage amend- 
ment. It was contended that the suffrage amendment would. throw into dis- 
order the State laws on poll tax, registration and qualification of voters, 
election frauds, and so on. It was claimed, for instance, that if the suffrage 
amendment were adopted there would be uncertainty as to whether a poll-tax 
regulation applying to men only would be extended to include women or 
whether it would be wiped out altogether. 
What really happened after the adoption of the national suffrage amend- 

ment was that each State having any necessity for so doing, enacted legisla- 
tion bringing its State laws into harmony with the national amendment. 

An example is the action of the State of Mississippi. Before the national 
suffrage amendment was adopted, Mississippi had a statute on poll tax, read- 
ing: 

“There shall be assessed * * * aq State poll tax of $2 on each and 
every male inhabitant of the State over 21 * * * years of age *' * *.” 

_ (Hemingway’s Code, sec. 6885.) | 
Although Mississippi refused to ratify the national suffrage amendment, 

nevertheless, after the amendment had passed Congress and while it’ was 
awaiting the required 36 ratifications, the Mississippi Legislature enacted 
a law regulating the payment of a poll tax by women, to become effective in 
case the proposed suffrage amendment became a part of the Federal Consti- 
tution. This provision was as follows: 

“The payment of ae taxes shall hereafter be required of females the same 

as is now required by law of male citizens.” (Miss. Laws 1920, ch. 1538, 154.) 
Mississippi also adopted an amendment to the State constitution in order 

to bring the State constitution ino harmony with the national amendment. 
(Miss. constitution, sec. 243,) 
Another ex ample is Virginia. Virginia’s constitution at the time of the 

proposal of the suffrage amendment, read as follow: 
“Every male citizen of the United’ States, 21 years of age, who has beer a 

resident of the State 2 years, of the county, city, or town 1 year, and of the pre- 

‘ 
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cinct in which he offers to vote, 30 days, next preceding the election in which 
he offers to vote, has been registered and has paid his State poll taxes, as here- 
inafter required, shall be entitled to vote * * *” (See. 18.) 

In preparation for the possible option of the amendment, the Virginia 
Legislature, although it refused to ratify the amendment, passed a law to be- 
come effective in case the amendment finally received the necessary 36 ratifi- 
cations, as follows: 
“Every female citizen of the United States, 21 years of age, who has been 

a resident of the State 2 years, of the county, city, or town 1 year, and of the 
precinct in which she offers to vote, 30 days next preceding the election in 
which she offers to vote, has been registered, and has paid her State poll taxes 
as hereinafter required, shall be entitled to vote. * * * AI the provisions 
of law in any way concerning elections * * * shall be applicable to the 
registration and voting of women in like manner and to the same extent as 
they are now applicable to the registration and voting of men.” (Va. acts 1920, 
ch, 400.) 

Other States, such as Alabama, Maryland, and West Virginia, waited until 
the suffrage amendment had gone into effect and then called a special session 
of the legislature to bring their statutes into harmony with the national 
amendment. (Ala. acts, 1920, extra sess., p. 124; W. Va. acts, 1920, extra sess., 
Ch. 2; Md. Laws, extra sess., p. 1.) 

Just as supplementary legislation by the States was enacted to carry out 
the suffrage amendment, so Supplementary legislation by the States will be 
necessary to show in what particular way each State wishes equal rights to 
be established within its borders. For instance let us take a State where men 
can now obtain divorce more easily than women. ‘The national equal rights 
amendment would establish the principle that the grounds for divorce in the 
State must be the same for men and women. The State would then have to 
decide whether the grounds of divorce now existing for men should in the 
future be the grounds for both men and women, or whether the grounds now 
existing for women should in the future be the grounds for both men and 
women, or whether new grounds should be established for both men and 
women. The State would have the right to do as it pleased except that it 
could not have different grounds of divorce for men and for women. 

The equal rights amendment would simply establish the general principle 
of equal rights for men and women as one of the fundamental principles of our 
Government, to which principle all State laws must conform. Each State 
would then be free to deal with the manner of establishing equal rights in any 
way it thought best. 

NEW HAVEN, Conn., February 3, 1925. 
Miss MAUDE YOUNGER, 

National Women’s Party Headquarters, 
Capitol Hill, Washington, D. C. 

Would urge favorable consideration of measure presented by equal rights’ 
party. Profoundly important that all matters related to the common welfare— 
that is, to the home, the education, the industries, the recreation—be clearly 
defined, as the joint responsibility of men and women. Only the recognition of 
the equal rights of men and women will impose this joint responsibility. Once 
the equality is established legislation may then be enacted which will insure 
the protection of the young, the weak, and the handicapped and thereby safe- 
guard the race. 

ANNIE W. GoopRIcH. 

SAN FRANcIscO, CAuir., January 30, 1925. 
Hon. GEORGE GRAHAM, | 

Chairman House Judiciary Committee, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. GRAHAM: I gladly accept your cordial invitation to write you 
why the Woman’s Party insists upon the passage of the equal rights amend- 
ment. 

You will recall that equal guardianship of children was taken away from 
Virginia mothers when the State Code was revised in 1920, and the United 
States Supreme Court decision last March upholding a New York law that 
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prohibited women from certain employments. You also know that not only 
ean States abolish most laws concerning women—excepting laws affecting the 
ballot—but they can adopt different constitutions. Y 

Our object is to protect women from the changeable moods of State legisla- 
tures and unjust court decisions. 

You asked, “If the amendment passes, will the welfare organizations con- 
tinue to advocate ‘special protective industrial laws’ for women only?” As 
the amendment proposes that the principles of equal rights shall be guaranteed 
to both men and women, industrial laws will apply to all in industry and not 
aceording to sex. 

Welfare organizations have assumed that all women are physically unfit for 
€ertain employments, and by prohibiting women “special protective industrial 
laws” heretofore have benefited men only. If so-called ‘ special protective 
laws” required, for instance, that blind and crippled Members quit Congress 
or prohibited them engaging in other desirable employments, only able-bodied 
and strong Congressmen would be benefited, and the Constitution would there- 
fore not be worth the paper it is written on. 

The “special protective laws” for women have been actively urged by the 
men in Federal and State legislatures who bitterly opposed equal suffrage. 
The Constitution had to be amended 18 times to protect men from the constant 
hair splitting of both Federal and State legislatures, and the Constitution 
should protect women from such examples as the Lodge-Green amendment 
introduced last year as Senate Joint Resolution 36; House Joint Resolution 
83, viz: “ The Congress shall have power to prohibit or to regulate the hours 
of labor in mines, quarries, mills, canneries, workshops, factories, or manu- 
facturing establishments of persons under 18 years of age, and of women.” 

You referred to your and my State’s continued opposition to women’s inde- 
pendence, but stated that you yourself heartily approved of women using the 
vote now that the nineteenth amendment guaranties it to them. Unquestion- 
ably, if equal suffrage had been left to the uncertainties of State legislatures, 
the women of Pennsylvania and Virginia would not have the vote to-day. 

Yours is the first national committee to seriously consider writing the prin- 
ciple of equal rights formally into the supreme law in order that American 
women may be protected from such shameful injustices as indicated above, 
and I believe you will urge prompt passage of the amendment. 

With best regards, I am 
Most sincerely yours, 

Mrs. GERTRUDE JAMES ROLEY. 

Houser or REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 

Washington, D. C., Thursday, February 5, 1926. 
The committee met at 10 o’clock a. m., Hon. George S. Graham 

(chairman) presiding. : 
The Cuarrman. I understand Miss Younger desires to make a 

correction in her testimony of yesterday. 

FURTHER STATEMENT OF MISS MAUD YOUNGER, CONGRESSIONAL 
CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 

Miss Youncer. I would like to correct an erroneous statement 
made unintentionally yesterday when I said the American Federa- 
tion of Labor was not now opposing the equal rights amendment. 
I have since learned that this is not the case. It is true, as I stated, 
that their 1922 convention passed a resolution in opposition, while 
their 1923 convention did not express opposition but adopted the 
following report: 

Great doubt is entertained as to the feasibility of Safeguarding and pro- 
moting the best interests of women in industry through legislative channels. 
While convinced that the most certain, most definite, and most permanent 
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method of protecting and advancing the interests of American women toilers 
is through organization, your committee nevertheless recommends that the 
executive council continue to pursue its study of local problems in coopera- 
tion with the several group interests in securing the welfare and well-being 
of the women workers of our land. 

Understanding this to be the last enunciation of principle by the 
American Federation of Labor, I asked a federation organizer pres- 
ent yesterday, “Are you going ‘to oppose our amendment”? “ No,” 
he rephed. By “you” I mean the federation; he thought that I 
meant him, personally. I hope that is clear. 

The Cuatrman. Mrs. Hildreth is detained from being present to- 
day, I understand, by reason of illness, and desires that Mr. B. 
Loring Young, formerly speaker of the house of Massachusetts, be 
heard i in her place. Will that interfere with the program you ladies 
have arranged? If not, we will hear Mr. Young. [After a pause. | 
As he does not appear to be present, we will proceed with the regular 
order. 

STATEMENT OF MRS, JOHN DICKINSON SHERMAN, DENVER, COLO., 
PRESIDENT OF THE GENERAL FEDERATION OF WOMEN’S CLUBS 
AND CHAIRMAN OF THE WOMEN’S JOINT CONGRESSIONAL COM- 
MITTEE 

Mrs. SHerMAN. I am Mrs. John D. Sherman, of Denver, Colo., 
president of the General Federation of Women’s Clubs and chair- 
man of the women’s joint congressional commmittee. The Wash- 
ington headquarters of the General Federation of Women’s Clubs is 
No. 1734 N Street NW. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I desire to present 
to you the speakers representing organizations composing a sub- 
committee of the women’s joint congressional committee and the co- 
operating organizations opposed to H. J. Res. 75. The first speaker 
this morning in opposition to the equal rights amendment is Miss 
Katherine Ludington, of Lyme, Conn., treasurer of the National 
League of Women Voters. 

STATEMENT OF MISS KATHERINE LUDINGTON, OF LYME, CONN., 
TREASURER OF THE NATIONAL LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS 

Miss Luprneron. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, | 
on behalf of the National League of Women Voters and representing 
the views of the Women’s Joint Congressional Committee, I want 
to open what I have to say by stating that we are not here in oppo- 
sition to removing existing legal disabilities and injustices, under 
the law, of our women. The League of Women Voters has been, in 
the past five years, working activ ely to remove, law by law, State by 
State, such difficulties. We are here in opposition to the blanket 
method, whether by Federal or State amendment, or by any type of 
general blanket legislation. 

Asa background for an understanding of our position, I would like 
to say just a word about what we conceive is the kind of equality 
that we want for women. We draw, gentlemen, a distinction 
between equality of legal and social status and identity of legal and 
social status. It appears to us that this amendment tends toward a 
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conception of the status of women which at least would tend in the 
direction of an identical status, which we believe is neither desirable 
nor would be a help toward that real equality which we are aiming 
to get for women under the law. 

Our conception of the relation of the sexes is a conception of a 
complementary relation in which women shall be free from any 
existing disabilities, hampering limitations, which prevent them 
from finding themselves and performing for the community and for 
civilization their characteristic functions as women. We do not 
believe that anything that tends toward a mechanical identity 1s 
going to be a real help for women in this direction. We believe that 
it will, on the contrary, in many cases, block woman’s progress 
toward that complete freedom and genuine equality which we believe 
in and are working for. 

Assuming that what we want is practical equality of opportunity, 
dignity of status, freedom from the hampering limitations under the 
law—assuming that that is what we are aiming for, then the question 
comes, What is the best way to get it? 

Two methods are open to us. One is the proposed blanket Federal 
amendment, equal-rights amendment, which is before you for your 
consideration, with the other proposed efforts in the same direction 
in the States. The other is what we call the specific method, that is, 
amending, altering, or legislating, law by law, State by State, ac- 
curately attempting to affect or remove the particular limitation or 
disability which it is aimed to correct or to remove. If it were a 
question of submission to the existing difficulties and limitations, or 
if the alternative were a submission to the existing conditions, or 
venturing upon this path of blanket legislation, there might be some- 
thing to be said; there would have to be something to be said, even 
for this method. 

There is no question, I am sure, that the ladies who spoke to you 
yesterday made a very able presentation of a long list of limitations 
and disabilities under which women suffer in the several States. But 
we are not shut into that alternative, gentlemen; there is this other 
method available and practicable. 

I would lke to take up for a moment certain objections to the 
equal-rights amendment, and I want to say that I make no claim 
to any legal knowledge; I can merely suggest to you certain lines 
of consideration which we recommend your committee should ex- 
plore for yourselves. 

In the first place, we believe that the amendment is vague and open 
to a very wide range of interpretation. There seems to exist a long- 
established definition of rights under the law; there seems to be a 
varying interpretation ranging from the interpretations which in- 
clude immunities and privileges to the interpretations which exclude 
them: there seems to be no accurate method of determining equality. 
It is. in any case, very difficult to determine what shall be a standard 
of equality as between men and women under the law. It seems to be 
peculiarly difficult in the case of a vaguely worded amendment of 
this kind. 
How shall that standard be established? Within a State, shall the 

women be raised to the highest point which the law gives. for in- 
stance, in property rights and privileges, to the men of the State: or 
shall the men of the State, their status, be lowered, if one can put 
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it in that way, to the status of the women; or shall there be a kind 
of equilibrium established in between those two, somewhere, as be- 
tween, we might say, the least-privelged women in one State and the 
most-privileged men in another State? Shall that be the test of 
equality; in other words, shall women be equal simply within their 
own State; or. as this amendment seems to presuppose, be equal 
all over the United States? 

They are interesting, very interesting, the special applications 
which we might cite of the general implication which this amend- 
ment appears to presuppose of an identical legal status. 

For instance, what would be the effect of the identity of legal 
status which appears to be the probable interpretation of the word 
“ equal ”—what would be the effect of identical legal status upon a 
woman’s right to support from her husband; what of her dower 
rights , courtesy rights, alimony—that whole range of property rights 
which varies in the different States and which has behind it so 
long and intricate a history, of which these laws are the product. 
And what about widows’ pensions, what about maternity legisla- 
tion, what about equal guardianship? Shall a principle of “mechani- 
eal equality apply there? Of course, I suppose where parents are 
living together the enlightened conscience of this country now 
accepts the principle of equal guardianship. We hope that is the 
standard to which every State will be brought as quickly as possible. 
But what about when parents are living apart: what shall govern 
as to them? Shall there be an absolute equality as between the 
parents, or shall it be based on the welfare of the child? That is 
just one of the considerations. I cite these simply because it brings 
to your minds the very highly intricate field into which any me- 
chanical amendment would come and operate as if it were a piece 
of improved machinery, tearing to pieces an existing fabric of 
State law. 
What about the treatment of sex offenses, one of the most difficult 

and complex questions with which society has to deal? There again 
shall we have a hurried offhand mechanical principle, settling that 
thing in an offhand way; or shall that again be settled after care- 
ful study and in view of the many considerations besides simply 
the consideration of mechanical equality ? 
What about majority—the age of majority—the age of marriage ? 

To bring in a rather remote application, but still rather conceivable, 
what about conser iption’ And the question of the effect upon pro- 
tective legislation is a very large field, but that will be covered by 
women far more experienced in that subject than myself. 

There is one other point I hesitate to venture upon, yet I would 
like to bring before your attention, and that is the point of the possi- 
ble scope of the power which this would give to Congress. There 
appears to the lay mind to be a possibility of conflicting construc- 
tions between two clauses of this amendment, the first clause saying 
“men and women shall have equal rights ” and the next clause say- 
ing “ Congress shall have the power to pass appropriate legislation ” 
to. put into effect clause 1. What responsibility does that put on 
Congress; where will the responsibility for the putting into effect 
of this general principle which clause 1 would write into the Consti- 
tution—where will the responsibility rest after and assuming its 
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passage? Will Congress have the moral responsibility to pass con- 
structive legislation affecting all of the States in all the fields of law 
covered or touched upon in the application of this amendment ? 
Will that be the duty of Congress? Will it have such powers? If 
so, it would seem that the powers granted under this amendment 
exceeded the wildest dreams of the most advanced advocates of the 
extension of Federal power, and, so far as we can gather through 
legal advice which we have had on this subject, the best legal opinion 
seems to be that neither the Congress nor the States, in ratifying 
this amendment, would be able to foretell or foresee what would be 
the ultimate end or ultimate scope of the power thus granted. 

Now, just a word about the specific method, which is the alter- 
native, if you please. In the first place, it is safer, and we believe it 
is more effective. You make a survey in each State of the disabilities 
which are to be removed, as I said before. You can then draft your 
legislation or your amendment to legislation specifically to meet the 
existing situation which you wish to affect; you know what you are 
doing, and you know that when you go to do it you are not going to 
knock away a lot of things which you did not mean to affect when 
you started out to do it. 

It has been claimed that the Federal amendment is quicker—both 
simpler and quicker. We grant, gentlemen, that the wording of this 
amendment is simpler; we believe that it is simpler in wording, but 
it may not be simpler in working. We do not grant, gentlemen, that 
it is quicker. We have learned something about Federal amendments 
in the last few years; we know something about the difficulties of 
ratification. In addition to this, if we can believe those lawyers who 
have given us opinions on it, even suppose prompt passage and ratifi- 
cation, there might ensue a long period of litigation and confusion, 
of the probable suspension of salutary efforts in the direction of 
State legislation—a long period which would ensue before this 
amendment could go into effective operation. 

In the meantime, gentlemen, while the agitation for this amend- 
ment has been going on, women have been working through the past 
four years in the States and already have secured well over 400 
pieces of legislation directly and favorably affecting the legal status 
of women and the legal aspects of their home life.. It is a case, we 
believe, where the longest way around is the shortest way across. 
Sometimes an analogy has been made between this and the suffrage 

amendment. Women believed in the case of suffrage, when we 
were working to get the vote, there was no other way except the 
method of a Federal amendment; because our alternative was the 
amendment of 48 State constitutions, a long and cumbersome proc- 
ess, and in certain States made practically impossible under the 
amending clause of the State constitution. But this matter is a 
matter for State legislation, we believe. We do not think it is 
comparable, and there is one other point I want to make, and that 
is the women now have the advantage of being voting citizens when 
carrying on their work for this kind of remedial legislation. 

Now, gentlemen, what we women want is practical equality; not 
a mechanical identity. We do not want to go into this thing blind- 
folded. Women have been supposed to be pretty good bargainers 
and, in this case, gentlemen, we do not want to buy a pig in a poke 



46 EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION 

and we do think this amendment can, in homely language, be de- 
scribed in that way. . 

I ask permission to file with your committee certain legal opinions 
and a statement as to certain remedial legislation which has been 
secured in the past four years through State action. 

The CHatrman. That will be received and filed. 
(The papers filed by Miss Ludington are as follows:) 

SPECIFIC BILLS FOR SPECIFIC ILLS 

Within the three years of its existence the National League of Women Voters 
and its affiliated State leagues have secured the enactment of many laws re- 
moving legal discriminations against women. 

This legislation has been secured in accordance with the accepted policy of 
the league to provide specific remedies for specific wrongs. This does not 
necessarily mean a separate law for each disability, since closely related dis- 
abilities may sometimes be specified in one law. 

It does mean, however, that the League of Women Voters is opposed to 
blanket legislation, and therefore does not approve the proposed ‘ equal rights ” 
amendment which reads: “*‘ Men and women shall have equal rights throughout 
the United States and every place subject to its jurisdiction.” 

The League of Women Voters does not support blanket legislation in Congress 
or in State legislatures, because it believes that such legislation would create 
confusion, incur loss of progress already made, and certainly lead to litigation 
in the courts. 
“The proposed amendment to equalize the political, civil, and legal status of 

the men and women is open to objections arising from— 
“The unwisdom of blanket legislation in general, 
“The importance of making haste slowly, 
“The physical need of women for legal protection, 
“The undesirability of making the civil and legal status of men the norm 

or standard for equalizing laws. 
“The better method is specific laws for specific mischiefs which— 
“Will not sacrifice the principle of sex equality to expediency in promoting 

the reform, 
‘Will meet the need of discussing and maturing one reform at a time, 
‘Will deal better with the contrariety of discriminations now existing among 

States, 
“Will avoid impractical or harmful equality of status desired by neither 

sex.” (Excerpt from a syllabus of an address delivered by Judge Frederick 
A. Henry before the League of Women Voters of Cleveland.) 

(A seore of distinguished jurists, including Newton D. Baker, Felix Frank- 
furter, James R. Garfield, William Draper Lewis, Catharine Waugh Mce- 

Culloch, George Wharton Pepper, and Roscoe Pound, have expressed opinions 

which concur with that of Judge Henry. Their statements are on file in the 
offices of the National League of Women Voters.) 

WHAT WOMEN LEADERS SAY 

“From its organization, the National League of Women Voters has believed 

in and worked for the removal of all unfair discriminations against women 

under the law. 
“The league also believes in and works for protective legislation which the 

experience of the world has shown to be needed for the good, not of women 

only, but of the race. Because we believe that women need a kind of protection 

which men do not need, we have worked for minimum wage laws, mothers’ 

pensions, the eight-hour day for women in industry, the Sheppard-Towner Act, 

and other measures necessary to safeguard the future physical well-being of the 

race through proper consideration for potential mothers. 

“There is some difference of opinion as to whether ‘blanket’ legislation 

would destroy protective measures, but at best, and lawyers are virtually agreed 

on this point, blanket legislation would make it necessary to test the con- 

stitutionality of such laws in court, and many tedious, long-drawn-out suits © 

may ensue, with the issue long in doubt. When the health of the race is at | 
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stake we can not afford to have any welfare measure questioned.even for a 
time. 
“We do not believe that we need sacrifice the interests of women one to the 

other. We do believe that we can secure absolute justice for women and still 
retain those hard-won measures of protection which stand between working 
women and such working conditions as shame civilization and endanger the 
future of the Nation through a weakening of a race.” (Mrs. Maud Wood Park, 
president National League of Women Voters.) 

“T am opposed to the so-called ‘blanket equality amendment’ because it 
will not insure equality. Instead, it threatens to deprive women of some of the 
rights they have already gained. 
“Women of other countries, when they have secured the vote, have spon- 

sored blanket equality bills. But the situation is entirely different in the 
United States. Other countries have a single code of laws, which govern all 
the people. The United States has 48 codes of laws, 1 for the people of each 

State. 
* During the SO years that women campaigned for the ballot they appeared 

before State legislature after State legislature. The legislatures could not 
give women the vote; they could only submit the suffrage question to referenda, 
but the men in those legislatures, stirred by the appeals of the women, made 
yarious concessions which were written into the civil code. 

“A blanket amendment, designed to remove all remaining discriminations 
against women in the United States, would run counter to many of these laws 
already on the statute books, and would be certain to cause litigation.” (Mrs. 
CARRIE CHAPMAN CarTT, president Pan-American Association for the Advance- 
ment of Women.) 

“The blanket method is fundamentally wrong. 
* Our Republic rests upon the right of local self-government, leaving to the 

States everything not expressly assigned by the Federal Constitution to the 
President and Congress. The proposed Federal amendment, on the contrary, 
makes it the duty of Congress to supplant the legislatures in innumerable 
matters, wherever equality of women with men is concerned. 

“The amendment transfers to the courts a duty which should be performed 
by the legislatures, This makes it doubly difficult to retrieve errors by chang- 
ing either the law or the lawgivers. When a legislature passes a bad law, 
both the law and the legislature can be freely criticised. If the legislature 
fails to amend or repeal the law, a new legislature can be elected in one or in 
two years. 

“Not so the courts! For the terms of office of judges are almost always 
longer than those of the legislators, and many judges are appointed for life. 
Moreover, criticism of judicial decisions is less free than of statutes. Fur- 
thermore, judicial decisions become precedents which may last for centuries, 
whereas statutes can be repealed at any time, and need never be taken as 
examples. 

“ Women as such, whether or not they are mothers, present or prospective, 
will always need protective legislation. This, the equal rights amendment, 
now endangers and, if enacted, would destroy.” (Mrs. Florence Kelley, gen- 
eral secretary, National Consumers’ League.) 

“Trade unions have obtained for women shortened hours and increased 
rages, and have also set standards for entire trades. But many trades em- 

ploying women are unorganized, or the men only are organized. 
“Vast numbers of women workers are girls under age; others are handi- 

capped by foreign birth or want of training. For all such, the protection of 
legislation is absolutely necessary. By legislation, I mean definite laws pre- 
scribing standards of hours and sanitation, and providing plans to ensure a 
decent rate of remuneration. | 

“The opinions of the highest legal authorities go to prove that blanket 
legislation, while seemingly insisting upon equal treatment for men and women, 
is unpractical, in that it disregards the facts and the long iexperience of work- 
ing women themselves. The advocates of blanket legislation, asking for 
identity of treatment for men and women assume present power to enforce 
industrial, economic, and civil equality if embodied in law. Neither the vote 
nor the passage of blanket legislation will at once remove the inequalities in 
law, so imbedded in our social life. It is therefore better to remove these by 
the gradual correction of one inequality and handicap after another, as these 
reforms are demanded by women. 

32174—25—sER 50——4 
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“There is also the risk that it would be impossible to maintain legislation 

protecting women against any industrial wrong unless such legislation covered 

men also. In many cases, this is impossible, if only for the reason that great 

numbers of men prefer to handle their situation through other than legal 

channels.” Mrs. Raymond Robins, honorary president, National Women’s 

Trade Union League. 

Wuat Has BEEN DONE IN THREE YEARS 

since the nineteenth amendment became effective in August 1920, to remove 

legal discriminations against women and to establish equality of rights under 

the law, in conformity with the program of the National League of Women 

Voters. 

BY SPECIFIC BILLS FOR SPECIFIC ILLS 

Independent ‘citizenship for married women has been established by act of 

Congress. \ 

Common-law disabilities of married women have been removed as to con- 

tractual rights: 
In séven States (a woman may make contracts without her husband’s 

consent). 
Property rights: 

In four States (spouses have an equal interest in each other's real estate). 

In one State (a wife may make testamentary disposition of her share of 

community property). 
In three States (a wife may own her own wages earned outside the home). 

In seven States (a wife may own her own clothes and other personal 

property owned before her marriage). 

In two States (a wife is given the family clothing after her husband's 

death). 
In eight States (parents inherit equally from a deceased child). 

In four States (a wife shares equally with her husband their children’s 

earnings). 
In one State (a married woman of any age may make a will). 

In one State (a law has been passed permitting division of property 

after divorce). 

Equal guardianship of children has been established by legislation : 

In 14 States (parents are given equal guardianship over their children). 

In one State a mother as well as a father must give consent to the mar- 

riage of a minor child. 
The right of women to serve as jurors has been established 

In at least 21 States. 
In three States, bills to exempt women from jury service have been 

defeated. 

Marriage laws have been improved by specific laws 

In one State (a health certificate is required before a marriage license is 

issued). 
In one State (evasion of marriage laws of other States is prohibited.) 

In 10 States (marriage ages for both men and wonten have been raised.) 

In at least two States, the causes for divorce have been made the same 

for both men and women. 

Legal disabilities of women have been removed 

In 11 States (laws have been passed making women eligible for publie 

office on the same terms as men.) In most States, this has followed 

upon the extension of suffrage to women without specific legislation. 

In all States, the right of women to act as notaries has been established. 

Equal representation in political parties has been secured 

In five States (laws have been passed providing for equal representation 

of men and women in political party committees.) In some States, 

such representation is carried out by courtesy, not by law. 

Blanket legislation has been defeated in ten States. 

Data from all States were not available when these facts were assembled. 

Lack of space prevents listing the names of States cited. 

Issued by the National League of Women Voters, 532 Seventeenth Street, 

NW., Washington, D. C., January, 1924. 



EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION AY 

WHAT EMINENT LAWYERS SAY ABOUT THE EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT 

(George Wharton Pepper, United States Senator from Pennsylvania) 

“T regard it as most hazardous to make a constitutional declara~ 
tion such as is proposed until a thorough and painstaking study has 
been made of the differences that now exist between the rights of men 
and women. It is altogether possible and in my judgment it is quite 
likely that such a study would reveal the existence of many cases in 
_which it is economically and socially desirable that women should 
“enjoy rights which men do not share. It may very well be that 
inequality in respect to legal rights may be absolutely necessary to 
insure equality of economic and social opportunity. Blindly to de- 
clare that an enforced equality in respect to legal rights must exist 
may result in such an economic and social handicap to women as no 
forward-looking person would for a moment favor.” 

: (Edgar A. Bancroft, of Chicago, III.) 

j 
* This (the proposed amendment) is a flat prohibition of all dis- 

crimination in favor of women in State or national legislation. It 
not only removes so-called disabilities; it destroys and prevents all 
special rights and privileges of women. 

* For the protection of women and girls in industry and business 
there has grown up a large body of State laws that are based solely 
onsex. They restrict women’s freedom of contract as to time, period, 
and place, and compensation of employment in specified industries. 
They provide pensions for dependent mothers, and prescribe penal- 
ties for nonsupport and abandonment that apply only to men. 

* There are other provisions in State laws, both civil and criminal, 
that make or recognize distinctions between the sexes. Doubtless the 
increased participation by women in all of the activities of industry, 
commerce, professional hfe, and politics will hereafter from time 
to time suggest the need for further legislation of this sort. 

“All these distinctions in the laws rest upon actual and funda- 
mental differences between the sexes; and the power of the State 
legislatures to deal with these subjects j is now practically unlimited. 
“The adoption of the proposed amendment would certainly invali- 

date some of this legislation and render most of it of doubtful valid- 
ity. It would thus impede and postpone similar enactments for the 
benefit of women and girls in backward States, and delay further 
progress in such legislation. 

“In my judgment, there are no rights or benefits to women that 
can possibly result from this amendment that begin to equal those 
which it is certain to jeopard and may destroy. It would be a need- 
ity and hazardous limitation upon the general police powers of the 
States.” 

(Felix Franfurter, Harvard Law School, Cambridge, Mass.) 

* The legal position of women can not be stated in a single, simple 
formula, because her life can not be expressed in a single, simple 
relation. Woman’s legal status necessarily involves complic ated for- 
mulation, because a woman occupies many relations. The law must 
have regard for woman in her manifold relations as an individual, 

(aS a wage earner, as a wife, as a mother, as a citizen. Only those 
‘ 
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who are ignorant of the nature of law, and of its enforcement, or 

indifferent to the exacting aspects of woman’s life, can have the 
naivete, or the recklessness, to sum up woman’s whole legal position 
in a meaningless and mischievous phrase about ‘ equal rights.’ The 

law must accommodate itself to the immutable differences of nature. 

“For some purposes men and women are persons, and the law 
should, for these purposes, treat them as persons, subjecting them to 

the same duties and conferring upon them the same ‘rights.’ But 

for other and vital purposes men and women are men and women— 

and the law must treat them as men and women, and therefore sub- 

ject them to different and not the same, rules of legal conduct.” 

(Ernst Freund, University of Chicago) 

“T am inclined to think that the proposed ‘equal rights’ amend- 
ment would destroy special labor laws for women, and such I believe 
is its purpose. 
“However, I think any general equality provision difficult to 

frame that will not tend to have that effect.” 

(Roscoe Pound, Harvard Law School, Cambridge, Mass.) 

“Unless a saving clause were added, I should feel quite sure that 
the proposed constitutional amendment in the form set forth in your 
letter of August 3 would be held by most judges to preclude limita- 
tions upon the power of women as such to make contracts as to hours 
and wages on the same terms as men. Indeed, I suspect that is about 
the only practical effect it would have.” 

(William Draper Lewis, Philadelphia, Pa.) 

“YT am convinced that to adopt this wording would tend to 
jeopardize labor laws protecting women in industry, as many of 
these laws to interfere with the right of women to make contracts to 
labor longer than a maximum period, which maximum is shorter 
than the maximum period of labor for which men may contract.” 

SOUTHERN BUILDING, 

Washington, D, 0., December 24, 1921. 
Miss ETHEL M. SMITH, 

Secretary National Women’s Trade Union League of America, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Miss SmitH: I have you letter of the 19th instant, and I regret that 
I am so pressed for time that I can reply only briefly as to the proposed 
Federal amendment. 

1. IT have a good deal of doubt as to the advisability or wisdom of any Federal 
constitutional amendment of the kind suggested. The women of every State 
in the Union now having been accorded the privilege of equal suffrage, I am 
inclined to think better results will be obtained by seeking at the hands of the 
various State legislatures such remedial legislation as may be needed in each 
State. I was very earnestly in favor of the nineteenth amendment because it 
dealt with a question which was to my mind fundamentally national. But 
there is danger in undertaking to reach all sorts of evils by additional 
ments. 1 

2. Of course no one can predict what construction the eo 
the proposed amendment. I think they would strugg 
interpretation and to save the State laws relating to the eight-hour dav for 

wonien, and so on. But, of course, the Supreme Court might take the view that 
the amendment meant precisely what it said, and that a law which gave un- 
equal advantages to women was as obnoxious to the amendment as anes which 
was unequally to their disadvantage. ; 

amend- 

urts will put upon 
le to give it a reasonable 
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3. The provision that inequalities on account of marriage should not exist 

unless applying alike to both sexes may also result in mischief. There may be 

inequalities which are inherent in that relationship. The Federal law, for 

example, accords certain privileges with reference to the acquisition of public 

lands to the head of a family. Under this law, of course, an unmarried woman 

should have exactly the same rights an an unmarried man, each being the head 
of a family within the meaning of the law. But in the case of married persons 

either the wife or the husband must be held to be the head of the family, as 

obviously both can not be so regarded. Of course, the amendment may be so 

interpreted and molded by interpretation as to work no mischief, but there is 

nevertheless much danger of confusion resulting. 
I must beg you to excuse me from attempting to answer the other questions 

submitted, because they involve study and consideration which I am, at present, 

utterly unable to give. 
Very sincerely, 

GEO. SUTHERLAND. 

YALE UNIVERSITY, SCHvoL OF LaAw, 
New Haven, Conn., February 22, 1922. 

Mrs. RutH M. DADOURIAN, 
Berecutive Secretary Connecticut League of Women Voters, 

Hartford, Conn. 

Dear Mrs. DAapoURIAN: You requested my opinion with respect to the pro- 
posed constitutional amendment doing away with inequalities, disabilities, etc., 
of women. I am opposed to the amendment, as I think it was not carefully 
thought out nor its effects realized. I think, moreover, it would nullify wel- 
fare legislation. It would affect such a large mass of legislation that such a 
reform should not be attempted by constitutional amendment but by specific 
legislation in each case. It is very difficult often to tell what is an ‘“‘in- 
equality’ and whether, as, for example, in the case of the widow’s and 
w.dower’s respective rights in the realty of the deceased spouse, the present 
law favors the husband or the wife. If the Constitution does away with 
inequality, which law shall be followed, the husband’s or the wife’s? The idea 
back of the amendment is not bad, but had they confined it to disabilities 
rather than to inequalities they would have been better off. I do not believe 
the amendment will pass, and, in my judgment, it ought not to. 

Very sincerely, 
EDWIN M. BorcHARD, 

NATIONAL LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1925. 

Hon. GEorGE 8. GRAHAM, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 7 

‘My Dear Mr. GRAHAM: In common with many other organizations of women, 
the National League of Women Voters is opposed to the so-called equal rights 
amendment to the Federal Constitution (H. J. Res. 75), which is pending 
before the Judiciary Committee of the House of -Representatives for action. 
We believe in the removal of legal discriminations against women by specific 
measures not prejudicial to women’s labor laws or to social welfare legislation. 
We indorse legislation for equal rights between men and women when it is 
drawn with full consideration of each specific type of law involved, and we 
oppose attempts to deal with the subject by blanket legislation. 

I am taking the liberty of inclosing a copy of one of our pamphlets “ Equal 
rights—How not to get them,” trusting that you will find this expression of 
our attitude of interest. 

Sincerely yours, 
BELLE SHERWIN, President. 

EQquaL RigHtTs—How Not to Ger THEM 

[Issued by the committee on legal status of women, National League of Women Voters, 
Washington, D. C.] 

The National League of Women Voters is a nonpartisan organization, seek- 
ing to aid in the education of the women of this Nation for citizenship, and to 
aid in the passage of legislation, to the end of establishing full political equality 
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between men and women, equal opportunity in business and the professions, 

and equality before the law in their personal and family relationships and in 

their property rights. This organization is at all times ready to support an 
effort on the part of any organization to accomplish these ends by means whicb 
promise progress thereto. 

There has been introduced in Congress an amendment to our National Con-— 

stitution, doubtless sincerely meant to assure: to all women such equality. The 

purpose expressed by the supporters of this amendment is to establish equality 

between men and women in all their relations in life by one piece of legislation, 

which shall immediately free all women from the effect of national or State 

laws discriminating against them. The advocates of this method of securing 

equality have stated that they will continue to seek the passage of such an 

amendment in each session of Congress until it shall pass or until all dis- 

criminations and inequalities are removed from our laws. We may therefore 

expect such an amendment to be introduced in the next session of our national 

legislature. 
The National League of Women Voters is practical. It recognizes the fact - 

that no system of law can be built up in this Nation except by process of 

growth. And any new law must take into account laws and customs as they 

—_ 

now exist, the effect of the new law upon them, and their effect upon such | 

new law. Tested by its effect upon present laws and customs, and their 

reaction upon such an amendment, from a practical standpoint this organiza- 

tion believes that legal chaos must result—a condition far worse than the one 

it is designed to cure. 
For the following reasons the league is opposed to such a national equal- 

rights amendment: 
I. No definition of equal rights.—The lack of an established interpretation 

by law of the term “equal rights’ makes it impossible to gauge the field 

-eovered by such an amendment as is proposed in the interest of equality be- 

tween men and women. In some courts it has been held to include privileges 

and immunities, by others to exclude them, and there have been all shades © 

of interpretations between these extremes. There can, therefore, be no ade- 

quate consideration by Congress before its passage, and no basis upon which 

the State legislators could justify a vote in its favor. 

Il. No standard.—In order to express equality of men and women there 

must be a standard fixed. In the amendments as heretofore presented, there 

has been nothing to indicate what shall be taken as a standard, and the 

amendments were, therefore, meaningless, and passage would have meant end- 

less litigation. 
AN EXAMPLE 

In Delaware men have the common-law right of curtesy ; women have a dower 

right. This means that a husband has a greater right in his wife’s property 

than his wife has in his. 
Assume the passage of the last amendment presented to Congress, which 

reads: 

“Men and women shall have equal rights throughout the United States and 
every place subject to its jurisdiction. 

‘Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate legis- 

lation.” 

Does this mean that a wife shall have a right of curtesy in her husband’s 
real estate, or is the husband reduced to the present straits of his wife? 

Or perchance this amendment entirely wipes this law out of existence, leaving 
neither husband nor wife with any right in each other’s property. 

Oh. marvelous equality, the wives can then continue to care for their homes 
and babies while the husband accumulates the family property in his own 
name, and, if he feels like it, leave his wife and family nothing when he dies! 

But, you say, Congress can change all this by “ appropriate legislation.” | 
The supporters of this amendment have pointed out that there are dis-_ 

criminations in almost every branch of our law in the several State jurisdic _ 
tions. Does such an amendment mean that Congress shall take over the power 

to legislate on all these matters which through the whole history of our 
national organization have been matters wholly within the local jurisdiction? 

Section 8 of Article I of our Federal Constitution provides the powers 

eranted to Congress. It has been only after careful and long debates that 
the effect of this section has been changed by amendments to the Constitution 
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in any single particular, and yet such an equal-rightS amendment presents 
a possibility (yes, a probability) of construction, which would extend the 
jurisdiction of Congress to almost every field of legislation (possibly not by 
direct legislation, but by interference), along lines wholly undreamed of, and 
which could not be considered by Congress or the State legislatures in passing 
such an amendment. 

There is but one body which could finally determine these questions. That 
is the Supreme Court of the United States. 

And having settled the questions suggested above, the court would have 
taken its first baby step toward straightening out the legal tangle created by 
the amendment. 

But suppose it does mean that women’s rights shall conform to the rights 
of men as they now exist, as is assumed by many advocates of the amend- 
ment, or that the amendment is changed to read that women shall have rights 
equal to those of men, we can not escape from the fact that this amendment 
takes effect throughout the United States. If men and women must have 
equal rights throughout the United States, which State shall set the standard? 
No two States have the same laws governing these relationships. If the laws 
ef Delaware concerning dower and curtesy are wiped out, leaving no rights 
in husband or wife in the property of the other, does the fact that Illinois 
law provides an equal interest for husband and wife in each other’s property 
create a discrimination as between the husbands of Illinois and the wives of 
Delaware, and vice versa, so that the amendment acts upon them? Does the 
amendment then also wipe out Illinois law? And in how many other States 
would the property rights of husband and wife be wiped out? 

The Supreme Court of the United States alone could answer these ques- 
tions. 

And having answered them, perhaps another infant step toward adult 
equality would have been taken. 

Congress, then, having no power to pass legislation providing the property 
rights in the States, and no power to coerce such action in the State, how could 
such a uniform law as would comply with the requirements of this amendment 
be secured in the 48 States? 

Only a few of the many possible questions upon which the Supreme Court 
would have to pass during the course of the years are here suggested: 

Could wives legally claim support from their husbands? 
Could State laws establish different rules concerning penal institutions for 

men and women? 
How will appropriation bills for the promotion of the welfare and hygiene 

of maternity and infancy be affected, if at all? 
Would women be subject to conscription on the same basis as men? 
How would the age of majority be affected? 
Would fathers be jointly liable with mothers for the support of illegitimate 

children ? 
What effect would the amendment have upon laws restricting hours of 

labor for women? 
Would laws providing for special accommodations for women workers be 

affected? 
Would the amendment establish a joint headship of the family in husband 

and wife? 
Would the marriageable : age have to be identical for men and women? 
How would the amendment affect the laws governing penalties for sex 

uffenses? 
And yet the advocates of this amendment support it upon the basis that 

it creates a speedy method of effecting equality. 
Ill. Lffect upon protective legislation.—For 25 years women of vision and real 

sympathy have been working to place laws upon our statute books protecting 
women in industry. Women do work at a disadvantage in most industrial 
institutions, and such protective measures are based upon a sound foundation 
of need, and an effort to protect men and women of the coming generation. 
It is very generally the consensus of opinion of the lawyers of this country that 
such an equal-rights amendment would strike every bit of such protective legis- 
lation from our laws. The league is by no means opposed to protective legisla- 
tion for men where it meets a real need, but it is not necessary to step back- 
ward 25 years by removing such. protection as women now have, in order to see 
that such disadvantages as now exist in the case of men are set right. 
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IV. Discrimination against women in their right to tabor.—We are told 
that the law in Ohio prohibits women working as railroad switchmen; that 
the laws of Illinois will not permit women to work in mines, and that nearly 
every other State has some such discrimination. 

THEY ALL DIFFER 

Must Pennsylvania suffer chaos in its laws for a generation or more be- 
cause Ohio women can not act as railroad switchmen, and must California 
be subjected to the effects of endless litigation because the women of 
Illinois can not work in mines or on the roads? Surely the women of no 
State need the protecting hand of the National Government where that 
Government in the very course of its benevolence inflicts injustice upon 
those sister States who, in that particular matter, happen to be more advan- 
tageously situated. 

V. The amendment would retard State legislation.—A national amendment 
involves passage through Congress and subsequent ratification by three-fourths 
of the States. This means a campaign in our National Legislature and a 
further campaign in each State. There can be but one excuse for seeking 
equality by this method; that is, the belief that the method is a time-saver 
in establishing equality as a national principle or that the method of securing 
such legislation by States has failed. This latter excuse can not be offered, 
for during the period of three years 420 bills in 45 States were passed 
directly contributing to an improvement in the status of women and children. 
Every indication is that ratification can only come after a severe struggle 
in each of the States. And what will our legislators say in the meantime? 
They could justify only one position. They must say: 
‘We will not consider specific legislation to bring about equality while this 

blanket effort is before us, because in the event that it should pass our time 
would be misspent.”’ 

The league will not take the position of saying, ‘‘ All or nothing,” especially 
when it is apparent that it would get nothing in any event. 

VI. There is a better and surer method.—The States have it within their 
power to pass legislation which will establish an actual equality with a 
minimum interruption and interference with present laws and conditions. 
The women in each State are in better position to understand their own needs 
than is any group from the outside. It is their task, and it is gradually being 
accomplished. The league stands ready to help in every possible way such 
local effort, such a method of procedure is in entire conformity with the 
structure and organization of our Government, and proof has already been 
given that equality can be established, since in many matters in many 
States it has already been done, without any of the ill effects which must 
follow blanket legislation. 
Among other organizations opposing the blanket amendment are: Ameri- 

ean Federation of Labor. American Home Economics Association, American 
Federation of Teachers, General Federation of Women’s Clubs, Girls’ Friendly 
Society in America, Medical Women’s National Association, National Council 
of Catholic Women, National Consumers’ League, National Council of Jewish 
Women, National Council of Women, National Women’s Trade Union League, 
and Nation Board of the Young Women’s Christian Associations. 

PENNSYLVANIA LEAGUE OF WOMEN VorTeRS (INc.). 
Philadelphia, Pa., February 14, 1924. 

My DEAR CONGRESSMAN GRAHAM: As there appears to be considerable con- 
fusion regarding the identity of the organizations supporting and opposing 

the so-called blanket amendment, I have been requested by the board of 
directors of the Pennsylvania League of Women Voters to explain to Penn- 
sylvania representatives in Congress that the term “equal rights” while 
plausible is misleading, because the proposed amendment may endanger much 
of the valuable protective legislation for women which has been written into 
our Statutes after long and arduous work. Eleven large national organiza- 
tions are opposed to the passage of this amendment and we want you to 
know that the League of Women Voters is one of these, 

Sincerely yours, 

Lucy K. Minter, Chairman. 
(Mrs. John O. Miller). 
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Mrs. SHerman. Our next speaker, Mr. Chairman, is ; Miss Mary 
Anderson. Chicago, Ill., Director of the Women’s Bureau of the 
United States Department of Labor. 

STATEMENT OF MISS MARY ANDERSON, DIRECTOR OF THE 
WOMEN’S BUREAU, UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Miss Anperson. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
I have for 18 years worked in a shoe factory, doing piecework, 
right at the bench, working 9 and 10 hours a day and, therefore, 
T feel, from the point of view of an individual, that I know some- 
thing of what it means to work long hours in a factory and to 
work for low pay. 

Sinc I have been Director of the Women’s Bureau of the De- 
partment of Labor, we have made a great many studies through 
the bureau in regard to women in industry. The bureau is con- 
eerned primarily with that question. As a bureau we have two 
functions to perform. The one is to create standards and policies 
tor their effect on the employment of women in industry, and the 
other is to investigate and find out under what conditions women 
are now employed. Those are our functions in the Women’s Bureau, 
and my testimony here to-day will d al with labor laws. 

By far the largest group of laws that will be affected by this 
amendment are the labor laws in behalf of women. 
With the exception of Florida, every State has some law affecting 

the conditions of employment of women. It is estimated that nearly 
4,000,000 women are covered by such laws. 

The experience of the Women’s Bureau has been that the condi- 
tions under which women work are definitely better in those States 
that have established good legal standards than in those States 
where standards are low or utterly lacking. It has not been our 
experience that those laws have kept women “from obtaining employ- 
ment or from advancing in their chosen field. 

Yesterday afternoon, ‘for example, I received this resolution from 
Los Angeles, a local of the United Garment Workers of America, 
and I want to read this resolution and ask permission to file it later. 
[ Reading: | 

Whereas the working women of California have enjoyed the protection of 
the legal &-hour working-day and the 48-hour week since 1911, and also a legal 
minimum wage since 1913; and 

Whereas we have found this legislation to be most valuable to the mental 
and physical welfare of the women workers of the State of California, and in 
no case has it been a handicap to our economic advancement: Be it therefore 

Resolved, That we, the United Garment Workers, Local No. 125, of Los 
Angeles, Calif., representing approximately 800 women, earnestly petition the 
Judiciary Committee of the United States Senate— 

This was sent to Senator Ernst and another was sent to me— 
<r’ 6 

be it 
Further resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to Senator 

Richard P. Ernst, chairman of the Judiciary Committee, and to Miss Mary 
Anderson, Director of the Women’s Bureau of the Department of Labor. 

LAURA BAILEY, President. 
PAULINE SADLER, Recording Secretary. 

to prevent the passing of the so-called equality amendment; and 
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Mr. Sumners. May I ask you a question just at that point? 
Miss ANDERSON. see 
Mr. Sumners. Suppose under that constitutional amendment if 

adopted Congress should have power to establish such desirable 
working conditions for women in those States where they do not 
enjoy such desirable working conditions; do you then regard that a 
proper method of procedure would be through Congress, instead of 
wasting time, as some seem to think, by proceeding in the several 
States / 

Miss Anperson. I doubt very much if Federal legislation on 
this subject would be considered constitutional. For example, the 
United States Supreme Court has ruled that two child labor laws 
were unconstitutional. 

Mr. Sumners. If you will pardon me, that had to do with the 
constitutionality of a statute, the statute being held unconstitutional 
under the Supreme Court’s construction of the statute. Now, here 
is a proposed constitutional amendment that gives Congress, I 
assume, the right to establish uniform laws throughout the country. 
I would not say “I assume that,” but for the purpose of this pre- 
sentation, if we should assume it, then what do you say? 

Miss Anprerson. As I understand it, this amendment says there 
shall be equality between men and women, or there shall be equal 
legal standards for men and women. In that case, all these laws in 
every State in the Union, that is, practically all but one State, the 
labor laws for women that are different from those applying to men, 
would be wiped off the statute books. 

Mr. Sumners. But this constitutional amendment does not pro- 
pose there shall be equality in each of the States, as States, but 
proposes there shall be equality in the whole United States—dealing 
with the United States as a whole, without regard to the States? 

Miss Anprerson. That, it seems to me, will wipe off the State laws’ 
just the same. | 

Mr. Sumners. And might give to Congress the power to put in 
some new laws uniformly applicable everywhere and even to estab- 
lish the standard of uniformity. 

Miss Anperson. That would mean, of course, to legislate for men 
and women alike. 

Mr. Sumners. Yes. 
Miss Anperson. It would mean, of course, Congress could legis- 

late, for example, an 8-hour day for men and women throughout 
the United States. 

Mr. Sumners. Would not you desire that? 
Miss AnprErsoNn. Yes. 
Mr. Sumners. If that would be possible? 
Miss Asnperson. I think it would be very desirable, but I doubt . 

whether it could be done. 
Mr. Sumners. Then would you desire a constitutional amendment 

which would make it possible ? 
Miss Anperson. I doubt whether that could be done at all. 
Mr. Sumners. I am talking, now, just for the moment. on the 

question of desirability as a matter of governmental policy. Do 
you favor, as a matter of governmental policy, if the Judiciary 
Committee, in examining this proposed constitutional amendment. 
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should decide it would give Congress the power not only to establish 
uniformity throughout the United States, but to enact a Federal 
code which would make certain such uniform standards, would you 
then favor the amendment? 

Miss AnpErson. It seems to me the present trend of Federal legis- 
lation has given us a warning that Congress should proceed slowly 
in that matter. In the first place, I doubt very much whether the 
States would ratify a constitutional amendment as vague as this is; 
and, in the next place, it seems to me the trend in labor legislation 
in the United States to-day is not toward passage of such laws by 
Congress; the trend is more toward the enactment of such legislation 
in the States. 

Mr. Sumners. Pardon me just a minute, but you say you doubt 
if the States would ratify this amendment. Ils your opposition 
to-day on that score? Are you afraid the States would not ratify 
it, or because you do not favor it? 

Miss AnpErson. Well, I do not favor it, because I think it will 
hurt labor legislation for women now in effect. 

Mr. Sumners. I want to get your opinion generally. Do you 
believe, then, the best method of approach under our system of gov- 
ernment is through the several States, and not from the Congress 
down ? 

Miss Anperson. I believe so. 
The CuarrmMan. Are you through, Mr. Sumners? 
Mr. Sumnygrs. That is all. 
The Cuatrman. Proceed, Miss Anderson. 
Miss Anprrson. Every State but one State of the Union has 

enacted some law specifically applying to women workers alone. 
Some of the laws provide for eight hours a day, some of them eight 
and a half, some of them nine hours a day, and some of them apply 
to minimum wage. 

The necessity for labor laws for women is emphasized in the 
reports upon investigations by the women’s bureau as to wages and 
working hours of women in various States. It is commonly known 
that women wage earners work much longer hours and get much 
lower wages than do men workers, chiefly because women are not 
able to bargain so successfully as men. Also, since so many women 
wage earners are forced to perform two jobs—one industrial, the 
other domestic—it is necessary for the health and protection of the 
worker herself and her family that some standards in industry be 
maintained to lighten the burden of her two jobs. 

The benefits of those laws are not only to the women workers 
themselves, but they affect the home as well. [For instance, if there 
is a shorter workday, for example, an eight-hour day, the woman 
in the home, the mother in the home, does not have to get up so early 
in the morning and she can have a little earlier dinner at night, so 
that her hours in the home are shortened as well as the hours of the 

workers that are in the factories. 

Mr. Hersey. Let me ask you a question. 
Miss ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. Hersey. If this legislation should pass and be ratified by the 
States. we now find labor laws in the several States on the matter of 
hours of labor, to which you are addressing yourself now 

Miss Anperson. Yes. 
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Mr. Hersey (continuing). Where the men have a right to labor a 
longer time than the women. Would not the effect of the amend- 
ment be either to cut the man’s hours down or to raise the women’s 
hours up? 

Miss Anperson. The effect on the labor laws in the States, in 
respect to that question, has been that, for instance, in Massachu- 
setts—when they passed the 48-hour week law in the State—the 
effect was that the men employed in the same factories where the 
women worked were permitted to come under the 48-hour standard 
along with the women. But the fact is that the basic industries of 
the country, such as the building trades, the mining industry, the 
steel industry, etc., are now rapidly going under an eight-hour day, 
all of those being industries in which practically no women are em- 
ployed and yet in which the eight-hour day prevails. If we contrast 
these industries with the textile industry in the South, particularly, 
we find that in the latter women work 10 and 11 hours a day: and 
again, if we contrast these industries with the canning industry, the 
box-making industry, we find in these last-mentioned industries, 
which we generally call the women-employing industries, longer 
hours prevailing. So that the matter of labor legislation in the 
different States is really a question of standards—of bringing up 
the women to somewhere near where the men are to-day. 

Much was said yesterday about women losing their jobs because 
of this labor legislation. We compared two States from the census 
data; we compared California with Indiana. California has had the 
eight-hour day and the minimum wage legislation since 1911 and 
1913, and Indiana has practically no legislation for women, and 
those two States are similar in regard to the products, population, 
and types of industries. We found that the women had increased in 
the industries in both States, but that they had more rapidly in- 
creased in the State of California than they had in Indiana: but 
that was due chiefly because the industries had increased in Cali- 
fornia more rapidly than in Indiana. ‘This fact shows that the 
expansion of industry, and not labor legislation, is the deciding 
factor in the increase of the employment of women as well as of men. 

One question yesterday was in connection with the Rapid Transit 
Co. of New York City. In the Rapid Transit Co. during the war 
many women were employed, and just as soon as the armistice was 
signed the company began to discharge the women, and every month 
they discharged a greater and greater number. The law that affected 
the women on the Rapid Transit Co. was not introduced in the 
General Assembly of New York State until March: so that it was 
not the law but the after-the-war conditions that were responsible 
for general reduction of the women in the Rapid Transit Co. 
Another question was that New York amended the night work law 

to exempt from the law the women in the printing trades. After that 
law had gone into effect, an investigation was made by the division 
of women in industry of the New York State Department of Labor 
to find out how many women had taken advantage of the exemption, 
and they found out that just eight women in New York City had 
been employed on night work since they had been permitted to do 
so by law. 
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Mr. Wetter Let me ask, right at that point, did you also examine 
whether or not the statistics showed that there were several thou- 
sands of women, two or three thousands of women, who were also 
affected by not being permitted to work after 10 o’clock at night in 
the ice cream parlors and in other lines of employment where women 
could work—in restaurants, amusement places, and so forth? 

Miss Anprerson. We did not make that investigation; the division 
of women in industry in New York State Department of Labor made 
that investigation. | 

Mr. Wetter. Well, what did you find? | 
Miss Anprrson. I do not know whether the woman’s division made 

an investigation of the women in ice cream parlors, and so forth. 
I have heard it said that the discharge of women from these various 
establishments was not proven by facts. 

Mr. Sumners. While you are on that point, to make the record 
clear, what was the statement as to the number of women who had 
been compelled to disassociate themselves from that character of 
employment ? 

Miss Anprrson. I understand that the statement yesterday was 
that there were at least 5,000. 

Mr. Sumners. Yes; I am not asking you for that; I heard that 
statement. What I am asking for is the statement made to you, to 
which you refer. 

Miss Anprerson. The women’s division in New York made the 
statement that they had no facts to warrant saying that 5,000 had 
been discharged in New York. 

In conclusion, I just want to say that the opposition to the equal 
rights amendment to the Constitution comes form a well-founded 
conviction that all labor legislation would be endangered by its 
passage and that like legislation will be barred in the future. The 
amendment itself can not take the place of these laws, and is only 
the enunciation of a principle and will have no effect when it goes 
in force, either on the equality in pay or the shorter work day for 
women. Instead, it is likely to take away those safeguards which, 
in reality, are a method of raising the standard for women so that 
economic equality will be a relaity. | 

Mr. Foster. Are you going to ask leave to file what you have 
there / 

Miss Anperson. Yes; I am going to ask if I can file the state- 
ment. 

The CuHarrMan. What do you mean by is she going to ask leave to 
file that statement? Is that a copy of your address, Miss. Anderson ? 

Miss ANDERSON. Yes. } 

The CHairMAn. Of course, the address has been taken down steno- 
graphically and, if you wish to correct it before it is printed, why 
there would be no objection to correcting it to conform with your 
paper: but to publish this, also, would mean an expense of doing the 
work twice over. 

Mr. Fosrer. What I had in mind was this: I saw youw passing 
over several papers and I wondered if you had eliminated any state- 
ments which you would like the committee to have. 

Miss Anpverson. I would like to file this resolution. 
The Cuairman. Very well. 
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(The resolution is as follows :) 
Whereas the working women of California have enjoyed the protection 

of the legal eight-hour working day and a forty-eight hour week since 1911 
and also a legal minimum wage since 1913; and 
Whereas we have found this legislation to be most valuable to the mental 

and physical welfare of the women workers of the State of California, and 
in no case has it been a handicap to our economic advancement: Be it therefore 

Resolved, That we, the United Garment Workers, Local No. 125, of Los 
Angeles, California, representing approximately eight hundred women, ear- 
nestly petition the Judiciary Committee of the United States Senate to pre- 
vent the passing of the so-called equality amendment; and be it further 

Resolwed, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to Senator Richard 
P. Ernst, chairman of the Judiciary Committee and to Miss Mary Anderson, 
Director of the Woman’s Bureau of the Department of Labor. 

LAURA BAILey, President. 
PAULINE SADLER, Recording Secretary. 

Miss Anprrson. And the statement also, if I may. I omitted a 
great deal of it in speaking. 

The CuarrmMan. But that is a duplication. 
Mr. Hersry. She said she omitted some statements. It might be 

given to the reporter and let him correct his notes. . 
The CuatrmMan. No; I do not think we ought to do that. That 

prolongs the record and multiplies it unnecessarily. You may file 
your statement with the committee. 

Miss ANDERSON. Yes. 
Mr. Micnener. You are connected with the Department of Labor? 
Miss ANDERSON. Yes. 
Mr. MicHener. Do you speak officially in any way for the Depart- 

ment of Labor in opposing this amendment ? 
Miss AnpeErson. I speak officially in giving facts along the lines 

of labor laws. 
Mr. Micuener. But as to the policy 
Miss AnpErson. As to the policy, we are opposed to the amend- 

ment because in the law creating the Women’s Bureau we are charged 
with the responsibility of establishing standards and policies for the 
employment of women, which we feel would be endangered by this 
amendment. 

Mr. Sumners. If this constitutional amendment were passed and 
Congress should effectuate it fully, why would not you have more 
power, under which you could establish all these things practically 
everywhere? 

Miss ANpERSON. We are very doubtful about being given such 
power. 

Mr. Sumner. All right; I won’t press it. 
Mrs. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman. our next speaker is Miss Anna 

Neary, of Baltimore, Md., of the American Federation of Labor. 

STATEMENT OF MISS ANNA NEARY, BALTIMORE, MD., AMERICAN 
FEDERATION OF LABOR 

Miss Nrary. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee. I am 
going briefly to state to you the stand taken by the American Federa- 
tion of Labor on, the blanket amendment, and I have a brief with 
me which is very short, giving the action of the three recent con- 
ventions of the American Federation of Labor held in 1922, 1923, 
and 1924, entitled “* Women in Industry Endangered.” | 
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First, I want to say that when this particular bill was presented— 
that is, when it was reported to the first convention that a constitu- 
tional amendment was being urged by the National Woman’s Party— 
Mr. Gompers, our late leader, protested against the amendment, as 
it would have had the effect of repealing all the protective laws for 
women in industry. He held several conferences with the represen- 
tatives of the National Woman’s Party who stated they were willing 
to accept an amendment that would protect women in industry. 
This was found to be impossible, as a constitutional amendment 
could not contain such reservations. Hence the American Federa- 
tion of Labor’s stand at that time at that convention in 1922, and the 
following convention in 1923, at which the following resolution, if - 
I may read it, was adopted. The following resolution was adopted 
at the Cincinnati convention in 1922: 

Whereas the enactment of the law granting the right of suffrage to women 
does not carry with it in all States all other political rights and there are 
on the statute books various laws discriminating against women as to property 
rights, guardianship rights, naturalization rights and other rights now guar- 
anteed to men; and 

Whereas the American Federation of Labor has long advocated political, 
civic, and economic equality for women; Be it 

Resolved, That this convention therefore declare itself in favor of the 
removal of all discriminations against women and advocates specific laws 
to this end; and be it 

Further resolved, That we disapprove and oppose all blanket legislation for 
this particular purpose, because such legislation is necessarily drawn in 
general terms which must be subject to judicial construction and therefore 
place in jeopardy labor laws in effect for women. 

The following year, 1923, accordingly, the American Federation of 
Labor reiterated its stand on the proposed amendment, and at its last 
convention, just held recently in El Paso, in 1924. Just briefly I 
will read you the report of the committee. In that portion of the 
report of the executive council, under the caption, “Women in In- 
dustry, November 17-25, 1924, page 73, the committee reported as 
follows: | 

The executive council is commended for its opposition to the so-called blanket 
amendment which would break down protective legislation for which labor has 
long fought. A continuation of this vigilance against this vicious legislative 
proposal is recommended by your committee. 

This action was adopted unanimously just about three months ago 
in convention of the American Federation of Labor. 

For your information, Mr. Chairman, I desire to leave with you 
and to say that, as you understand, we are not opposing the bill other 
than from that stand taken by the American Federation of Labor. 
We stand for eliminating laws now that are discriminating against 
women in the various trades. Our legislative committees are being 
urged to assist in the various States where legislation is pending 
which will remove these conditions, and I just want to say that 
that is our stand, and we will continue to take that stand, feeling that 
the working women of the country—not only feeling but realizing 

that the working women of the country—have been benefited by 
legislation. While we feel that it is not what it should be in any of 
the States. while California and just a few of our States may have 

to-day enacted progressive legislation, to us it is not ideal, nor is it 
what the workers ‘could have secured through their respective 

organizations. 
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I want to say this, Mr. Chairman, just briefly, that yesterday you 
had a statement from a lady from New York, speaking for the 
working women in New York and Brooklyn, claiming that so 
many of the women lost their positions on account of labor legisla- 
tion. I happen to be a member of the printing trades, having spent 
most of my life in the printing offices of my home town, and have 
been a member of an organization that has improved the labor con- 
ditions through our organization and that has reduced the workday 
and has established a minimum wage. I want to say that the state- 
ment made by Miss Anderson, of the few women who were affected 
in New York City by the abolition of night work, is true. We realize 
that. machinery coming into industry, as it is at the present time, is 
lessening the opportunity for employment and I believe that the lady 
really overlooked the fact, in stating the number of people who 
were thrown out of jobs on account of protective legislation, of the 
new devices which have come into her particular industry in New 
York City, into the rapid transit—that is, in the selling of tickets— 
we all know they have been displaced in New York recently by a 
new slot machine in the subway, which has been the means of replac- 
ing so many women formerly engaged in selling tickets and collecting 
tickets, and we realize that thing itself has displaced many more 
women than any protective legislation enacted would have done. So 
that we feel we must keep pace with progress, with machinery, and 
we realize fully the necessity of reducing the hours of work and 
particularly we feel, as organized workers, that our activities should 
not be confined to our own particular group. We can not be selfish, 
because we realize the vast. number of unorganized women who, as 
individuals, are not in a position to speak for themselves. Their 
position is in jeopardy the minute that they resent conditions and, 
as organized workers, we too wish to reach out and to help. And in 
backing up labor legislation in the various States, while it is not our 
ideal, we feel it is the best means of protecting the American working 
woman, and the American Federation of Labor has and will con- 
tinue to oppose the legislation on the ground I have stated; that is, 
solely on the ground of the danger to the working women of our 
country. 

Mr. Sumners. From your viewpoint, do you regard the trend in 
the States as being toward the solution of the problem which you 
have had in mind, or in the contrary direction ¢ 

Miss Neary. Mr. Committeeman, I do. I know from the results 
in my own State and I know from having had an opportunity to be 
associated in labor legislation—that is, in the enactment of it in the 
various States—that the desire is in the States to improve. While we 
are having difficulties and meeting many problems, have many ob- 
stacles in our way, we feel that the trend is, by the workers and the 
public being more enlightened to the necessity for improved condi- 
tions in industry toward a solution of the problem. 

Mr. Sumner. May I ask you another question 7 
Miss Neary. Yes. 
Mr. Sumner. Do you regard, from your experience, that the fight 

which the people make in the several States to improve conditions 
tends to give you the attitude of public opinion and public interest 
which is valuable in the general cause in which you are engaged ? 
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Miss Neary. Yes; we do. 
Mr. Sumners. You develop local leadership and local interest, I 

assume, in the struggle you make in the States?: 
Miss Neary. Yes; we do. We are endeavoring to do that con- 

stantly—to develop leaders. 
Mr. Wetter. Well, are you organized in each State; are the women 

organized in each State? 
Mr. Sumners. Just wait a minute, please. 
Mr. Wetuer. Oh, pardon me; I thought you were through. 

_Mr. Sumners. No; I was not. I just want to ask one other ques- 
tion. 

Miss Neary. Yes. 
Mr. Sumners. And that it, from your experience, having had to 

do with legislation such as you have had reference to, do you regard 
as more valuable the development of local opinion and local senti- 
ment than the element of speed in getting a law on the statute books 
through the National Government ? 

Miss Neary. Absolutely. 
Mr. Summers. What is your view on that? Will you just state it 

briefly, there ? 
Miss Neary. My view of public opinion at the present time re- 

garding improved conditions, as compared with speed ? 
Mr. Sumners. Yes; take the two. Would you rather speed up leg- 

islation and sacrifice, to some degree, or to an appreciable degree, 
the development of puble opinion which results from the fight in 
the States to bring about improved conditions, or would you rather 
move a bit slower, a little bit safer progress? 

Miss Neary. Well, Mr. Congressman, candidly speaking, I would 
like to see slow, sincere, progress made by the workers themselves. 

Mr. Sumners. Well, they would have to have public opinion be- 
hind them ? 

Miss Neary. They would have to have public opinion behind them, 
but public opinion does not amoftnt to anything unless you endeavor 
to do something for yourself. The public is not going to do some- 
thing for you or to endeavor to do it unless you first endeavor to do it 
for yourself. 

Mr. Scumners. But do you not have to have public opinion in the 
States to support your organizations 4 

Miss Neary. We have to have it; we are endeavoring to have it, 
but we are at such a great disadvantage, Mr. Sumners, in the mis- 
representation which molds public opinion. 

Mr. Sumners. Yes. 
Miss Neary. That is one of the difficulties we have—the newspa- 

pers and various agencies which endeavor to misrepresent our meth- 
ods very often, in our endeavor to improve conditions. 

Mr. Sumwners. But finally you do lick them through the help of 
the people and organization of the people? 

Miss Neary. We lick them through the help of the people. 

Mr. Sumners. I think that is not a good word; I will ask to take 
that out. | 

Mr. Wetuier. I was about to ask you, when Judge Sumners called 
mv attention to the matter, is the American Federation of Labor 

39174—25— SER 5O0——) 
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and the women’s department thereof organized in each one of the 

States of the Union, so that each State legislature is followed in the 

course of its sessions as to women’s legislation ¢ 

Miss Neary. You mean to follow the legislation, proposed legisla- 

tion, in the various States / 
Mr. Wetter. Yes. 
Miss Neary. Yes; we do. We have State federations of labor and 

legislative representatives in every State of the country to watch 

legislation pertaining to the workers of the country. ' 

Mr. Weer. Let me make myself clear. The organization that 

was here yesterday, the National Woman’s Party, said that in 40 

States they had organized women’s committees, in which there were 

a great many women enrolled in the work—that, they had fully 

organized in 40 States out of 48 States. Now, is the American 

Federation of Labor similarly organized with reference to women 

and women’s legislation 4 
Miss Neary. No, Mr. Chairman; women are not organized sepa- 

rately under the American Federation of Labor, nor have we a com- 

mittee of women working in the interest of legislation. Through the 
general organization and through the State federations and central 

labor unions we have legislative committees appointed. 
Mr. Wetier. But not women’s committees ¢ 
Miss Neary. No; not women’s committees. When it is necessary 

for the women to be called in we have had working women called to 
speak in defense of or opposition to legislation. 

Mrs. Suerman. I understand the next speaker on the program, 
Miss Elizabeth Christman, Chicago, Il., secretary-treasurer of the 
National Women’s Trade Union League, is not able to be present, 
and I will ask Miss Ethel Smith, legislative secretary of the Na- 
tional Women’s Trade Union League, to speak in her place and for 
the organization. 

STATEMENT OF MISS ETHEL M. SMITH, NATIONAL SECRETARY OF 
THE NATIONAL WOMEN’S TRADE UNION LEAGUE 

Miss Smiryu. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, Miss 
Christman, our national secretary-treasurer, who was unable to 
come to-day, has asked me to read to you a statement on her behalf. 
T would like to state that Miss Christman, in addition to being the 
national secretary-treasurer of the National Women’s Trade Union 
League, is secretary-treasurer also of the International Glove 
Workers’ Union and was herself a factory worker for a dozen years 
in a glove factory. This is Miss Christman’s statement: 

The National Women’s Trade Union League is a federation of trade unionists 
and their allies. Affiliated with it are most of the national trade union organi- 
zations having women members that are affiliated to the American Federation 

of Labor, and the league has also a membership of nontrade unionists who 
accept the trade union platform. Our point of view and policies are therefore 
essentially the same as the policies of the American Federation of Labor, our 
special function being to deal with the problems of working women. I may 
say also that before suffrage was granted to women we were one of the 
organizations which worked for woman suffrage, and we cooperate now with 
many women’s organizations in current movements for the advancement of 
women, political, economic, and civic. 
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With your permission I shall endeavor to put before you the point of view 
of the National Women’s Trade Union League on the subject of the so-called 
equal rights amendment to the Federal Constitution which has been proposed 
by the National Woman’s Party. In repeated resolutions by our national 
governing body and in various legislative conferences our erganization has offici- 
ally expressed itself in definite terms against the Woman’s Party proposal. 
We stand emphatically for equal rights, equal opportunity, and equal pay for 

women and men. We agree that the women of Ohio should have the right to 
e taxi drivers or to open a shoeshining parlor if they want to, but we do 

not believe that in order to give this right to the women of Ohio we ought to 
take away the 48-hour law for women in Massachusetts, and the hour laws 
in 42 other States. 

We believe that women should have the right to jury service, and apparently 
the so-called equal rights amendment would give them such a right in 20 States: 

where they do not now possess it. But we do not think that to give the women 

the right to serve on juries in 20 States it would be sensible or just to throw 

into court the mothers’ pension laws of 39 States. 
The Woman's Party amendment would endanger labor laws now directly 

aifecting about 4.000.000 wage-earning women, and indirectly affecting all 
women in gainful occupations. The number of women affected by the mothers’ 
yension laws we do not know, but we do not believe that the country would 
be justified in taking the risk involved in this amendment for millions of wage- 
earning woman and an unknown number of mothers, in order to enable a few 
women to become taxi drivers, bootblacks, and jurors. Especially are we op- 
posed to any such risk when we kuow that the same ends could be obtained 
without taking the risk. 

The National Woman’s Party, however, propose to take just exactly those 
risks, and many more—risks due to the fact, first, that this is an amendment 
to the United States Constitution, and would invalidate automatically all laws 
in conflict with it without automatically replacing most of them; risks due 
in the second place to the fact that blanket provisions in law, whether in the 
Constitution or in statutes, require court interpretation in each case, and the 
terms “rights” and “equal rights” are subject to diverse and adverse con- 
struction. Last, and not least, the risk is due to the fact that legal rights and 
economic rights are not by any means identical. Legal equality is not neces- 
sarily the same as economic equality. It may actually defeat economic equality. 

For example, the woman in industry is working, say, in a State with an 
8-hour law for women, passed because women had been working much longer 
hours. The man-employing industries of that State, however, are probably on 
an S-hour schedule established by their unions. The 8-hour law and the 8-hour 
trade agreement both limit the worker’s freedom of contract. But the law 
would probably be destroyed by the so-called equal rights amendment, because 
the legal rights of women are restricted thereunder but not the legal rights 
of men. In other words, to give the women legal equality with the men, the 
amendment would take away the 8-hour day from the women but not from 
the men. 

This may be legal equality. But economie equality it certainly is not. 
Trade-union women object to the wholly gratuitous risk the National Woman’s 

Party would compel them to face through such blanket legislation as they 
propose. The very number, variety, and complexity of the discriminations 
against women which they cite, and most of which we recognize, are to our 
minds proof that it is only by well-thought-out, specific legislation, or other 
form of remedy, that the discriminations against women in political, civic, or 
industrial life can be removed. Thereis no constitutional bar to their removal 
at present. Moreover, were the Woman’s Party amendment a part of the Con- 
stitution to-day it would still be necessary to secure the specific remedies, either 
by legislative enactment or otherwise, which can now be obtained without this 
eonstitutional amendment. The States and Congress now have the power the 
amendment would confer. Why take a gratuitous risk? 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to add to this statement by Miss 
Christman a brief quotation from a statement published in the 
official organ of the British Labor Party, or rather the woman’s divi- 

sion of that. I would like to do this because so many times it has been 
stated in public by woman's party speakers that the labor party and 
the labor movement of Great Britain are opposed to the kind of in- 

dustrial legislation for which we stand. The official organ of the 
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labor party, the women’s official organ of the labor party, called 
r yy ° ¢ ° i . 
The Labour Woman, in its issue of January 1, 1925, has an article, 
three short paragraphs of which I ask permission to read into the 
record: 

There have been several attempts recently to breathe life into the dead 
controversy on the matter of legislation for workers. 

In our August number we published a statement making clear the position 
of the Standing Joint Committee of Industrial Women’s Organizations with 
regard to this subject. Since that time, however, the ultrafeminists have gone 
on with their agitations and have endeavored in vain to persuade the executive 
committee of the League of Nations’ union to accept their line of opposition 
against the ratification of the Washington and other international labor con- 
ventions concerning women’s employment, 

The trade-union movement has always supported protective legislation in 
the shape of factory acts, not on the grounds of sex but because it has desired 
to get better conditions of work for every grade and class of worker. This has 
often meant, in effect, supporting legislation dealing with women only or young 
persons only, but it has been indorsed by men and women in the trade-union 
movelnent because to get improved conditions for some is better than getting 
them for none, and because the weakest need protection most. Moreover, the 
Standard set by law for one section serves practically as a standard for all, 
and all benefit thereby. 

The labor party, too, especially through its women’s conference, has always 
demanded legislation having for its object the improvement of working con- 
ditions. Indeed, it is true to say that within the trade-union and labor moye- 
ments of this country there are no two opinions about the matter. 

I ask leave also to file resolutions that have been sent to me by the 
officers of organizations that are affiliated with the American Fed- 
eration of Labor and with the National Women’s Trade Union 
League. I have a letter from the president of the International 
Ladies’ Garment Workers’ Union, dated February 3, transmitting a 
copy of the resolution adopted at its last convention, and asking me 
to present it here. The resolution takes much the same ground I 
have stated as an objection to this amendment. And I would like 
to call attention to the fact that this union has practically a 50 per 
cent membership of women and is one of the largest groups of 
women workers in the United States. | 

Mr. Pertman. Will you read that letter from Mr. Sigman. I am 
interested in it. 

Miss Smirnu. It is merely a letter of transmittal. He says: 

My Dear Miss SmrvtH: May I call your attention to the resolution inclosed, 
which was adopted at the annual conyention of the National Garment Work- 

ers, May 5 to 17, inclusive? 
I want to ask you to submit this resolution to the Judiciary Committee of 

the House of Representatives at the hearings which it is to hold. 

I am sorry that we find it impossible to send a representative of our or- 

ganization to appear before the Judiciary Committee on Thursday to state 

the position of our organization on this question, but the resolution is self- 
explanatory. 

Shall I read the resolution ¢ 

Mr. PertMan. I just wanted to get an idea of what the substance 
of it was. 

Miss Smiru. I see. I have also a telegram from the president of 
the Order of Railroad Telegraphers, asking me to file with the ecom- 
mittee a copy of the resolution adopted by their organization at its 
last convention a few months ago. He says in his telegram: 

Am mailing you, special delivery, copy resolution adopted by our organization 
opposing so-called equal rights amendment, and authorizing you to file same 
with Judiciary Coimittee. 
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That has not yet come, but I have a copy of the resolution which 
] possessed anyhow, which I am putting in, and will substitute the 

e é 

official copy when the mail brings it. 
(The resolution is as follows:) 

COPY OF THE RESOLUTION ADOPTED AT THE SEVENTEENTH CONVENTION OF THE 

INTERNATIONAL LADIES’ GARMENT WORKERS’ UNION, HELD IN BOSTON, MASS., 

MAY 5 TO 17, 1924 

Whereas the so-called equal rights constitutional amendment now pending 
before Congress will invalidate or throw into the courts for litigation the 
S-hour, the 9-hour, the 48-hour, and other labor laws for women throughout 
the States; and 

Whereas the program of the American labor movement calls for removals 
of discriminations against women by specific measures which will not destroy 

or menace labor laws for women: Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the International Ladies’ Garment Workers’ Union is op- 

posed to the proposed constitutional amendment known as the “ equa!l-rights 
amendment” and indorses the program of the American Federation of Labor 
and the National Women’s Trade Union League, which calls for specific leg- 
islation in the several States. 

Whereas the organized-labor movement of the United States supported the 
woman-suffrage movement and continues to advocate equality of the sexes as 
to political, economic, and social rights; and 

Whereas there still remain in law, in industry, and in custom discriminations 
against women, especially as to property rights, wages, hours of labor, and 
occupational opportunities: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Order of Railroad Telegraphers indorses the equal-rights 
program of the American Federation of Labor, the National Women’s Trade 
Union League, and cooperating organizations of women, which program calls 
for removal of discriminations against women by specific measures not prejudi- 
cial to labor laws for women, or other needed laws applying to women, but 
not applying to or not needed by men; and 

Resolved jurther, That we oppose blanket legislation for sex equality, such 
as the so-called equal-rights constitutional amendment now before Congress, 
on the ground that it would invalidate or throw into the courts for litigation 
the 8-hour, 9-hour, 48-hour, and other labor laws for wemen in 47 States, 
mothers’ pension laws in 389 States, and other social legislation important to 
the public welfare, thereby probably bringing about serious inequalities in- 
stead of the desired equality. 

Mr. Bowuine. If you have finished your statement, may I ask 
you a question ¢ 

Miss Smiru. Certainly. 
Mr. Bowitnc. I hope you have given some thought to this idea 

J will try to present. JI would like to have the benefit of your opinion 
as to the effect of this amendment, if adopted, on a situation like this 
that obtains in my own State, Alabama, which was cited here in the 
hearing yesterday as a discrimination in our State—the fact that 
upon the death of the husband the wife is vested with one-third of 
his estate only, her dower; that, upon the death of the wife the hus- 

band takes all she has, as an estate for life, to the exclusion of the 
children, and so forth. Well, now, that has been the law in my 
State from time immemorial; we are apparently satisfied with it. I 
have never heard of any real movement to amend it or to repeal it. 
Suppose, now, this constitutional amendment that is suggested here 
becomes the law of the land as a part of the Constitution; what 
becomes of our Alabama statute‘ 
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Miss Smrrm. Well, I would say to that, sir-— ; 
Mr. Bow.irna. Assuming, now, that that is discriminatory legis- 

lation ? ; 7 
Miss Smirxu. I would say, sir, that it would be almost impossibl 

to tell what would become of that, other than it would most certainly 
become the subject of litigation and that you would probably have— 
well, a very long period devoted to arguments in the courts, and 
court decisions and appeals. It seems to me a good many things 
are involved in that. 

I believe it was also stated yesterday—I am not sure whether this 
was the Alabama situation or some other—that when it came to ques- 
tions of the wife’s property, the question of her earnings were also 
invoved as part of her property, and that brings us into a great 
maze, it sems to me, of issues requiring determination, if it is going 
to be a matter of judicial interpretation. I certainly think that 
the courts would try to apply a principle of equality as between the 
husband and the wife in that case, or in any of these cases. I think 
that, with a mechanical equality, as Miss Ludington called it, the 
courts might, in some instances, be obliged to make what might 
turn out to be a quite unjust decision. In short, I think that the 
only way to arrive at a fair conclusion in the matter would be to 
study the particular situation very carefully and legislate accord- 
inely or determine accordingly. 

Mr. Perrman. Do you not think that the situation presented by 
Mr. Bowling would require legislation simply to equalize it in the 
State, rather than litigation ? 

Miss Smity. Well, I am not a lawver and I do not know what 
would be required; but the lawyers’ opinions I have heard on this 
question have usually been in agreement at least upon one point, 
namely, that it would have to be adjudicated somehow; that is, the 
first case would come up through a protest or claim that somebody 
was receiving due protection under the law. That case would first 
go into the courts and you would get a decision there, good or bad. 
Perhaps there would be an appeal. Then the legislature might have 
to adjust the law later on, and probably would. But the point at 
which the legislation would come in might be rather remote, I should 
say; 1 mean, after a considerable length of time. In the meantime, 
the operation of existing statutes would be suspended. 

Mr. Peruman. Legislation could be enacted immediately, could it 
not; that is, you could enact legislation immediately after the 
adoption of the amendment ! : 

Miss Surru. If the legislature were in session and if the legisla- 
ture, or at least a majority, were agreed upon exactly what they 
would enact. I understand in New York there has been a consider- 
able difference of opinion as to bills that have been before the legis- 
lature there on such questions as this. ; 

(The following resolution presented by Miss Smith is printed as 
a part of the record :) 

LEGISLATIVE HEADQUARTERS. 
Washington, D. C., December 14, 1923. 

Hon. GEORGE S. GRAHAM, 
House of Representatives: 

The National Women’s Trade Union League of America respectfully asks 
you not to support the constitutional amendment proposed by the National 

Woman's Party. The amendment reads: “ Men and women shall have equal 
rights throughout the United States and every place subject to its jurisdiction.” 
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We oppose this amendment because, as a federation of working women and 
their allies, we are deeply concerned for the preservation and improvement of 
industrial standards such as the 8-hour day for women provided by some State 
laws, and the 48-hour week, or the 9-hour or 10-hour day that other States 
provide. 

Forty-four States have laws of this character, affecting directly or indirectly 
nearly 9,000,000 wage-earning women—laws representing the labor and progress 
of half a century. Yet all this progress, according to our legal advisors, 

might be wiped out at one stroke by such an amendment as the National 
Woman’s Party proposes, because the laws in question limit the freedom of 
contract of women but do not apply to men. 
We take the position that irrespective of the desirability or undesirability 

of similar laws for men, the laws applying to women are needed by women, 
and to repeal or invalidate them by constitutional amendment would be a 
destructive, retrogressive, reactionary step seriously affecting industrial stand- 
ards for both men and women all over the United States. 
We oppose the amendment on this ground, and likewise on other grounds 

some of which are set forth in the inclosed leaflet. 
The amendment is, furthermore, unnecessary. Legal inequalities between the 

sexes can be and are being rapidly corrected by separate, specific State enact- 
ments to remove the discriminations against women.: This latter is the program 
we advocate. 

Trusting that we may have your favorable consideration, and that you will 
decline to support the National Woman’s Party amendment, I am, 

For the National Women’s Trade Union League: 

Legislative Secretary. 

Mrs. SHERMAN. Our next speaker is Miss Mary Koken, of Alen- 
town, Pa., of the industrial department of the Y. W. C. A. 

STATEMENT OF MISS MARY KOKEN, ALLENTOWN, PA., INDUS- 
TRIAL DEPARTMENT OF THE YOUNG WOMEN’S CHRISTIAN 
ASSOCIATION 

Miss Koxen. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
represent a group of industrial women, 600,000 women, in the Y. W. 
C. A., 30,000 of whom are industrial women, and I am one of the 
30,000, working in a silk mill weaving silk. 

Yesterday, as I was listening to the talks that were given, if I 
had know anything at all about equal rights, I would have been' 
convinced that that was the thing that we wanted. But the indus- 
trial women have gone underneath the surface. We know what it 
means to work in industry and we feel that this is not the method 
that should be used. 

If this amendment were passed, it would take away all the pro- 
tective legislation that women in industry now have. Perhaps we do 
not want to admit that we need protection; but it is the truth and 
we can not get away from it. It would mean the hours of work 
would not be limited. The hours in Pennsylvania now are 10 hours 
a day, and that is too long. I have worked 10 hours a day for a 
long time and I worked 9 hours a day, and now I am one of the 
fortunate ones who are working 8 hours a day; but there are still 
many, many, in Pennsylvania who are working 10 hours a day or 
93/, hours a day. 

{[t would mean, too, that the night work would be taken away; 

that the protection against night work would be taken away 
from us. There may be a few women who prefer working nights, 
as the Woman’s Party believe there are; but that does not say that 
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a majority of the women prefer working nights. Oftentimes there 
are poor lights. I do not say that the men should have to work at 
nights, either, but I do believe the women should be protected against 
night work, as they are protected now. 

It would mean, too, that the widows’ and mothers’ pensions might 
be taken away from us. Yesterday one of the women said that men 
could have pensions of this kind the same as women, but I wonder 
whether a man would want this kind of a pension, a widow’s pension 
or a widower’s pension : if the mother died or was put into a peni- 
tentiary, I wonder if the father would like to give up his job and 
take the widower’s pension. 
A woman is not phy sically fit to do the work a man does and if 

the women in the Woman’s Party could work in industry just for 
a few months, they would realize that. Most of them, as I under- 
stand, are women of leisure and professional women and they do not 
know the hard work that the woman in industry has to do. We 
can not get away from human nature, no matter how we try. 

Then I was interested, too, in what one of the women said about the 
law in Ohio, which excludes women from 16 occupations, among 
them being bricklayers and working in quarries and mines. I won- 
der if they would like to work in mines and quarries and all that 
kind of work. Women should be protected against those things. 

Then another one said that those who are opposed to the amend- 
ment are paid uplifters and social workers. I disagree with her. 
I am representing these 600,000 women in the Y. W. C. A. alone 
and we are opposed to the amendment and we are not paid uplifters 
or social workers. | 

However, we do feel that another method could be used; we pro- 
pose this other method—that the inequalities be removed separately 
and specifically. The way the amendment reads now is too gen- 
eral, and we think with exceptions making possible protective levis- 
lation—if that is put into the amendment, we approve of the amend- 
ment, but not as it stands now. We, the women in industry, dis- 
approve of the equal rights amendment, as it stands now. 

Mr. Sumners. Pardon me just a minute. What are the amend- 
ments you want put in? This committee could recommend amend- 
ments. 

Miss Koxen. That the inequalities should be removed separately. 
There are inequalities. 

Mr. Sumners. Who is going to remove them—Congress or the 
States ? 

Miss Koren. The States. 
Mr. Sumners. You do not have to have a constitutional amend- 

ment to do that. 
The Cuairman. She is not advocating an amendment. 
Mr. Sumners. No; but I understood ‘her to say if we removed the 

element of objection to this amendment she w ould favor this amend- 
ment. This amendment is to amend the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Miss Koxen. ‘Then I believe they should be removed by the States 
separately. 

Mr. Sumners. I just wanted to get that clear. 
Mr. Foster. For that reason you are against this amendment? 
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Miss Koxen. Yes: we are against this amendment. 
Mrs. SHerman. Our next speaker is Mrs. Florence Kelley, of New 

York, general secretar y of the National Consumers’ League. 

STATEMENT OF MRS. FLORENCE KELLEY, 0F NEW YORK, GEN- 
ERAL SECRETARY OF THE NATIONAL CONSUMERS’ LEAGUE 

Mrs. Keuuey. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I 
speak in behalf of the National Consumers’ League, which has just 
recently celebrated the twenty-fifth anniversary of the beginning of 
its work. We do not, like the other organizations, represent a very 
large constituency. 

Since 1907 we have been continuously employed in defending the 
constitutionality of labor statutes, chiefly for shortening the work 
hours of the women and children, and establishing minimum wage 
commissions. The single exception is our defense of the Oregon 
statute limiting the wor king hours of men, which we also defended 
successfully before the Supr eme Court of the United States. 

We object unanimously, the whole organization objects, through 
all its ramifications, by vote at the various annual meetings, to this 
amendment, because we do not know what it means; and being accus- 
tomed to defend statutes, we read them carefully and criticize them 
very actively, and we believe that, of all the statutes with which 
we have had anything to do, none has been so vague in its terms and 
so inevitably destined, if it should be adopted, ‘to create confusion 
and make it very difficult to get State legislation while the adjudi- 
cation on the constitutionality “of this statute would be pending; and 
because, according to the interpretation of its proponents, and their 
activites, we are abundantly’ warned that the attempt of the pro- 
ponents is to prevent further legislation for the protection of adult 
women in industry and to remove that which already exists. 
Year after year, since this amendment first began to be discussed, 

before it was drafted, before it was introduced, ‘it was the usage of 
accredited speakers of the National Woman’s Party to appear before 
the New York Legislature. I have been present and I know from 
members of our organization that it has occurred in other States. 
They appear with the attorneys for the corporations interested in 
defeating further restrictions upon the working hours of women, 
and interested in preventing the creating of minimum wage com- 
missions. The usage is for the attorneys to make very scathing and 
would-be eloquent speeches against the whole range of legislation of 
that character. After that, a “speaker from the Woman’s Party says, 
year after year, “ Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
it is not our desire to abolish this sort of statutes or to prevent their 
further enactment. We wish simply to change two words; we wish 
to take out the word ‘women’ and substitute for it the word 
‘person, ” and then that kills the bill for that year. The reason 
it kills the bill is that men and women are so very different. They 
desire (and the women can now give effect to their desire by their 
yotes) to have different legislation according to their needs. Where 
there is a powerful union, the union prefers to regulate its hours 
and wages by negotiation with employers; where there is no union 
or even where there is a weak union, as happened in Oregon, the 
men come into the legislature asking for the shortening of their own 
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hours of labor by statute; but that is very exceptional, and we 
did defend such a statute successfully. 

The women are not—in the first place, they are not able to form 
powerful unions. The recent figures of our New York department 
of labor show that we have a million women working for wages in 
New York City; that of that million more than half are less than 
25 years old. Women of that age can not and do not form powerful 
unions of their own which can successfully fight out the issue of 
wages and hours, and they prefer legislation. We insisted that that 
was the one reason why we fought for votes for women, in order that 

women in all classes and most particularly the wage earners, because 

they most needed it, should have the power to express their own will 

and their own conscience; and, if this amendment should unfor- 

tunately pass, they would lose that power and they would thence- 

forth, we believe, obtain only those measures for their benefit which ° 

the men at the moment wish for their own benefit. It would be 

a new subjection of the wage-earning women and wage-earning men 

which is desired by neither; neither the men nor women wish this 

new subjection and protest against it before the legislatures, as you 

have heard letters here from men’s unions protesting against this 

subjection of the wage-earning women by an amendment to the 

Federal Constitution. 
Those are the grounds of our objection. We adopt resolutions 

every year, not only at the meeting of the national organization but 

in their branches, protesting against this innovation. 
I thank you. 
Mrs. Suerman. Our next speaker, Mr. Chairman, is Miss Agnes 

Regan, executive secretary of the National Council of Catholic 

Women. 

STATEMENT OF MISS AGNES G. REGAN, WASHINGTON, D. C., 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF 

CATHOLIC WOMEN 

Miss Reaan. Mr. Chairman, I represent the National Council of 

Catholic Women, which has organizations, including 13 national 

organizations, affiliated and local organizations, throughout the 

length and breadth of the country. This organization at its national 

convention in Washington in November, 1922, in its convention again 

in Washington in 1923, and recently in St. Louis in 1924, unani- 

mously adopted resolutions protesting against the adoption of this 

measure and the fundamental principle involved in it, and I think 

perhaps a brief statement is the best way to put that forward. 
The National Council of Catholic Women is opposed to the equal 

rights amendments because of the fact it presents a fundamentally 

unsound conception of what is meant by the term “equal rights.” 
As presented by the proponents of the measure, the term “equal 
rights” is interpreted to mean identical rights. To demand identical 
rights for men and women is absolutely unreasonable—just as un- 
reasonable as it would be to argue that the physiological, psychologi- 
‘al, social, and economic functions of men and women are identical. 
That they are not is so obvious that no argument is needed before 
any group of intelligent men and women. The difference of func- 
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tion—the result of natural law—imply essential differences in a 

and duties. The preservation of these rights justifies legis aie 

There can be no question that woman should have in law de ibe ° 

specific rights in accordance with the definite, specific duties whic 

nature has imposed upon her. Any other attitude toward legislation 

is absolutely unsound. ff F 
Through the ages, and particularly in recent years, the e orts oF 

women have been directed to bringing about a recognition in law o 

the fundamental differences which divide her from man by the 

passage of legislation which will protect her and which will insure 

not only her safety but the continued existence of society itself. The 

passage of the equal rights amendment would with one blow destroy 

all that has been accomplished through the centuries. There 1s no 

question about the fact that there are many Instances In which 

woman is discriminated against in the law. There is still ample 

work to engage the best efforts of intelligent and earnest women 1n 

removing those statutes which not only deny certain rights to women 

but which prevent them from doing their full duty to themselves, 

their children, and society. 
But to hope to cure admitted evils by the passage of a measure 

based on a fundamentally unsound theory and to ask that the United 
States Government through Congress should go on record as approv- 
ing such theory is, to say the least, not only unreasonable but 
ridiculous. 

(The following resolution was presented by Miss Regan and 1s 
printed as a part of the record :) 

Whereas the so-called equal-rights blanket amendment will seriously 
jeopardize the remedial industrial legislation for women in industry now 
existing in many States and will postpone indefinitely passage of such legis- 
lation in States where such laws do not exist; and 

Whereas the adoption of such amendment would affect seriously the whole 
attitude on the part of men and women to the obligations assumed as husband 
‘and wife; and 

Whereas through this amendment the unity of home and family life is 
seriously menaced; therefore be it 

Resolved, That we, the National Council of Catholic Women in convention 
assembled, do pledge ourselves to oppose actively the passage of such blanket 
legislation. 

(Adopted at national convention held in Washington, November 21-23, 1922; 
reaffirmed at convention, Washington, September 30-—October 3, 1923; again 
affirmed at convention at St. Louis, November 9-12, 1924.) 

Mrs. SHerMAn. Our next speaker, Mr. Chairman, is Mrs. Reginald 
Stevenson, of the Girls’ Friendly Society in America. She is unable 
to be present, I understand, so I will ask you now to hear Mrs. 
Alexander Wolf, of the National Council of Jewish Women. 

STATEMENT OF MRS. ALEXANDER WOLF, WASHINGTON, D. C., 
VICE PRESIDENT OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF JEWISH 
WOMEN 

Mrs. Worr. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 

Mrs. Alexander Wolf, one of the vice presidents of the National 

Council of Jewish Women, which is an organization of 225 sections 

in the cities of the United States and comprising over 50,000 women 
in the United States, whose objects are religious, philanthropic, 
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civic, and educational. At a convention in November, 1923, at St. 
Louis, the following resolution was unanimously adopted : 

Whereas the blanket equality amendment is an attempt to give men and 
women equal rights by a Federal amendment: and 
Whereas we believe that the enactment will imperil the rights and privileges 

secured by women in industry and would render insecure the legal and eco- 
nomic basis of marriage and the family: be it 

Resolved, That the National Council of Jewish Women opposes a blanket 
amendment on these subjects and indorses the method of securing separate, 
specific, legislation to remedy existing inequalities involving injustices to the 
women in the laws of the States of the Nation. 

Mr. Chairman, one of the large concerns of the National Council 
of Jewish Women is our immigrant- aid work—the care we give to 
women and child aliens in the United States. This care is not 
exercised only at the port cities, but the women are followed into 
the cities and are taken care of, delivered to the right people, and 
in some circumstances we attend to their industrial placing. 

In carrying out this work we have often found it necessary and 
most helpful to invoke the beneficient protective laws of women, 
especially those regarding guardianship, support, and, in connec- 
tion with the wage- earning women, industrial protection. 

We feel that the removal of this legislation would render chaotic 
the family and home basis as a unit “for our work, because of the 
chaotic condition in which the courts would find themselves in re- 
gard to this enactment. I have consulted legal advice, and while 
the concern of most of the women who have spoken has been related 
to women in industry, our concern is with the question of guardian- 
ship, of support of the children, of attending to the ‘deserting 
father or parent, who should have, as his main concern, the igno- 
rant, bewildered, foreign, and poor wife. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
strongly advocate, on behalf of our organization, that’ you consider 
this law in its philanthropic relation as well as industrially and 
do not bring into our country the chaos which we feel would result 
by attempting to pass leveling laws which nature and time have 
not been able to achieve. 

Mrs. SuHermMan. Our next speaker, Mr. Chairman, is Miss Lida 
Hafford, director of headquarters of the General Federation of 
Women’s Clubs. 

STATEMENT OF MISS LIDA HAFFORD, WASHINGTON, D. C., 
DIRECTOR OF THE GENERAL FEDERATION, OF WOMEN’S 
CLUBS 

Miss Harrorp. Mr. Chairman, the General Federation of Women’s 
Clubs has a membership of approximately 2,800,000 women. We 
have a State federation in each of the 48 States and clubs in 26 
foreign countries. We have something like 15,000 clubs throughout 
the country. 

The club women of the country have been interested always in 
protective legislation for women. From time to time we have 
had for discussion before our meetings of the board of directors 
the question of the equal-rights amendment which has been pre- 
sented to you yesterday and to-day. At our convention in Los 
Angeles in June, this year, the following resolution was adopted 
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by that body, and I think it expresses to you more plainly than I 
can its position as to why it has taken this position: 

Whereas the General Federation of Women’s Clubs has been cooperating 
in State and national movements for the establishment of political, legal, 
and economic equality between men and women, which movements, since the 
ratification of the women’s Federal suffrage amendment, have accomplished 
S6 specific equalizing changes in the laws of 30 States; and 

Whereas such inequalities relate largely to the commonplace relations 
of men and women in their family life, in industry, and in community re- 
sponsibility, where the term “equality” requires careful definition; there- 
ture be it 

Resolved, That the General Federation of Women’s Clubs continue to work 
for the removal of inequalities by specific measures, which shall not be 
prejudicial to mothers’ pension laws, nonsupport laws, age-of-consent laws, 
labor laws for women, and other types of social legislation applying to 
women and not to men, or applying definitely to men and women; 

Resolved further, That the General Federation of Women’s Clubs continue 
to oppose blanket legislation for sex equality, such as the so-called equal- 

rights amendment to the Federal Constitution, which by its sweeping, indis- 

eriminate character would be likely to bring about serious inequalities instead 

of the desired equality. 

That was the general federation speaking in assembly with regard 
to its position on the measure before you to-day. 

Mr. Wetter. How many women were present at vour convention ? 
Miss Harrorp. We had about 6,000 women at the Los Angeles 

convention. 
Mr. Wetter. They were delegates, I presume? 
Miss Harrorp. Three thousand of whom were delegates appointed 

by the several clubs. 
Mr. Wetter. And the clubs are organized in ‘each State ? 
Miss Harrorp. We have 50 State “federations, Alaska being con- 

sidered one and the District of Columbia one, and the 48 States. 
Mrs. SuHermMan. Mr. Chairman, our next speaker is Miss Elizabeth 

Eastman, of the national board of the Y. W. C. A. 

STATEMENT OF MISS ELIZABETH EASTMAN, WASHINGTON, D. C., 
PRESIDENT OF THE NATIONAL BOARD OF THE YOUNG WOMEN’S 
CHRISTIAN ASSOCIATION 

Miss Eastman. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
T am Miss Elizabeth Eastman, 2266 Cathedral Avenue, Washington, 
TD. C.. member of the national board of the Young Women’s Chri is- 

tian Association. 
The Young Women’s Christian Association has a membership of 

about 600,000, 30,000 of whom are women working in industry, and 
one of those women has spoken this morning. Since our convention 
in Cleveland in 1920, when we adopted the social standards of the 
churches for the adequate protection of women in industry, includ- 
ing adequate protection and proper standards of working conditions 
and conditions surrounding women in industry, we have been work- 
ing toward this end, and on December 5, 1923, the national board of 

the Young Women’s Christian Association ‘passed the following 
resolution upon recommendation of the legislative committee 

Whereas the legislative committee believes that unjust discriminations 

against women can be removed more effectively by working for specific laws 

than by blanket legislation; and 
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Whereas the equal-rights amendment to the Federal Constitution proposed 
by the National Women’s Party may jeopardize laws of social value relating 
especially to women, such as protective labor laws, maternity and infancy 
welfare laws, ete.: It is 

Resolved, (1) That the national board join the subcommittee of the women’s 
joint congressional committee, which has been formed to opposed the equal- 
rights amendment; (2) that the national board give consideration to ways 
and means by which it could use its influence to remove unjust discrimina- 
tions against women without jeopardizing existing laws which are of benefit 
to women. 

Mrs. SHERMAN. Our next speaker is Miss Lita Bane, of the Ameri- 
can Home Economics Association. 

STATEMENT OF MISS LITA BANE. WASHINGTON, D. C., EXECUTIVE 
SECRETARY OF THE AMERICAN HOME ECONOMICS ASSOCIA- 
TION 

Miss Banr. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 
the executive secretary of the American Home Economics Associa- 
tion, 617 Mills Building, Washington, D. C. 

The American Home Economics Association has a paid member- 
ship of 6,000 persons, representing every State in the Union, and has 
affiliated State associations in 46 of the States and in the District 
of Columbia. 

The council of the association acted on the proposed amendment 
in 1921 and the association itself affirmed the council’s action in 
1923, when the following resolution was adopted: 

Resolved, That the association does not indorse the proposed amendment to 
the Constitution, “‘ Neither political or legal disability or inequalities on ac- 
count of sex or marriage shall exist in the United States,” nor the proposed 
amendment to the Constitution, “‘Men and women shall have equal rights 
throughout the United States and every place subject to its jurisdiction.” 

Present standards for the protection of women have been labori- 
ously built up. Aiding in their maintenance are social agencies 
directed by people of skill.. We are not convinced that this amend- 
ment, if passed, would maintain the present standards. We know 
that its passage would involve great. confusion and, we fear, a loss 
of hard-won social legislation out of proportion to any advantage 
yet apparent. 

Neither have we yet been convinced that there is need for Federal 
legislation on this point. 
‘Mrs. Suerwan. Our next speaker is Mrs. Glen L. Swiggett, of 

the N ational Council of Women. : 

STATEMENT OF MRS. GLEN L. SWIGGERT, WASHINGTON, D. C.., 
NATIONAL COUNCIL OF WOMEN 

Mrs. Swiccert. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the 
National Council of Women, which is a clearing house for national 
organizations, was or canized in 1888. It has a membership of 35 
national or canizations representing individuals of something over 
11,000,000. 

Mr. Dyer (presiding). Mrs. Swiggert, what position do you hold 
with the National Council of Women ? : 
Mrs. Swiccerr. I am chairman of the Federal legislative com- 

mittee. . 
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Mr. Dyer. Where are you located ? 
: > . -* a e Mrs. Swieerrr. Here in Washington. 
Mr. Dyer. Give vour address to the stenographer, please. 
Mrs. Swrecerr. 42, the Mendota. The National Council of Women 

has biennial conventions. The last one was in October, 1928, when 
it passed the following resolution: 

Whereas there is a movement to introduce in the next session of Congress an 
amendment to the Constitution to give equality to men and women in the 
United States and in territorial possessions, thus making a constitutional pro- 
vision so vague and general that all laws pertaining to the protection of 
women (especially labor laws applying to women only that have taken many 
years to enact and to establish by Supreme Court decisions) would be subject 
to litigation and interpretation by courts; and 

Whereas the disabilities and inequalities sought to be removed through the 
so-called blanket amendment can be removed by separate laws in the several 
States: 

Therefore the National Council of Women declares itself opposed to the 
blanket amendment as a method of bringing about sex equality. 

I would cali your attention to the fact that this was before the 
amendment was introduced, and it was referred to in the resolution 
as the “blanket amendment,” and there should be substituted now 
“the equal rights amendment.” 

I would also cali your attention to the fact that of the 35 national 
organizations there is not any organization representing women in 
industry. 

Mrs. SHERMAN. I would lke to ask, Mr. Chairman, if Mrs. 
Borchardt has come into the room? If not, Mr. Chairman, that 
closes our list of speakers. | 
May I ask for permission to file a statement from the women’s 

bureau of the New York State Department of Labor, by Mrs. Nellie 
Schwartz, and also those speakers who are not present who were 
to be here, Mrs. Ellis A. Yost, of the National Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union; Dr. A. Frances Foye, of the Medical Women’s 
National Association; Mrs. Myrtle McAboy, of the International 
Brotherhood of Bookbinders; Miss Selma Borchardt, American 
Federation of Teachers; and Mrs. Reginald Stevenson, of the Girls’ 
Friendly Society in America? ‘Those statements will be presented 
Jater, with your permission. 

Mr. Dyer. I take it, of course, they will be brief. 
Mrs. Suerman. Very brief. Those persons were only supposed 

to speak for two minutes. , 

Mr. Fosrer. They will define the position of the organization they. 
represent ? : 

Mrs. SHerman. Yes; they will be in opposition to the amendment. 
That closes our part of the program. 

Mr. Dyer. If there is no objection, it will be so ordered. Mrs. 
Hafford, you did not state what your position was for the General 
Federation of Women’s Clubs and where you are located. 

Mrs. Harrorp. Director of the headquarters; 1734 N Street NW. 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Dyer. Are there any other witnesses who have testified that 
have not given the positions that they occupy with reference to the 
organizations for which they speak, and the address of the speakers ? 

Mrs. SuerMan. I have filed with the stenographer a list giving the 
names and addresses of our speakers and whom they represent, and 
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I ask leave to file statements from those who were unable to be 
present to-day. ‘The lst of our speakers follows 

Mrs. John Dickinson Sherman, of Denver, Colo., president of the General 
Federation of Women’s Clubs and chairman of the women’s joint congressional 
committee. 

Miss Katherine Ludington, of Lyme, Conn., treasurer of the National League 
of Women Voters. 

Miss Mary Anderson, of Chicago, IIl., Birachite of the Women’s Bureau of the 
United States Department of Labor. 

Miss Anna Neary, of Baltimore, Md., of the American Federation of Labor. 
Miss Elisabeth Christman, of Chicago, Ill., secretary-treasurer of the National 

Women’s Trade Union League and secretary-treasurer of the International 
Glove Workers’ Union. 

Mrs. Myrtle McAboy, of the International Brotherhood of Bookbinders, 
Miss Mary Koken, of Allentown, Pa., of the industrial department of the 

YAW? GO. NRAs 
Miss Selma Borchardt, of the American Federation of Teachers. 
Mrs. Florence Kelly, of New York, general secretary of the National Con- 

sumers’ League. 
Miss Agnes Regan, executive secretary of the National Council of Catholic 

Women. 
Mrs. Reginald Stevenson, of the Girls’ Friendly Society in America. 
Mrs. Alexander Wolf, of the National Council of Jewish Women. 
Mrs. Ellis A. Yost, of the National Woman’s Christian Temperance Union. 
Dr. A. Frances Foye, of the Medical Women’s National Association. 
Miss Lida Hafford, director of the General Federation of Women’s Clubs. 
Miss Elizabeth EFastman, of the national board of the Y. W. C. A. 
Miss Lita Bane, of the American Home Economics Association. 
Mrs. Glen L. Swiggett. of the National Council of Women, 

Miss Ludington, do you wish to make a statement in regard to 
your organization ¢ 

FURTHER STATEMENT OF MISS KATHERINE LUDINGTON 

Miss Luprneron. I believe I made a rather incomplete statement, 
Mr. Chairman, in regard to the National League of Women Voters. 
T am treasurer of the National League of Women Voters. The na- 
tional treasurer’s office is situated at 532 Seventeenth Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 
We are organized with a nucleus in 44 States. We are organized 

actively in 35 States. The form of our organization is local leagues 
of women voters composing, collectively, State leagues of women 
voters, which again compose the National League of ‘Women V oters. 
In many States we are organized in every congressional district in 
the State. 

Mr. Fosrer. The committee will take judicial notice of that. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. Dyer. Is there any further testimony to be presented ? 
Mrs. Ketiy. I am not sure my statement was complete, according 

to the requirement of the committee. My name is Florence Kelley : 
I am the general secretary of the National Consumers’ League. Our 
headquarters s are at Fifth Avenue and Twentieth Street, New York 
City. We have 20 local organizations in 15 States. It is not neces- 
sary to enumerate them, is it? 

Mr. Dyer. No. 
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STATEMENT OF MRS. MYRTLE McABOY, OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
BROTHERHOOD OF BOOKBINDERS 

Mrs. McAsoy. The International Brotherhood of Bookbinders, 
which I represent, is opposed to the so-called “ equal rights” amend- 
ment advocated by the National Woman’s Party, and I desire to file 
herewith a copy of the resolution on the subject adopted by our con- 
vention. 

I desire also to reply to certain statements made to you by sup- 
porters of the amendment with reference to the labor laws for which 
the International Brotherhood of Bookbinders and the American 
Federation of Labor have always stood—laws regulating the hours 
of labor for women in particular. Mrs. Mary Murray, who states 
that she represents a thousand women employed by the Brooklyn 
Rapid Transit Co., told you that thousands of women had lost their 
jobs because of the night work !aw passed by the New York Legis- 
lature in 1919. Mrs. Murray said also that thousands of women had 
lost their jobs in restaurants, ice-cream parlors, and candy stores be- 
cause of the night work laws. 

I desire to call your attention, gentlemen, to the following facts: 
Practically no women were employed before the war by the 

Brooklyn Rapid Transit Co. 
, The women hired during the war began to be dropped in Novem- 
er, 1918. | 
The bill to limit hours and forbid night work in the State of New 

York was introduced in the legislature in March, 1919. | 
The bill passed and became effective May 12, 1919. 
Women were being dropped during the entire period from Novem- 

ber on. There were only 2,900 women employed on May 1, 1919, 
before the law went into effect. About 500 of these women were em- 
ployed in such a way that their hours conformed to the provisions 
of the law. Mrs. Murray claims to represent here before this com- 
mittee a group of 1,000 employees on the job to-day; yet she says 
the Brooklyn Rapid Transit Co. dismissed 3,000 women because of 

the night work law. 
This law has not been repealed. The nine-hour day provision 

was amended to strike out the clause “ consecutive hours.” Women 

now employed can work only 9 actual hours per day and 54 hours per 

week. They can not work between 10 p. m. and 6 a. m. 
If. therefore, 500 women were so employed that the law could not 

affect their hours, and if, as Mrs. Murray states, 1,000 others are still 
employed notwithstanding the fact that the law is still in force, it is 
difficult to see how the dismissals Mrs. Murray referred to could be 
charged to the effect of the law. 

In the case of the restaurants the night work law was enacted in 
1917. It covers only restaurants, not hotels. 

The mercantile law, which probably covers ice-cream parlors, was 
passed in 1915. One of these two laws must be the one that was re- 
ferred to as causing the women in ice-cream parlors to lose their jobs 
in 1919. 
Tf the laws of 1917 and 1913 caused “ thousands of women ” to lose 
their jobs, how does it happen that this result did not take place 
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until 1919? In other words, the statement made by Mrs. Murray is 
not in accord with the situation as shown by the foregoing facts and 
by investigations of the women’s bureau of the New York State 
Department of Labor. 

[To accompany statement by Mrs. Myrtle McAboy] 

At the eighteenth biennial convention of the International Brotherhood of 
Bookbinders held in Chicago, July 9, 1924, the following resolution was 
unanimously adopted: 

Whereas the organized labor movement of the United States supported the 
woman suffrage movement and continues to advocate equality of the sexes 
as to political, economic and social rights; and 

Whereas there still exists in law, in industry and in custom discriminations 
against women, especially as to property rights, wages, hours of labor, and 
occupational opportunities; Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the International Brotherhood of Bookbinders endorses 
the equal rights program of the American Federation of Labor, the Woman’s 
Trade Union League and cooperating organizations of women, which program 
calls for the removal of discriminations against women by specific measures 
not prejudicial to labor laws for women or other needed laws applying to 
women but not applying to or not needed by men, and 

Further resolved, That we oppose blanket legislation for sex equality, such 
as the so-called ‘“‘ equal rights” constitutional amendment now before Con- 
gress, on the ground that it would invalidate or throw into the courts for 
litigation the eight-hour, nine-hour and other labor laws for women in 47 
States, mothers’ pension laws in 39 States and other social legislation important 
to the public welfare, thereby probably bringing about serious inequalities 
instead of the desired equality. 

FEBRUARY 90, 1925. 

Hon. GEORGE Scott GRAHAM, 
Chairman House Judiciary Committee, Washington, D. C.: 

The National Woman’s Christian Temperance Union in annual convention, 

Chicago, 1924, went on record as disapproving blanket legislation to remove 
legal disabilities of women. This action was taken in the belief that such 
legislation would interfere with protective laws for women now on the statute 

books. 
ANNA A. GORDON, 

President. 

FEBRUARY 10, 1925. 

RESOLUTION OPPOSING “‘ EQUAL RIGHTS BILL” 

Whereas there are on the statute books of the several States and the Federal 

‘Government certain laws protecting women; and 

Whereas the enactment of each of such laws was only accomplished after 

a long and difficult campaign; and 
Whereas the National Woman's Party is endeavoring to secure the passage of 

a so-called “ equal rights bill’ in “* blanket form” in the United States Congress 

and the several State legislatures; and 
Whereas the passage of such an act would abrogate all protective legislative 

legislation for women: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the American Federation of Teachers, in convention as- 

sembled, does oppose the enactment of such a measure; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the American Federation 

of Labor, the National Women’s Trade Union League, and the National League 

of Women Voters. 
This resolution was adopted by the American Federation of Teachers at its 

sixth convention held July 5 to 7, 1922. 
F. G. STECKER, 

Secretary-Treasurer. 
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Mrs. Garprarrn. I want to present a statement by Mr. Cadwalader, 
chairman of the executive committee of the Sentinels of the Republic. 
He was to appear to-day, but had a very bad cold and lost his voice. 

Mr. Dyrr. If it is agreeable to the committee, that will be turned 
over to the chairman of the committee, and if he thinks it proper 
to go in he will direct the clerk to place it in the record. 

(The statement above referred to is as follows:) 

STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION TO THE ‘ WOMEN’S HEQUAL-RIGHTS ” AMENDMENT TO 

\ THE FEDERAL CONSTITUTION 

There are two universal objections to any such amendment as this, and one 
particular objection to this amendment. 

First. Any such amendment is an interference with local State laws, a limi- 
tation upon and invasion of the right of the people of the several States to 
govern themselves, and consequently a denial of the right of local self-govern- 
ment, the protection of which right was one of the principal purposes of the 
American Revolution and of the Constitution itself. The Constitution was 
devised for the purpose of conferring on the newly created Central or Federal 
Government the power to legislate on all those subjects, roughly embraced 
under the headings of defensive war and commerce beyond State lines, which 
concerned the whole Union and could not be dealt with by the several States 
acting severally. As to all other matters the several States were, and were 
intended to remain sovereign, self-governing Commonwealths. ‘State rights,”’ 
properly understood, mean simply the rights of their people to govern them- 
selves. If they are not fit to do this without Federal or other external inter- 
ference, then the whole scheme of the Constitution must be confessed to be a 
failure, and the people of the United States must be adjudged unfit to enjoy 
the rights which our ancestors wrung from the British Parliament and Crown. 

Second. Any such amendment is vicious because it constitutes actual legis- 
lation, and is not the mere conferring of power to legislate. If this can law- 
fully be done, it means that we can enact laws that an insignificant minority 
ean forever prevent us from ever amending or repealing. The only just sanc- 
tion for legislation consists in the power of the representatives of the people 
by majority vote to alter or repeal the laws as occasion may demand. Only 
the Medes and Persians adopted the theory that a law once enacted is im- 
mutable. The Bible records how such laws were regarded in the sight of 
Heaven. It is unthinkable that a civilized nation of to-day should imitate this 
exploded doctrine. The amending power under the Constitution never could 
have been intended to operate by way of legislating. On the contrary, Article 
I of the Constitution says: “All legislative powers herein granted shall be 

vested in a Senate and House of Representatives.” By necessary inference, no 

legislative powers granted by the Constitution are vested in any other body 

or bodies. and therefore no such powers are vested in the legislatures of three- 
fourths of the States through whose action constitutional amendments become 
valid. 

It may be argued that the eighteenth amendment is in contradiction to 

this theory. But Congress has not so construed that amendment nor has the 
Executive, nor the Senate. Otherwise the so-called “ rum-running’”’ treaties 
would not have been negotiated or ratified, for they expressly permit what 
the amendment seems expressly to prohibit. Also the manufacture for home 
use of alcoholic fruit juices of a content denounced as intoxicating in fact 
when found in a beverage sold’ commercially is expressly permitted by the 
Volstead Act. All this shows that the only possible construction of the amend- 
ment that would harmonize with our conceptions of law has been given to 
that measure, namely, that it authorizes Congress to enact prohibition legisla- 
tion and declares the public policy of the Nation as being in favor thereof. and 
repeals all affirmative laws inconsistent with that pol ey. 

The proposed women’s equal-rights amendment is, however, self-executing 
and both creates and jlimits rights everywhere, beyond the power of any legisla- 

ture. State or National, to modify. It constitutes, in effect, irrepealable legis- 

lation, of the type of the laws of Medes and Persians, which may fit our needs 

to-day in some communities, but 20 years hence may be deemed obnoxious in 

ali but 2 haker’s dozen of States. Yet that small handful of States could Cc 

keep this jegislation fastened forever upon the ent’re Nation. 
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Third. This amendment is particularly objectionable to-day, because in so 
far as Women’s rights are not equal to those of men, whether considered 
Superior or inferior, this inequality, so far from being a grievance either to 
men Or women, only exists because it is supported by public opinion or popular 
tradition. Everywhere the means exist to remove by legislation any inequality 
that is deemed injurious or oppressive. Where an inequality has not been 
removed it must be because it has hitherto been deemed desirable. Since the 
women have the right to vote it is impossible to argue that they are prevented 
by the men from obtaining such equality of right as they may desire or ought 
to possess. 

On examinat’on it will be found that except in the marital and parental 
relations, whatever inequalities of civil rights remain are for the most part of 
trifling character, and consist in nominal preferences of males to females in 
the matter of admonistration and guardianship. Almost everywhere these 
preferences yield in practice to the judgment of the courts of probate, divorce, 
or domestic relations, under broad provisions enabling those courts to deal 
with cases before them in their discretion for the best interests of those 
concerned. 

In reference to rights growing out of marriage and parenthood there exists 
everywhere the fundamental inequality—or perhaps a better word is, differ- 
ence—that the wife is entitled to be supported by the husband and that the 
husband alone is also primarily liable to support the children. It is diffieult 
to predict the effect of the proposed amendment upon these d fferences. Hither 
it would give to husband and children a claim for support against the wife 
and mother, or it would destroy all rights both of the wife and the children to 
be supported by the husband and father. In either ease it would weaken or 
destroy parental authority, which rests upon the parental obl gation. True, 
if the duty of support should be held to rest equally upon both parents, then 
they would perhaps enjoy a joint authority over their children; but in the 
event of their disagreeing it could not be exercised, and the children would 
thus become emancipated from parental control. 

In any aspect of the case the fam ly relations would be altered for the 
worse by a novel piece of legislation that practically could not be cured and 
henceforth must be endured. 

There is another class of cases where the laws treat the sexes unequally, 
and that is in social and labor legislation, where women in many States 
receive special protection in regard to hours of labor. All these remed al laws 
would, of course, be repealed by the passage of the amendment. 

One of the few remaining points of alleged inequality is as to jury service. 
Jury service is not a privilege of the juror but the performance of a duty 
he owes the State, analogous to the duty of military service in war time. A 
query arises naturally as to the possible effect of this amendment upon women 
under a universal draft law, or even under the ordinary recruiting laws. Would 
a woman obtain by virtue of the amendment the right to enlist in the Army 
or Navy on the same terms as men? It is difficult to see why not. But as 
te jury service, it is almost preposterous to lay down an unbending rule. Some 
States have women on the panels now. Others do not. In still others, while 
they may be drawn, they never are in a large number of counties where the 
feeling is adverse to the practice. Nobody has ever seriously suggested that 
their civil rights before the law are jeopardized by excluding them from jury 
service. Were it otherwise, the courts would long ago have required their 
admission everywhere in obedience to the fourteenth &mendment, which pro- 
hibits the denial to any person of the equal protection of the laws. 

Lastly, it may well be urged that before Congress he asked to propose to 
the several States this amendment its advoeates should establish its reason- 

able necessity. Otherwise, under Article V of the Constitution, Congress 
has no right to propose it. Manifestly. no amendment to the Constitution 
can be necessary when the direct representatives of the people in their several 
legislatures have ample power at any time to accomplish the end aimed at by 

the amendment. The refusal of the people's representatives in any State to 
enact laws demanded by some vociferous minority, however well intentioned, 
can not possibly justify the attempt by Congress and other States to force 
laws down their throats which may or may not be suited to their local con- 
ditions, but which, in any event, they have declined to enact for themselves. 
That is the assertion of the right of one set of persons to govern others without 
their consent. The most recent and radical attempt on the part of Congress 
to acquire such power, by way of constitutional amendment, is receiving a 



EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION 83 

rebuke from the people of the United States that grows daily in volume and 
iinpressiveness, Congress will be wise to learn in time that the people are 
attached to the principles of their Constitution and do not propose to see 
them violated for any cause, no matter how superficially appealing it may be. 
And furthermore the people have shown that they are not willing to yield 
their constitutional rights or their judgment concerning those rights at the 
behest of anybody, not matter how exalted a position may be occupied by the 
person who address them. 

Every consideration, both of right, of w isdom, and of the merest expediency, 

alike, requires the Congress not to propose to the States this or any such 
amendment. 

Respectfully submitted on behalf of— 
THE SENTINELS OF THE REPUBLIC, 

By TuHos. F. CADWALADER, 

. Chairman Haecutive Committee. 
FEBRUARY 9, 1925. 

Mrs. Cameron. Mr. Chairman, may I be permitted to make a state- 
ment / 

Mr. Dyer. Whom do you represent 4 
Mrs. Cameron. I am Mrs. E. B. Cameron, president of the Wo- 

men’s Constitutional League of Virginia. 
Mr. Dyer. You wish to appear in opposition to the amendment ? 
Mrs. Cameron. If I may, yes. As I have a cold, I will have to be 

very, very brief. 
Mr. Dyer. Would you rather prepare a statement on behalf of 

your organization and submit it 
Mrs. Cameron. How much time will I have? I have not it _pre- 

pared. I simply wanted to represent our league and it will, of course, 
be very brief. If you want a written statement, T think perhaps it 
would be better, because my voice is almost gone. 

Mr. Dyer. Suppose you prepare that and present it to the clerk 
of the committee, and it will go in the record, if 1t 1s brief. 

Mrs. Camron. Yes; what I have to say is very brief. 
Mr. Dyer. Very well: 
Mrs. Scanian. Mr. Chairman, may I make a brief statement? 
Mr. Dyer. You wish to appear, Mrs. Scanlan, in opposition to the 

amendment ? 
Mrs. Scanuan. I do. 
Mr. Dyer. In opposition to the proposed amendment ? 
Mrs. Scanian. I do. 
Mr. Dyer. Give the stenographer yon name and state for whom 

you appear. 

STATEMENT OF MRS. FRANK C. SCANLAN, BOSTON, MASS., PRESI- 
DENT OF THE MASSACHUETTS CONGRESSIONAL, TRADE, AND 
CIVIC LEAGUE 

Mrs. Scanian. I am president of the Massachusetts Congres- 
sional, Trade, and Civic League. 

Mr. Dyer. Your address? 
Mrs. Scanian. The organization address, headquarters, is at the 

Hotel Buckminster. 
Mr. Dyer. Where is that? 
Mrs. SCANLAN. Boston. 

Mr. Dyer. You live there? 
Mrs. Scanwon. I live in Milton; Morton Road, Milton. 
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Our organization is opposed to Federal legislation. We believe 
that throughout the centuries blood and treasure has been poured 
out to establish the rights of the individual which is predicated 
absolutely upon a division of authority and we feel that we are 
traveling in a constantly bending road, which will lead us back 
in a circle to the plece where we started, if Federal legislation is 
to continue; so that we are opposed to Federal legislation. 
We are opposed to it, also, from the fact that the last Federal 

amendment seems absolutely impossible to enforce, and we feel 
that while it is perhaps not well to devote the time to referring 
to prohibition 

Mr. Fosrer. The last one was woman suffrage, was it not—the 
nineteenth amendment ? 

Mrs. ScaAnuan. I mean the prohibition amendment. 
Mr. Fosrrr. I thought you meant the last one. I thought per- 

haps you had not been voting. 
Mrs. Scanian: I have been voting. And we feel the prohibition 

amendment will need all the money the Federal Government can 
afford to enforce it and, if we have more Federal amendments and 
the Government enforces them as they should be enforced, we feel 
we shall come down to having every second boy in every State a 
Federal agent. And I do not know where the money is coming 
from; perhaps the Woman's Party can help us out. I do not know 
what their resources are, but we feel that taxation along this line 
is going to be very serious, even if Federal legislation were just. 

Now, I want to touch on another phase of this bill which has 
not been brought out in the statements so far. We are largely 
home women; we are anxious to continue to be home women. and 
we believe that this amendment breaks down a great deal that is 
very sacred. I refer to the equal political rights, equal professional 
rights, and equal educational rights. 

In passing, I refer to them as dangerous; but the real danger, it 
seems to me, comes in the statements that have been made by the 
members of this committee before my own legislature, and I am only 
sorry we have not had Mr. B. Loring Young here, who has appealed 
to the women of Massachusetts to come forward in opposition to 
this bill; because, as the chairman of the committee backing the 
fight on the bill, he has been very active in citing the fact that the 
home is endangered by this sort of legislation. And we feel it is 
eravely endangered when a woman can stand up and say she be- 
lieves she should have all the protection of marriage and none of 
its responsibilities, and we feel it is a severe blow to the homes of the 
country, and it is for the home women we speak, although maybe 
not only for home women, because we have professional and busi- 
ess women in our organization. 
But we do feel that the responsibility of the home is very sacred 

and not only sacred, but most important in this country, and I ap- 
peal to you gentlemen that when a woman can feel that she can 
or need not maintain a home after marriage, that she can or need 
not wear her husband’s name or a wedding ring that we feel 
that the very fundamentals of society in this country are attacked. 
And we also feel that the childhood of this country is attacked in 
that the home of a child is the most sacred thing in the world. I 
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know I shall be accused of being sentimental, but I want you gen- 
tlemen to realize that the most sacred thing in all your memory is 
the home of your childhood, and we try very hard to give to our 
children the type of home given to us. We know that the home 
coming hour is the most wonderful hour in the day, and when 
children come into a home that is a home and wait for the home- 
coming of father, it is a great blessing. What, then, of the women 
who advocate that they can or need not wear a wedding ring; that 
they must go out to work to-day, and the women who sacrifice noth- 
ing to build the home? I think it is a very serious thing for the 
child of the future and the child of to-day, and I would not want 
the responsibility of any mother who taught her children or her 
daughter that marriage carried no responsibility. It is, then, from 
the viewpoint of the home maker and mother that our organization 
rebels against this, and we appeal to the gentlemen of this com- 
mittee to absolutely vote against it. 

Mr. Fosrrr. Is your organization confined to Massachusetts? 
Mrs. Scanian. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Foster. Did your organization favor the adoption of the code 

to eniorce prohibition in Massachusetts? 
Mrs. Scanton. Oh, yes, sir; When a law is law it should be en- 

forced. We think that the worst thing in the world is an unenforced 
law; therefore we feel that Federal legislation should go slowly, be- 
cause of the difficulty in enforcement. 

Mr. Fosrrr. For awhile Massachusetts did not have a very strong 
enforcing code, did it? It has recently been modified with respect 
to the enforcement of prohibition ? 

Mrs. Scanton. I think Massachusetts has always done its share 
along every line of progressive work. 

Mr. Fosrer. At least, then, your organization is in favor of the 
strongest possible State and Federal enforcement of prohibition? 

Mrs. Scanton. Oh, but we feel, sir, it is better for us to take care 
of our own affairs; we feel we can do it better as State organizations 
than as Federal organizations. 

Mr. Foster. [ say the two; the better the State and Federal en-. 
forcement the better this home will be, and the less opportunity there 
will be for a return to the evil, according to its rigid enforcement ? 

Mrs. Scanton. We believe that the Federal laws should be en- 
forced and we should cooperate in every way; but we hesitate long 
about additional Federal legislation being passed which may not be 
capable of enforcement. 

Mr. Fosrrer. I say the more enforced the Federal laws are by both 
sources the better that home will be, will it not? 

Mrs. Scanton. Well, we want the home protected. 
Mr. Foster. Against liquor as well as other things? 
Mrs. Scanton. Oh, yes. 
Mr. Dyer Does that conclude the hearing? 
Mrs. Weep. May I speak as a private individual and not as repre- 

senting anybody else? 
Mr. Dyer. For or against the amendment? 
Mrs. Weep. I want to say a word for it. 
Mr. Dyer. In favor of it? 
Mrs. Weep: Yes, sir. I have waited now until after every one of 

the proponents and opponents has been heard. 
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Mr. Dyer. I think you have lost your day in court. Yesterday 
was the day set aside to speak for it. 

Mrs. Weep. There was no opportunity given yesterday for it. 
Mr. Dyer. To-day was given over to those to speak in opposition 

to it- First I will ask if any one here desires to be heard in opposi- 
tion to the amendment? There does not seem to be any one, so you 
may proceed. : 

STATEMENT OF MRS. HELENA HILL WEED, NORWALK, CONN. 

Mrs. Weep. I might speak, Mr. Chairman, as a founder of the 
National Woman’s Party, or I might equally well speak as presi- 
dent of a local league of women voters; I might also as well speak 
as a member of the various women’s organizations which have 
appeared. I belong to a great majority of the organizations which 
have been representated here officially; but it is not as a representa- 
tive of any one of them, but speaking for myself as a woman, as I 
am, that I want to speak to-day. . 

I want to say just a few words on a point that has not been 
touched at all, I want to speak as a self-supporting woman who has 
been engaged not only in supporting herself, but helping to put 
children through college, and so on, and necessarily earning as much 
money as possible. 

The right of a man to earn as much money as possible and to 
make the fullest use of his professional or physical ability in earn- 
ing a living is unquestioned not only in the Constitution itself but 
in court decisions. I have here a decision of the Supreme Court in 
the case of Allgeyer v. Louisiana (165 U.S. p. 589) relating to the 
protection guaranteed in the fourteenth amendment: 

The liberty mentioned in that amendment means not only the right of the 
citizen to be free from the mere physical restraint of his person, as by in- 
carceration, but the term is deemed to embrace the right of the citizen to 
be free in the enjoyment of all of his faculties; to be free to use them in 
all lawful ways; to live and work where he will; to earn his livelihood by any 
awful calling; to pursue any livelihood or avocation, and for that purpose 

.to enter into all contracts which may be proper, necessary and essential to 
his carrying out to a successful conclusion the purposes above mentioned. 

In other words, to earn his living and to support his family. 
The case of Ohio has been referred to (and the New York law) 

which prohibits women from working in the mines. I myself was 
trained as a mining engineer and practiced my profession of eco- 
nomic geologist for many years when working with my husband. 
To-day I could not practice my profession as a mining engineer, 
which took many years of struggle and many years of experience to 
reach a point to do the work I did—to-day I could not practice that 
profession in Ohio and many other States, and I have gone into a 
different profession now, so that that does not affect me person- 
ally, but many women might be affected by it. 

Now, on the question of equal rights to men and women, and this 
right to enter into any contract, as this says every man’s right is 
protected, that right is a right, one of the rights which consti- 
tutes the difference between a free man and a slave. If I may refer 
to the Strauder v. West Virginia case, in which a negro was tried 
by a jury of white men, upon which negroes were not permitted 
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to serve. He carried the case to the Supreme Court of the United 
States on the ground of the denial of his civil rights, because negroes 
were not permitted to serve on the jury, and the Supreme Court, 
if you will recall, threw out that conviction for murder because his 
civil rights had been denied; and in that case it was held, and in 
a number of others in the Supreme Court, that the long existence of 
African slavery in this country led to a very real understanding 
of the difference between a slave and a free man, and it said there 
were certain recognized badges of slavery and the imposition of 
those badges of slavery constituted the difference between a slave 
and a free man, and the denial of this right of freedom of contract 
is given as one of those badges of slavery, and the right to move 
freely from place to place, to make your home where you will— 
the right, as I say, to enter into contracts and all of those things, 
which we know as civil rights, constitute the difference between a 
free man and a slave. 
Now the Supreme Court went on to say that, inasmuch as slavery 

had been forever declared unconstitutional in the United States, for 
any State or Federal statute to impose upon any man any of those 
badges of servitude was an unconstitutional act, and yet every State 
in the Union goes ahead imposing those badges of slavery upon 
women, and the Supreme Court of the United States has justified 
the States in imposing those badges of slavery by a denial of the 
right to enter into certain professions and industries, a denial of the 
freedom of contract, a denial of all those rights which can not be 
denied to any man under the fourteenth amendment. And I think 
women realize very little the depth of their subserviency when they 
ask as privileges a continued imposition of the badges of slavery. 

Now, there is just a little paragraph here I would lke to read into 
the record, because yesterday you heard that Susan B. Anthony 
memorialized Congress back in 1882 to try to have equal civil, politi- 
eal, social, and industrial rights granted to women. She made some 
very wonderful speeches. I want to quote a short paragraph in 
regard to how she felt toward the attitude women had and, while 
many of us feel to-day the same way, many of us do not realize, in 
asking for a privilege instead of justice—they do not realize the 
depths to which they are condemning all women. 

Mr. Fosrrer. You are representing nobody but yourself ? 
Mrs. Weep. Just myself, as an American citizen. 
Mr. Foster. Along what theory was it you took a position here 

yesterday and to-day at the reporter’s desk? — 
Mrs. Weep. Because I am a writer by profession and a reporter. 
Mr. Fosrer. I did not understand why you took a position at the 

reporter’s desk. 
Mrs. Weep. I happen to be interested in the woman’s movement, 

and I am a reporter 
Mr. Fosrrer. The room is full of women who are interested in 

this movement; but what I am inquiring about is, you put some 
inquiries to me yesterday, but I understood yesterday you were 
g reporter. 

Mrs. Weep. I am reporting—— 
Mr. Fosrer. You are reporting for whom? 
Mrs. Weep. I am reporting for a magazine. I am writing an 

article for them. 
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Mr. Fosrrr. For what magazine? 
Mrs. Weep. I am not at liberty to tell you the name. I am a 

member of the Women’s National Press Club. 
Mr. Fosrrr. You assumed your position at the stenographer’s 

table because you are reporting for a magazine? 
Mrs. Weep. Yes, sir. : 
Mr. Fosrrr. The name of which you are not at liberty to tell? 
Mrs. Weep. No, sir; not at this moment, because I am doing 

articles on assignment, and it is not customary under the condi- 
tions under which I am writing to make that statement. 

Mr. Fosrer. I noticed you there and I did not know whether the 
chairman had designated you to take that position and when you 
asked to be heard, after both sides had closed, I did not understand 
your position and I was just trying to find out. 

Mrs. Weep. I asked where the press table was, sir, when I came 
in, and was directed to sit here. 

Mr. Fosrrer. Directed by the chairman? ; 
Mrs. Weep. I do not know; some one in authority in the room’ 

sald this was the press table. 
Mr. Fosrmr. Did he tell you to sit there? 
Mrs. Weep. Yes, sir. . 
Mr. Fosrrer. Did this gentleman here, the clerk, say for you to 

sit there? 
Mrs. Weep. I do not remember. 
Mr. Foster. Or the chairman of the committee? 
Mrs. Waren. I think all the reporters have been sitting here, and 

I was told to sit here—— 
Mr. Fosrrr. I am asking you who told you. 
Mrs. Weep (continuing). But I can not tell you who told me. 

IT am reporting this hearing and I am a member of the Women’s 
National Press Club, and a magazine writer, and I asked for the 
press table. 

Mr. Dyer. She has the same privilege to come to the press table 
as any other reporter. 

Mr. Fosrer. I noticed the present chairman was insisting that 
each person who overlooked stating who she was representing should 
give the name of the organization she represented. 

Mr. Dyer. She did it in the beginning and said she does not 
represent any organization here. 

Mr. Fosrrr. No; she says she represents a newspaper, the name 
of which she is not at liberty to tell. 

Mrs. Weep. I am reporting and gathering material for an article 
which I am writing. 

Mr. Sumners. You are getting material for an article which you 
expect to write for a newspaper ? “he 

Mrs. Weep. It is not a newspaper; it is a magazine. 
Mr. Sumners. You are getting material for an article for a maga- 

zine ¢ | 
Mrs. Weep. That is the reason I am sitting at this table. I am not 

speaking for any magazine; I am speaking for myself, as a working 
woman trying to support myself and children. 

Mr. Fosrer. Did you ask for time to be given vou from either 
side ¢ 
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Mrs. Weep. No, sir. I could have had it, I assume, for the asking. 
Mr. Foster. I am questioning you to get your relation to it. 
Mrs. Weep. I am moved in what I am trying to say as an American 

citizen. I did not wish to speak until I heard the testimony yester- 
day and to-day. 

IT simply want to conclude what I wish to say by quoting Susan B. 
Anthony: 

Nothing less atrocious to women than was the fugitive slave law to the negro 
can possibly sting the women of this country into a knowledge of their real 
subserviency and out of their sickening sycophancy * * *, 

So, while I do not pray for anybody or any party to commit outrages, still 
I do pray, and that earnestly and constantly, for some terrific shock to startle 
the women of this Nation into a self-respect which will compel them to see the 
abject degradation of their present position; which will force them to break 
their yoke of bondage and give them faith in themselves; which will make 
them proclaim their allegiance to women first: which will enable them to see 
that men can no more feel, speak, or act for women than could the old slave 
holder for his slave. The fact is, Women are in chains and their servitude is 
all the more debasing because they do not realize it. 

Oh, to compel them to see and feel, and to give them the courage and con- 
seiousness to speak and act for their own freedom, though they face the 
scorn and contempt of all the world for doing it! 

That was said by Susan B. Anthony when she began this fight. 
Mr. Foster. You believe that apples just as much to-day, do you? 
Mrs. WrEp. Yes, si. | 
Mr. Fosrrer. If not more? 
Mrs. Weep. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Dyer. Are there any further matters to come before the com- 

mittee at this time? If not, the committee will adjourn to meet 
tomorrow and hear arguments on the Baker impeachment case. 

(Thereupon .the committee adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
February 6, 1925, at 10 o’clock, a. m.) 

(The following additional statement and communications are 
printed as a part of the record :) 

STATEMENT OF Mrs. EpwaArp B. CAMERON, NEWPORT NEWS, VA., PRESIDENT OF 
WoMAN’S CONSTITUTION AT. LEAGUE OF VIRGINIA 

CHAIRMAN, COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY, 
House of Representatives of the United States: 

The Woman’s Constitutional League of Virginia, desiring to have recorded 
their opposition to the proposed equal rights amendment, submit the following: 

We helieve this amendment to be of communistie origin, and a world-wide 
movement of revolutionary intent, to abolish the home and to establish the 
new social order, recommended by Karl Marx and Frederick Engels in the 

communist manifesto written in 1848. 
“The communists everywhere support every revolutionary movement 

against the existing social and political order of things.” Quoting a pro- 
ponent of this amendment who spoke on the 4th of February before your 
committee: “In 1848 was held the first Woman’s Rights Convention,” ad- 
mitting it to be now a world-wide movement. 

We are firmly convinced that it was not a mere coincidence that these two 
movements began at the same time, since they both advocate the same ideas. 

The proponents stated that they wanted equality with men. This idea is 
found in the writings of Alexandra Kolontai, one of the best known women 
of the communist revolutionary movement, in her booklet, “Communism and 
the family.” under “ Social equality of men and women.” She says: ‘ The 
workers’ state has need of a new form of relation between the sexes.”’ 
“Jn place of the indissoluble marriage based on servitude of woman, we 

ghall see rise the free union, fortified by the love and the mutual resp.ct of 

the two members of the workers’ state, equal in their rights and in their 
obligations. On page 13, she says: “ The family is ceasing to be a necessity 
of the State, as it was in the past; on the contrary, it is worse than useless, 
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since it needlessly holds back the female worker from a more productive and 
far more serious work.” “The woman in the communist city no longer de- 
pends on her husband, but on her work. It is not her husband, but her robust 
arms Which will support her.” 
We claim it paves the way to weaken the family if these communist ideas 

of equality between men and women are injected into the laws of our land. 

(Paper filed by Mr. J. H. Adriaans, Washington, D. C.:) 
Thanking the committee for affording me an opportunity to make some sug- 

gestions relative to the propriety of Congress submitting the resolution to the: 
States for ratification, I desire preliminarily to recommend amendments to: 
the text thereof: 

After “rights,” line 10, insert “‘ and liabilities.” 
After “ jurisdiction,” line 11, insert “on Federal subjects.” 
The purpose of these proposed alterations is self-evident; rights and liabili- 

ties are as inseparably connected as substance and shadow; antecedent and 
consequent; cause and effect. 

To grant certain persons all the privileges of responsibility, while retaining 
all of the immunities of irresponsibility is unjust to other persons and disturbs 
the equality of all persons incident to a republican form of government. 

To provide equal rights to certain persons in State affairs places the Federal 
Government in antagonism to the several States, and the laws enacted by the 
latter. The continuity and perpetuity of our dual form of Government depends 
on maintaining each in separate spheres of action. 

The Federal Government should no more encroach upon the reserved powers 
retained by the States than the latter should trespass upon the enumerated 
powers granted to Congress, specified in sections 8 and 9 of Article I. 

The matter of Federal constitutional amendments is now engaging the 
Nation’s attention as never before; and men of analytic discernment are 
critically examining Article V to ascertain its interpretation. 

All of our 19 amendments rest upon Article V as a foundation; those that 
are consonant. therewith are amendments; those that conflict therewith are 
spurious and counterfeit. 

Article V has never been construed by the United States Supreme Court as 
a whole; and partial interpretations thereof are susceptible of being proved 
erroneous. 

While. .on subjects of far less consequence we have standards, and have 
even established a Bureau of Standards, on this momentous and far-reaching 
question of adding amendments to the Federal Constitution, so as to become 
part thereof, there is no standard whereby to segregate the true from the false, 
the genuine from the counterfeit, the wheat from the chaff. 

In writing a book on The History and Validity of Federal Constitutional 
Amendments (H. Res. 345, 67th Cong., 1st sess.) I deduced that none of our 
amendments harmonize with Article VY. 

This book is still in manuscript form, through no fault of mine. The wealth 
of authentic, official information contained therein would justify Congress 
to extend aid toward its publication or at least appoint a committee of com- 
petent persons to report thereon. 

The foremost question for Congress to answer in the resolution under con- 
sideration is whether it deems it necessary to amend the Constitution in this 
respect. . 

Is there such gross deprivation of rights to our citizens, or part thereof, as 
to make this antidote imperative? 
My answer to both questions would be in the negative. 
In appearing heretofore before the Senate Judiciary Committee, on the 

Wadsworth resolution (S. J. Res. 40, 67th Cong.), and before the House 
Judiciary Committee, on the Foster Resolution (H. J. Res. 368, 67th Cong.), I 
endeavored to show that three vital tests are created by Article V, the con- 
currence whereof is essential to produce harmony therewith. 

These are the jurisdictional, proposal, and ratification tests. 
I have ascertained that no one of our proclaimed amendments meets all three 

of these tests, and hence that none became a part of our Constitution. 
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The resolution now under consideration falls before the first test, since there 
is no jurisdiction in Congress to propose such amendment if it in anywise is 
to affect, modify, repeal, or annul State laws. 

If the latter result is sought, two-thirds of the several States should peti- 
tion Congress to assemble a Federal constitutional convention, whereto each 
State would accredit delegates of its own selection. If two-thirds of the 
States represented therein approved the tentative amendment it would be 
transmitted to each of the total number of States for consideration by State 
constitutional conventions. If so ratified by three-fourths of the total number 
of States it would become part of the Federal Constitution without other 
action by Congress than the assembly of the Federal constitutional convention. 

I have heretofore filed a brief on this resolution which I ask may be read 
as a part of the present remarks. 

MASSACHUSETTS PUBLIC INTERESTS LEAGUE, 
Boston, Mass., January 26, 1925. 

Hon. GEORGE S. GRAHAM, 
Chairman House Judiciary Con mittee, 

House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SiR: The Massachusetts Public Interests League wishes to go on 
record as unalterably opposed to the equal-rights amendment, which proposes 
by Government action to deny and ignore the fundamental differences between 
men and women. 

Its crude proposal that men and women shall be decreed equal by consti- 

tutional amendment is both unscientific and inhuman. 
Kindly read this into the record. 

Truly yours, 
MARGARET C. (Mrs. B. L.) ROBINSON, 

President. 
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Special Privileges For Women 

An example of the working out in actual practice of 
laws purporting to give special privileges to women, is 
found in the exclusion of women as employes of the legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, on the ground, as stated by the At- 
torney-General, that this exclusion from employment is 
a “protection” to women. 

A law was passed by the Wisconsin legislature in 1905, 
and reaffirmed by later legislatures, excluding women 
from employment by the legislature. This law reads: 

“Legislative employes.—Appointment and employ- 
ment of legislative employes shall be in accordance 
with the following: 

(1) Male persons only shall be employed.” 
(Wisconsin Statutes, Sections 13. 14.) 

After the passage of the Wisconsin Equal Rights law | 
in 1921, the Woman’s Party sought to have the paid posi- 
tions under the legislature opened to women under the 
authority of the Equal Rights law. The Equal Rights 
law, it will be remembered, reads: 

é 

“Section 1. Women shall have the same rights and 
privileges under the law as men in the exercise of suf- 
frage, freedom of contract, choice of residence for vot- 
ing purposes, jury service, holding office, holding and 
conveying property, care and custody of children, and 
in all other respects. 

“The various courts, executive and administrative 
officers shall construe the statutes where the masculine 
gender is used to include the feminine gender unless 
such construction will deny to females the special pro- 
tection and privileges which they now enjoy for the 

general welfare. 
“The courts, executive and administrative officers 

shall make all necessary rules and provisions to carry 
out the intent and purposes of this statute.” 

Before employing any women, however, the Civil 
Service Commission asked an opinion from the Attorney- 
General of Wisconsin, Herman L. Ekern, on the question 
whether the law of 1905 excluding women from paid po- 
sitions under the legislature was still in force or whether | 
this law had been abrogated by the Equal Rights law. — 
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The Attorney-General gave the following opinion to 
Robert G. Sharp, secretary and chief examiner of the 
Wisconsin Civil Service Commission: 

“In reply to your inquiry of the 11th instant, I beg 
to say that in my opinion Paragraph 1 of Sections 13. 
14, of the Wisconsin Statutes for 1921 is in force not- 
withstanding the enactment of Section 6.015 Wisconsin 
Statutes of 1921. 

“TI base this conclusion on the fact that employment 
in the legislative service necessitates work during very 
long and often unseasonable hours and that it was not 
the intention of the legislature to change this practice, 
as would be required under the statutes relating to the 
employment of women. 

“T feel all the more free in so holding for the reason 
that the legislature is in session and can readily change 
this by specific enactment if this should be thought 
desirable.” 

The Attorney-General also sent the following letter on 
_the subject to Alice Paul, vice-president of the Woman’s 
Party: 

“T have for acknowledgment your letter of February 
26, 1923. 
“My opinion to the Secretary and Chief Examiner of 

the Civil Service Commission on this subject was based 
on that part of Section 6.015 (1) which reads as 
follows: 

“<The various courts, executive and administrative 
officers shall construe the statutes where the masculine 
gender is used to include the feminine gender unless 
such construction will deny to females the special pro- 
tection and privileges which they now enjoy for the 
general welfare. The courts, executive and administra- 
tive officers shall make all necessary rules and pro- 

> 99 visions of this statute. > 

As a result of this interpretation placed upon the 
Equal Rights law by the Attorney-General, women are 
“protected” from all paid positions under the legislature, 
and still retain the “privilege which they now enjoy for 
the general welfare,” of having all such positions closed 
to them and open only to men. 

Nothing could show more vividly what “privileges” 
and what “protection” really mean to women. 

Nothing, moreover, could show more clearly the wis- 
dom of the Woman’s Party in insisting upon “equality” 

in its legislative program and in opposing all so-called 
“safeguarding” clauses such as that contained in the 



Wisconsin law, which assume to give “protection” and 
9 

“privilege” to women. 

When we examine one by one each of the “privileges” 
and “the protection” women are supposed to enjoy, we 
find that in practically every case it is really the man, 
not the woman, who is protected. In the Wisconsin in- 
stance, for example, women are barred from employ- 
ment by the legislature on the ground, in the words of 
the Attorney-General, of protecting them from “very 
long and often unseasonable hours.” In reality this 
means that men holding paid positions under the legis- 
lature are “protected” from the competition of women 
for these positions. 

No group in authority ever legislates against its own 
self interest. We come into a world in which men have 
made the laws, and have made them in the interest of 
men. So long as men are in control, they will continue, 
often unconsciously, to legislate in their own interest. If 
women have equality with men under the law, women 
will not suffer as a result of this equality, for men, who 
still control our government will not make laws disad- 
vantageous to themselves. If special laws are made for 
women, different from those applying to men, women 
may rest assured that this difference will be to their dis- 
advantage, even though the different law is passed 
ostensibly for their “protection.” 

So it has ever been—every discrimination against 
woman has been explained away as really in her favor. 
Blackstone, writing in the eighteenth century in his Com- 
mentaries on the English law, said: “Even the disabilities 
which the wife lies under are for the most part intende 
for her protection and benefit; so great a favorite is th 
female sex of the laws of England.” And this was after 
he had just shown how the woman had no control over 
her children, how she had no control over her property 
after marriage, how she had no control over her earn- 
ings after marriage, how the husband even possessed the 
legal right to give the wife “moderate correction,” in 
short, how marriage meant “the suspension of the very 
being or legal existence” of the woman. 

To all women who are afraid of “Equality” and cling 
to “protection,” we commend a careful study of the work- 
ing of each of the so-called protective measures and 
special privileges, beginning with the Wisconsin instance. 

- pre 
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The Equal Rights Amendment 
Questions and Answers 

1. What is the Equal Rights Amendment? 
The Lucretia Mott Amendment to the United 
States Constitution is before Congress. It 
reads: 

“Section 1. Men and women shall have 
equal rights throughout the United States 
and every place subject to its jurisdiction. 

“Section 2. Congress shall have power to 
ts this article by appropriate legis- 
ation.” 

2. What do its proponents think such “blanket legis- 
lation” will accomplish ? 

They believe that the passage of the Amend- 
ment will bring about the removal of all dis- 
crimination against women in both Federal 

’ and State laws; that it will render invalid 
every future attempt on the part of legislators 
or administrators to interfere with equal 
rights for women. 

All amendments to the U. S. Constitution 
are “blanket” amendments. Justice Story of 
the Supreme Court said: “The Constitution 
unavoidably deals in general language. It did 
not suit the purposes of the people, in framing 
this great charter of our liberties, to provide 
for minute specifications.” 

3. Does the law discriminate against women? 

There are still on the statute books of the 
forty-eight states more than one thousand laws 
discriminating against women because of sex. 
Discriminatory laws deprive women of equal 
economic opportunity and of the right to man- 
age their own property. In some states a hus- 
band can collect his wife’s wages and can col- 
lect for loss of her services. In other states a 
woman has not equal guardianship of her chil- 
dren. There are states in which the bond of a 
woman will not be accepted even though she 
may be a successful business woman support- 
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ing her husband and family. In these states 
she could not even furnish bond for her own 
son or daughter incarcerated in jail. Women 
do not inherit equally with men in all states 
and in numerous other ways they are handi- 
capped in the business of living and making a 
living. In some states guardians must be ap- 
pointed to represent adult women when under 
similar circumstances men would be free to 
represent themselves). HOWEVER—IF A 
WOMAN IS SENTENCED TO BE EXE- 
CUTED, NO ONE IS APPOINTED TO REP- 
aE HER. SHE REPRESENTS HER- 

4, What are “equal rights’ ? 

The Oxford Dictionary defines “equal’’ as hav- 
ing the same right or privilege.” Equal rights 
for men and women in the law might be defined 
as applying the law equally to men and women. 
The Amendment language is definite, concise 
and in harmony with the other amendments to 
the Constitution. The Ninth Amendment con- 
tains no definition of the word “rights” used 
therein. The Fourteenth Amendment contains 
no definition of “due process of law,” or of 
“equal protection.”’ 

5. Do “equal rights” mean accepting men’s standards 
in everything, or women’s? 

Under the Amendment State rights would be 
preserved. Each state would adopt its own 
standard, but the standard in any one state 
would apply equally to men and women. When 
suffrage was won, California equalized its law 
by abolishing poll tax for men while Mississippi 
equalized its law by extending poll tax to 
women. . 

6. Does the Amendment mean that all persons are 
equal ? 

Certainly not—only under the law. Some men 
are strong and some are weak. Mentalities of 
men differ. It is the same with women. It 
would mean that under the law women would 
have equal rights with other citizens; that they 
would be handicapped only by their personal 
physical and mental limitations—just as are 

men. 35 Tek 



7. Does equality mean uniformity throughout the 
whole country in matters in which State statutes 
now differ widely? 

“Equality” does not mean uniformity. Under 
the Amendment, in a given state men and 
women would have equal rights, but the rights 
would not necessarily be the same in all of the 
states. Because New York has a divorce law, 
the Amendment would not require South Caro- 
lina to amend its law to grant divorce. Each 
state would preserve its own standard but the 
standard in any one state would apply equally 
to men and women in that particular state. 

8. How can sovereign states be compelled to carry 
out the purposes of this Amendment if their legis- 
latures are dilatory? 

If their legislatures are dilatory, the states can 
be compelled to carry out the purposes of the 
Amendment exactly as they are compelled by 
other provisions of the Constitution. There is 
no unwarranted interference with the rights 
of states under the Amendment. 

9. Who shall decide these questions—Congress, the 
State Legislatures, or the Courts? 

The State Legislatures would themselves decide 
whether any particular legislation, old or new, 
was in conformity with the Amendment. If a 
State law did not harmonize with the Amend- 
ment, remedial bills would be drafted. If the 
Legislatures did not equalize certain laws, 
there would be test cases in the Courts. These 
cases could go to the Supreme Court of the 
United States for final determination. 

10. How could the Amendment affect rights deter- 
mined by custom and not by law? 

The Amendment itself would affect only law, 
since the Constitution deals with law, not cus- 
tom. There are traditions and prejudices 
against women in all fields of endeavor, and 
handicaps of custom and psychology. The 
Amendment will effect these indirectly. The 
recognition of women’s legal rights by the 
Equal Rights Amendment will have a power- 
ful influence in changing tradition and raising 
women’s status. 



11. What effect will the Amendment have on a wife’s 
right of dower? 

Curtesy and dower laws vary in many states. 
New Jersey has equalized its dower and cur- 
tesy law by making equal provision for hus- 
band and wife. Some states have abolished 
dower and curtesy and have made equal pro- 
vision for husband and wife in their decedents’ 
estate law. Under the Amendment, each state 
could decide upon its own standard, but the 
standard would be the same for men and 
women. 

12. Shall wives be responsible for the support of their 
husbands and families ? 

Today, under the laws of many states, husbands 
and wives owe each other, mutually, support 
and assistance. The practice of making the 
wife and mother, as well as the husband and 
father, responsible for the support of spouse 
and children is far under way in this country, 
one-third of the states having such laws. In 
some states women are criminally liable for 
the support of their children. The majority of 
wives in every state now contribute to the sup- 
port of husbands and families through their 
labor and services in the home, although such 
support is accorded no legal recognition. Under 
the Amendment, each state could set its own 
standard of support. 

13. What effect will the Amendment have upon ali- 
mony ? 

In 13 states the law makes no distinction be- 
tween a husband and wife with regard to the 
right to receive support from each other after 
having been divorced. Records show that a 
large percentage of divorced women are not 
only supporting themselves but also their chil- 
dren. Alimony is decreed in only about 10 per 
cent of divorce cases. Under the Amendment, 
each state could set its own standard regarding 
alimony. 

14, Will the marital domicile continue to be the hus- 
band’s place of residence, or the wife’s place of 
voting ? 

In eight states the wife may have a domicile 
not controlled by that of her husband for the 
purpose of voting, holding office, and serving 
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on a jury, as well as for the purpose of bring- 
ing suit for divorce or separation. Under the 
Amendment, each state could set its own stand- 
ards respecting equal rights in its domicile law. 

The age of consent to marriage in some states is 
lower for girls than it is for boys. Will equality 
be established on the basis of present laws for boys 
or present laws for girls? 

Under the Amendment, each state would set 
its own standard of equality. At present there 
are six states wherein the law makes no dis- 
tinction between boys and girls with respect 
to the minimum age for contracting marriage. 

Would the proposed Amendment abrogate State 
laws providing a pension to widows to aid them in 
raising their children in the home? 

The pension is for the child and not the mother. 
The basis is usually so much for each child. In 
many states the pension is given to either 
parent or to a guardian responsible for the 
child and unable to support it. Under the 
Amendment a state may base its standard upon 
the needs of the child and give a pension to 
either parent or a guardian to administer. 

Will the Equal Rights Amendment affect mater- 
nity legislation? 

Various laws on this subject have provided 
for appropriations from the United States 
Treasury to the several states for the purpose 
of co-operating with them in promoting ma- 
ternal and child welfare. The 1935 Federal 
Law provided a yearly appropriation “for the 
purpose of enabling each state to extend and 
improve .. . the health of mothers and chil- 
dren ...,” the payments being administered 
by the Children’s Bureau of the United States 
Department of Labor and local child-health 
units. The Secretary of Labor was to allot a 
sum to each state and such a part of a larger 
fund as he found the number of live births in 
such state bore to the total number of live 
births in the United States. 

All men are not soldiers. Yet soldiers re- 
ceive a bonus from the Government and care 
in case of illness, because they have performed 
a service to the State. All women are not 
mothers. Those who are mothers are consid- 
ered to have performed a service to the State. 



Health conditions of certain groups of men 
and women naturally differ. The promotion 
and extension of care for any of these groups 
could not be classed as legislation for an entire 
sex. | 

These laws would not be affected by the 
Equal Rights Amendment. 

18. What will be the effect of the Amendment on exist- 
ing mnmum-wage and maximum-hour legislation 
for women? 

The trend today is toward wage and hour leg- 
islation for all workers. Minimum-wage and 
hour legislation applies to women only in cer- 
tain states. These states, anticipating the adop- 
tion of the Amendment, could amend their laws 
to apply to all adult workers. Unless the laws 
were so amended, they would be ineffective 
and in that case adult women, relieved of the 
handicap of special restrictions, could contract 
on the same terms as men. 
Minimum-wage, maximum-hour, and prohi- 

bition-of-night-work laws, applying to women 
and not to men, make women less desirable as 
employees. Equal pay for equal work is im- 
possible of attainment when men and women 
do not work under the same regulations. When- 
ever regulations are necessary, they should be 
based on the nature of the work and not upon 
the sex of the worker. 

The Equal Rights Amendment will actually 
place labor legislation on a sounder basis by 
making it necessary to regulate the hours, 
wages, and conditions of work of all adult 
workers on an equal basis and to deal with 
child labor separately and therefore more 
effectively. 

19. Will the Amendment itself abrogate existing laws? 
What will happen to all laws pertaining to women 
between the time this Amendment is adopted and 
the time Congress passes legislation to enforce it? 

The passage of the Amendment will not auto- 
matically abrogate existing laws, but it will 
render them unconstitutional. It will compel 
both Federal and State governments to observe 
the principle of equal rights. 

The process of adopting an amendment to 
the Constitution is not a quick one. It requires 
action by three-fourths of the states. There 



would be sufficient time between passage and 
ratification by the necessary number of states 
to bring State laws into harmony with the 
Amendment. After passage of the Suffrage 
Amendment, there was no difficulty in this 
respect. 

20. Why ts it vital to working women that the Equal 
Rights Amendment be passed at this time? 

There is a definite trend toward forcing women 
out of paid work, regardless of their necessity 
for earning a living. Married women employed 
in the public schools and in state and municipal 
offices and institutions have been the first 
singled out for attack. The Equal Rights 
Amendment would make unconstitutional the 
singling out of women public service employees 
for discharge because of marriage. 

The United States is a member of the Inter- 
national Labor Organization of the League of 
Nations. The International Labor Organiza- 
tion in its Conventions, regulating the work 
of women, has assumed that women workers 
require different treatment from men and need 
special protection. Two Night Work Conven- 
tions, barring women from night work, a Lead 
Paint Convention, prohibiting women and chil- 
dren from work in the lead-paint industries, 
and a Mining Convention, prohibiting the work 
of women underground in mines, have been 
ratified by many member countries. Once a 
Convention is ratified, its terms are binding 
for ten years, and if the Convention is not de- 
nounced the year following the expiration of 
the ten-year period, its terms are binding for 
another ten years. Our country’s membership 
in the International Labor Organization is a 
menace to the freedom of working women 
unless they have the protection of the Equal 
Rights Amendment. This Amendment will be 
a protection against conventions restricting 
women’s right to work, because the United 
States cannot accept a convention contrary to 
a provision in the Constitution. 

21. Why not remove discriminations against women 
one by one, through “specific bills for specific ills” 
in each state? 

It would take generations of priceless energy 
and effort to do this. Moreover, State legisla- 



tion is insecure, in that laws passed by one 
Sa Te may be modified or repealed by the 
next. 

22. Pe Amendment cause confusion and litiga- 
10N ! 

There is no reason why the Amendment would 
cause more confusion than State laws. Cer- 
tainly, piece-work legislation will not eliminate 
litigation or avoid confusion. We not only have 
litigation with “specific bills for specific ills,” 
but each one of these specific laws has to be 
interpreted. 

It is worth considerable to women to settle 
the question of their status. It is safe to say 
that no litigation under the Amendment could 
possibly be so tedious and laborious as obtain- 
ing, one by one, a “specific bill for a specific 
ill” and litigating on all or some of them. 

It took seventy years to win the vote for 
women in this country and much of that time 
was spent in persuading women that they 
needed it. Even at the end, there was a large 
group of organized women spending money to 
oppose suffrage. 

In the words of the late M. Carey Thomas, 
when President of Bryn Mawr College: “It is 
strangely unsympathetic for opponents of an 
equal rights amendment to suggest removing 
thousands of inequalities and injustices by slow 
and painful piece-work in 48 State legislatures 
while women are being born, living their lives, 
and dying without the justice for which they 
have been waiting since the time of the cave 
man.”’ 

* * 

The Equal Rights Amendment is the statement of a broad 
principle, such as others in the Constitution, which the fram- 
ers of that document considered fundamental—religious free- 
dom, freedom of speech and press, the guarantee of life and 
liberty. Fundamental principles were incorporated in the Con- 
stitution. Other matters were left to the states. The Suffrage 
Amendment enfranchised women. The Equal Rights Amend- 
ment will guarantee them the fundamental rights other citt- 
zens already enjoy. 

NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 

Alva Belmont House 

Washington, D. C. <= >> [17] 
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EQUAL RIGHTS ENDORSED! 

HE Women’s International League for Peace and Free- 

dom at its International Congress at Zurich on Septem- 

ber 7, 1934, unanimously adopted the following resolution: 

“WHEREAS four American Republics have recently 
sioned a Treaty to remove from their laws all dis- 
criminations based on Sex, reading: 

‘The contracting States agree that upon the rati- 
fication of this Treaty, men and women shall have 

Equal Rights throughout the territory subject to 
their respective jurisdictions’ ; 

“WHEREAS this international Se ment points a 
practical and speedy way to establish Equal Rights for 
women throughout the entire world; 

“WHEREAS this victory is particularly heartening at 
this time when the forces of reaction are taking away 
from women in Europe a large part of their freedom; 

“Be it resolved, That this Congress give its approval 
to the Equal Rights Treaty and ask its Sections to 
work for it in their respective countries.”’ 

Women are conceded to be practically united in the cause 

of peace and in opposition to war, yet until they secure for 

their sex equality under the law and in the ecomonic field 

they are handicapped in attaining their goal. The conflict 

between the sexes is an unnecessary conflict and should be 

eliminated by establishing once and for all a fundamental 

principle of liberty and freedom that will contribute mate- 

rially to the cause of peace, which is Sede upon mutual 

understanding. 

Shackles Not Impressive 

If women are to contribute their talents and ability to 

the cause of peace and freedom for the world, would not 

that contribution carry more weight coming from a free 



people? Shackles are not impressive, yet women of the 

United States still wear them. 
There can be no security of livelihood as long .as women 

are restricted by minimum wage and laws 

that apply to women only, leaving their male competitors 

free to underbid them, thereby losing them their jobs. 

Where workers are exploited, would it not be the logical 

and sensible thing to deal with the exploiters rather than 

the exploited? This problem should be approached from 

the proper angle and protection would then be afforded all 

workers—men and women. 

The Amendment 

The proposed Equal Rights Amendment to the Constitu- 

tion, now before Congress, affords women in the United 
States an excellent opportunity to take an active part in 
helping to bring about the realization of the principle en- 

dorsed in Zurich, when the Sections of the League were 

asked to work for Equal Rights in their respective countries. 

Why the Equal Rights Amendment? 

Because there are still more than one thousand laws dis- 

criminating against women in the United States, covering 

more than sixty points of inequality. 

Because it is becoming increasingly difficult for women 

to make a living for themselves and their dependents as 

long as legislative bodies continue to enact laws restricting 

them. With an equal rights amendment in the Constitu- 

tion, this would be impossible. 

Because talent and ability count for naught when the 

accident of birth makes possible archaic laws classifying 

women workers as a sex without regard to capability. There 

can be no equality of economic opportunity under this 

system. 

Because it is not beyond the realm of possibility that 

activities of women for peace and freedom or any other 

cause, could be curtailed by law, unless women as citizens 

are protected by the establishment of the principle of 

equality in the fundamental law of the land. 
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Result of an Equal Rights Amendment 

Women would be free to compete for a living on a basis 
of eqyality with men, with no further handicap than their 

personal limitations as to ability. 
They would stand equal with men before the law, instead 

of in a position of inferiority. They would inherit equally; 

they could own property, contract and engage in business 

even though married. Mothers and fathers would have equal 

guardianship of their children. Women already stand 
equally amenable to the law with men and are subject to 

the same penalties imposed on men for violations of law. 

Benefits now denied them because of sex would be theirs. 
The Equal Rights Amendment would eliminate so-called 

protective laws based upon sex. It would then remain for 

each state to equalize its laws as it sees fit. Most assuredly 
there could be protective laws, but they would apply equally 

to men and women. 

There could be pensions for mothers, just as there is a 

bonus for soldiers. All women are not mothers, so all 
women do not receive these pensions. All men are not 
soldiers, so all do not receive bonus benefits. Each is in 

a special classification receiving specified benefits because 
of a specific service. The Equal Rights Amendment would 

not affect such benefits. 
In a state where the law provides that a man cannot sell 

his property without being joined by his wife, equalizing 

the law could be done in two ways. The husband could be 
brought under the same law by having it read “spouse,” 

or each could sell independently of the other. Equality would 
be the yardstick. 

Passage of the Equal Rights Amendment would, with a 

stroke of the pen, wipe out more than 1,000 discrimina- 

tions. Women have worked for more than sixteen years 

endeavoring to accomplish this state by state, but each 

succeeding legislature can not only return the discrimina- 
tory laws to the statute books, but add new ones. It is 
like trying to bail out the ocean with a sieve. 

No Substitute 

Any substitute for equality is a poor substitute. These 
are no times for unsound experimentation. The trend in 
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some countries in Europe should be enough to show women 
of the United States theurgency of the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment NOW. Women in some countries cannot even now 
openly work for Peace and Freedom. After the damage is 
done, it is too late to work for Equal Rights. Thinking 
women should scrutinize very carefully any proposal to 
divert them from the demand for equality. 

Women’s Charter 

The so-called Women’s Charter is one of these proposals, 

regardless of the motives of those offering the Charter, 

which purports to stand for “full political and civil rights; 

full opportunity for work according to individual abilities”’ 

and in fact—‘“equality.” Then, wittingly or unwit- 

tingly, it proposes that: “where special exploitation of 

women workers exists, etc.,” that “such conditions shall 

be corrected through social and labor legislation, which 

the world’s experience shows to be necessary.” This, of 

course, makes impossible the accomplishment of the aims 

set forth as the veason for such a Charter. It is advocating 

in other words, the same restrictive legislation, which 

leaves the fate of women to the whims of ever changing 

political boards and commissions, which an Equal Rights 

Amendment would never do. It does not suggest as a rem- 

edy for exploitation of workers, that something be done 

about the exploiters. Regardless of the motives; even 

though they be of the utmost purity, the danger to women 

is too great for this experiment. The only limits placed 

on legislation that could evolve from the Charter are “social 

and labor legislation, which the world’s experience shows 

to be necessary.” The.uncertainty of the interpretation of 

the ‘world’s experience” is too great, too dangerous to 

adopt as a principle. 

Opinions of Distinguished Persons 

THE LATE DR. M. CAREY THOMAS OF BRYN MAWR: 

“We women of the older and of the present generation 

must combine together to make sure by passing the Equal 

Rights Amendment that all women ‘throughout the United 

States and every place subject to its jurisdiction’ shall 

have equal legal and industrial rights with men to their 

children, to work, paid by the job and not by the sex of 
the worker; and the pursuit of happiness.” 
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ANNIE W. GoopricH, Dean Emeritus, Yale School of Nurs- 

ing: 

“Tt is my belief that the Equal Rights Amendment is one 

of the most important steps in furthering the progress to 

which we all subscribe. The great changes that have come 
in the past century in the industrial and social life on this 

continent demand for the protection of future generations 

that political power which can only be insured by the recog- 

nition of the joint responsibility of men and women in ail 
matters of concern to the people. 

“There is a moral obligation in obtaining an equality of 

status demanded by the changes in the home life that have 

come through the advance in science, the development in 
the educational systems, and the entrance of women into 
the fields of occupation, education and sports. In consider- 
ing protective legislation, one should consider the economic 
aspect. Equal pay for equal service will only be obtainable 
when protective legislation is no longer an excuse for differ- 
entiation.” 

DR. WILLIAM A. WHITE, Superintendent of St. Elizabeth’s 
Hospital, Washington, D. C., who only recently 
passed away: 

“T have long been convinced that the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment is in the best interests of women and will be a step 
in freeing them from burdens of distinctions alleged in their 
favor but which are seemingly always cleverly adjusted to 
their detriment. There are many reasons, in my own mind, 
why this Amendment should be passed, and I know of none 
that run to the contrary.” 

AMELIA EARHART, St. Louis Post-Dispatch: 

“The most important subject today is the modern eco- 
nomics—not merely supply and demand. * * * When women 
really know about economics, take the long view of the 
subject, they will abandon this sentimental attitude about 
protective legislation for women? tM ated 1th s and mini- 
mum wages for women. Limited hours and limited pay 
only prolong the infantile period of women and work to the 
disadvantage of those who want to progress. Wages should 
be based on work, not sex nor any other consideration. The 
problem should be, not minimum scales for women but mini- 
mum scales for everybody.” 

LAVINIA Dock, Distinguished Public Health Nurse: 
“The Woman’s Charter offers to throw women back into 

a class with children. The result would be to continue the 
legal blight of ‘women and children which has been so dis- 
astrous to the children, preventing a straight-forward pro- 
tection of them.” 
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JAMES TRUSLOW ADAMS 

ENDORSES THE 

Equal Rights Amendment 

T IS my belief that the Equal Rights Amendment 

which reads “Men and women shall have equal 

rights throughout the United States and every 

place subject to its jurisdiction” should be written into 

the Constitution where it will supplant the old idea 

that women are people only when rights are specifically 

granted to them. 

A review of the interpretations of the law shows 

that in the absence of specific statutes giving women 

legal rights, rights are often denied. In a democracy 

women should have the same rights as men which is 

now more or less universally accepted as the result of 

the amendment giving women the vote. I am very glad 

that the Republican Party has adopted a plank stating 

that “‘We favor the submission by Congress to the 

States of an amendment to the Constitution providing 

for equal rights for men and women” and I hope that 

the Democratic Party will do the same. 

It is needless to point out the great part which 

women have had in the making of this United States 

on pioneer farms and in modern professional practice. 

I am not only willing but am strongly in favor of com- 

pletely equal rights for men and women as for all other 

citizens of the country. 

JAMES TRUSLOW ADAMS. 

NATIONAL WOMAN’S, PARTY 

zo 1 WASHINGTON, D. C. 
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Missouri Laws 

Discriminating Against W omen 

The husband owns his wife's services. 

Laws for recovering damages discrimi- 
nating against wife. 

A married woman is unable to choose 

legal domicile. 

Grounds for divorce discriminate 

against women. 

Women are disqualified for jury ser- 

vice. 

Marriage revokes a woman's will. 

NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 

FIRST and A STREETS, N. E. WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Five Cents a Copy 
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Qi tH0UcH Missouri has abolished or modi- 
fied many discriminations against women, there 

remain injustices in both the statutes and the com- 
mon law. 

The National Woman's Party is urging the Mis- 
souri Constitutional Convention, which is now revis- 

ing the State Constitution, to remove all discrimina- 
tions against women so that recognition of woman's 
political and legal equality may become anactuality 
in Missouri. 

State digests compiled by Legal Research Department of the 
National Woman’s Party. 

Research Secretary, Burnita Shelton Mathews, Ls Lo Be 

L. L. M., Member District of Columbia Bar. 

COPYRIGHT, 1922 BY NATIONAL WOMAN'S PARTY 
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The Wife’s Services Belong to the Husband. 

The ancient common law still prevails in Missouri ac- 
cording to which the husband owns his wife’s domestic 

services... The wife on the other hand has no right to 
her husband’s services.” 

An instance of where the wife’s domestic services are 
considered the husband’s property is seen in the court’s 
refusal to allow her a share of the property which she 
and her husband have together accumulated. 

For example, in a divorce case: 

The court refused a Mrs. Motley, when a divorce 
against her was granted her husband, a share of a for- 
tune which she had helped her husband to build up by 
her labor as his wife on their farm. Although an in- 
valid, at the time of the suit, the wife was unable to ob- 
tain, in the form of alimony or in any other way, even a 

bare maintenance out of the fortune accumulated by 
their mutual efforts. This even when 1t was conceded 

that she had been an economical and industrious woman 

who had contributed twenty-five years of her life toward 

the accumulation of thetr property.* 

The Husband Receives Damages for the Loss of 
His Wife’s Services. 

Since the wife’s services belong to the husband, the 

husband and not the wife has the right to recover dam- 
ages for the loss of these services. 
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For instance: 

A Mrs. Womack lost her swt for injuries received in 
an accident, at which time she had been severely hurt. 
As she had been too wmcapacitated to continue her do- 
mestic services her husband brought suit on the grounds 
that during the tume of her illness he had been denied 
her companonship and her domestic services. Al- 
though the court failed to render a favorable decision in 
the case of the wife, refusing her damages, tt was de- 

clared that this refusal to grant her damages did not to 
any extent affect or bar the husband’s right to sue for 
the loss of her services.‘ 

A Mrs. Winkler, a Pullman car cleaner, was granted 

damages for personal wnjuries received in an accident 

but could not recover damages for the loss of her ser- 

vices in the home.’ Her husband was then granted dam- 
ages for the loss of his wife’s services. The damages 
for these services she could have collected had she been 

unmarried. 

The wife has no corresponding right to recover for the 

loss of the husband’s services.' 

Discrimination Against Wife in Suits for Loss 
of Cmpanionship. 

Although the husband is granted the privilege of re- 

covering for the loss of his wife’s socicty, as an element 
in suits for damages in personal injury ecases,® the wife 

is refused the corresponding right. 
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For instance: 

A Mrs. Bernhardt’s husband became an wmvald 

through injuries received in an accident. Mrs. Bern- 

hardt sued for damages on the grounds “‘that she had 
been denied care, protection, consideration, companion- 
ship, aid and society of her husband, which he would 
have rendered her had not the accident occurred, and 

that in the future she will be dented the same.’’ 

The court failed to render a favorable decision, even 

when it was emphasized that the husband would never 
be able to give his wife the care and attention pre- 
viously accorded her, and held that neither under the 

common law nor under the statutes, could she recover 

damages.? 

A Married Woman is Unable to Choose Her 
Legal Residence. 

The legal domicile of the wife follows that of the hus- 

band wherever he moves his domicile.'!° Any whim of 
the husband, therefore, can determine, by his selection 

of a domicile, where his wife is to be taxed, where she 

must vote, where she must run for office, and where she 

must be sued. This notwithstanding the fact that the 

wife may have independent resources for establishing a 

home. 

Grounds for Divorce Discriminate Against 
Women. 
If a wife was pregnant at the time of her marriage 

without the knowledge or agency of her husband, he be- 
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comes entitled to a divoree.! The wife on the other 
hand, is not entitled to a divorce if, without the wife’s 

knowledge, any other woman was pregnant through the 
agency of her husband at the time of their marriage." 

Women Are Disqualified tor Jury Serv:ce. 
According to both the Constitution” and the statutes,! 

women are ineligible for jury service. 

The Attorney General of Missouri has given the fol- 

lowing opinion on the subject :4 

“It as the opinion of this department that until 
the legislature amends the law covering grand and 
petit juries, women will not be eligible for jury ser- 
vice. As the law now stands, it reads as follows: 

“Sec. 6607, R. S. 1919, Every juror, grand and petit, shall be 
a male citizen of the state.” 

Minor Female Wards Are Not Protected to the 

Same Extent as Male Wards in the Matter 

of Guardianship. 

In the settlement of estates left under the control of 

guardians, the law does not protect female wards as 
closely as it does male wards. Although the legal age 

of majority in Missouri for both men and women is 

twenty-one years, the guardianship of a minor female 

ward ends when she marries.'® The settlement of the 

estate of the male ward is delayed until he reaches his 
majority—that of twenty-one years.!® Settlement of the 
female ward’s personal estate is made either at her ma- 
jority, or on marriage. This seems a strange inconsist- 
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ency in the law, which grants the entire property of a 

male ward protection until his majority, but places the 

personal property of the female ward at the mercy of 

her own immature judgment, or that of her husband’s 

who may be equally immature. 

A Married Woman’s Will is Revoked by 
Marriage. _ 

The statute reads: ‘‘A will executed by an unmarried 

woman shall be deemed revoked by her subsequent mar- 
riage.’’*® On the other hand, marriage alone does not 

revoke a man’s will, but it stands intact, with the excep- 
tion of the widow’s share." 

Doubt as to Right of Married Women to 
Convey Title to Own Real Estate. 
According to the statutes the transfer of the wife’s 

real estate can only be made when the husband unites 
with the wife in conveying the title to her real estate.’ 
A court decision, however, has construed the Married 
Woman’s Act as making valid a deed transferring real 
estate belonging to the wife, which was signed by the 
wife alone. ‘hough this decision has not been reversed, 
the language of some subsequent decisions appears to 
throw some doubt on the correctness of the ruling in this 
case. ‘This contradiction between the extension of the 
Married Woman’s Act to cover the right of the wife to 
transfer her property without her husband’s joining in 
the deed, and the language of the statute with regard to 
conveyance of the wife’s property by joint deed, may 
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well give rise to decisions hostile to a married woman’s 
right to convey the title to her own real estate. 

The Father Alone Awarded Damages for Seduc- 
tion of Daughter. 

It would seem that both the father and mother should 
be accorded the right to sue for damages in case of a 
daughter’s seduction, since in Missouri, both the father 
and mother are entitled to a minor child’s services. Yet 
in one recent instance, although it appeared that the 
mother was living, the father alone was allowed to bring 
an action against his daughter’s seducer—and he alone 
was awarded damages for the loss of her services.”° 
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How Maryland Laws Discriminate 

Against Women 

Fathers are given practically com- 
plete control over their children and 
mothers almost no control. 

Fathers can will away children from 
the mothers. 

A married woman cannot choose her 
legal domicile. 

A married woman’s services and fre- 
quently her SS, belong to the 
husband. 

The inheritance laws discriminate 
against women. 

The divorce laws discriminate against 
women. 

Women may not serve on juries. 

Women may not hold various public 
offices. 

The laws for sex offenses discrimi- 
nate against women. 

NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 

25 FIRST STREET N.E. WASHINGTON, D.C. 
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ARYLAND laws, like those of most of the 

states, are based upon the old English “‘com- 
mon law” brought over to this country by the early 
colonists. All women were, according to the common 
law, legally inferior to men. The married woman’s 
property, her services, her earnings and her children 
belonged to her husband. 

Maryland has modified the common law by statute 
in some instances. But in numerous and important 
respects this old conception of women’s legal infe- 
riority is still expressed in the laws of the state. 
Today the mother is not the legal guardian of her 
own child. The wife does not completely own her 
own labor or her earnings. Women are not per- 
mitted to hold certain offices nor to serve on juries. 

The National Woman’s Party is working to re- 
move these disabilities, so that women, as mothers, 
as wives and as citizens, will have the same protec- 
tion under the law as men. 

Will you not help abolish these disabilities from 
which women still suffer? You can do this by giv- 
ing your support to the Woman’s Party campaign. 
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How Maryland Laws Discriminate 

Against Women 

Mothers Not Equal Guardians of Children. 

The Maryland law considers that the mother’s right to 

her child is inferior in every way to that of the father.1 The 

old common-law rule that the father is the natural guardian 

of his minor legitimate children and has the first right to 

their custody, services, earnings and control still exists, 

unchanged, today in Maryland.' So long as the parents live 

together, the father alone has the right to control the chil- 

dren’s upbringing, to decide their religion, their education, 

when they shall go to work, what work they shall do.? He, 

not the mother, owns their services and their earnings.* 

“The mother has no legal interest in the . .. earnings” 

or services of her children.* She is entitled, the law con- 

descendingly states, “only to reverence and respect.” 4 

Should the parents separate, the court may in its discre- 

tion grant the custody of the children® to either parent.*® 

The Father Can Will Away the Guardianship of 
Children From the Mother. | 

Maryland is one of the few states where it is still possi- 

ble for a father to appoint by will a guardian for his chil- 

dren other than the mother,’ and in spite of the opposition 

of the mother. It is therefore possible for a father in 

Maryland today, just as in ancient times, by his will to tear 
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young children from their mother’s care,’ and to hand them 

over to a stranger, or to some one whom the mother thinks 

entirely unsuited to bring up the child. 

Thus one of the most unjust and cruel features of the 

common law of olden times still remains in force in this 

state to threaten the happiness of twentieth-century 

mothers and their children. 

“ee 

The Father Has Entire Control of the Labor and 
Earnings of Children; the Mother Has No Such 
Control. 

The only exception is when the father is dead® or a de- 

serter.® Since the father alone owns the labor and earn- 

ings of his children,'’® he alone may sue for a wrongful in- 

jury to the child (not resulting in death), the theory being 

that such an injury to the child is a property loss to the 

father, since it deprives him of his child’s services." If 

damages are awarded they go to the father and not to the 

mother, to be disposed of as the father sees fit. 

For the same reason, it is usually the case that the father 

alone can sue for the seduction of his daughter’? and that 

neither the mother, nor the daughter herself, can sue for 

the daughter’s seduction. The law considers the relation- 

ship between father and daughter in this case that of mas- 

ter and servant,'®? and the court has said that the “legal 

control of the father over the person of the daughter and 

his right to her services continue until she attains the age 

of twenty-one.” '* If the father is dead, a widowed mother 

may sue, but even after the father’s death, the mother’s 

rights are not equal to those of the father before his death, 

since the mother is entitled to the services of her daughter 

only until the daughter reaches the age of eighteen.'® 
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The difference in the attitude of the law toward the 

father’s rights and those of the widowed mother in this 

case is clearly shown in the following instances: 

A father sued for the seduction of his daughter, and the 

question arose as to how long the father was entitled to his 

daughter’s services. The court ruled that the daughter’s 

services belonged to her father until she was twenty-one, 

stating that “much evil” would result from a decision “per- 

mitting females to leave their homes, freed from all paren- 

tal authority, at the age of eighteen.” 14 

In the case of a widowed mother who sued for the seduc- 

tion of her daughter, the court ruled that the daughter’s 

services belong to a widowed mother only until she (the 

daughter) is eighteen. Apparently the court was not con- 

cerned with safeguarding the “parental authority” of the 

widowed mother nor with the need of protecting young 

girls of eighteen who have no fathers, kag their own mis- 

takes or rmprudences. 

The Father Alone May Appoint a Child as Ap- 
prentice. 

Any father may bind out his minor child as an appren- 

tice on reasonable terms.*®° The mother has no right to do 

this even if she be a widow. 

For instance: 

A Mrs. X, a widow, signed a contract with a corporation 

in Baltimore by which she undertook to bind her son John 

for five years as an apprentice to learn the trade of glass 

blower. The court ruled that “contract of apprenticeship 

executed by the mother is simovly void,’ and that only a 

father might bind his son as an apprentice.** 
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The Married Woman May Not Choose Her Legal 
Residence. 

The ancient rule still holds in Maryland that the husband 

alone has the right to choose the legal residence for himself, 

for his wife'® and for his children. This means that for 

voting purposes, taxing purposes, and for all other legal 

purposes a wife has no other domicile than that of her 
husband and no right to establish a separate legal residence 
for herself.1* Should the husband, for instance, maintain 

a voting residence in another state while actually living in 

Maryland, the wife would have to journey to that other 

state in order to vote. She would have no right to vote in 

Maryland for any purpose. 

Divorce Laws Discriminate Against Women. 

Maryland divorce laws discriminate against the wife in 

favor of the husband. If before the marriage and without 

the husband’s knowledge a wife has been unchaste, the 

husband may secure a divorce.’® Lack of chastity on the 

part of the husband previous to the marriage is not a 

ground for divorce for his wife. 

A Wife Is Legally an Irresponsible Person. 

A curious relic of the old English common law still sur- 

vives in Maryland by which it is assumed that. a married 

woman is not responsible for a felony (other than treason 

or homicide) when committed in the presence of her hus- 

band. The theory of the old law still persists that she is 

“under the dominion of her husband,” and in subjection to 

him and acts “under his coercion and consequently without 

guilty intent.” °° 



The Wife’s Services and Her Earnings in the Home 
Belong to Her Husband. 

According to Maryland law “a husband is entitled to the 

benefit of his wife’s services.” 2. This means, first of all, 

that the wife has no right to a money return for her ser- 

vices in the home.”!: In many instances, it so modifies the 

interpretation of the “married woman’s acts” as to give 

the husband the right to his wife’s earnings for services 

rendered to people other than the husband.” To establish 

her legal right to retain her earnings as her own property, 

the wife must produce evidence to show that she has defi- 

nitely chosen to work as an independent person.2* How 

difficult it is for the wife to prove this, and therefore to 

claim the money she receives for her work as her own, is 

shown in these cases which have come before the Maryland 

courts: 

A Mrs. X, a married woman of Baltimore, took care of a 

sick woman in her home. She washed and ironed for the 

sick woman and rendered her services “as nurse and at- 

tendant” for a period of two years. The sick woman, Miss 

Y, said she would pay for the services, but died without 

having done so, and Mrs. X sued Miss Y’s estate for the 

value of her services. The court said that Mr. X could re- 

cover for these services, but that his wife could not, in spite 

of the law which says that a married woman “who by her 

skill, industry and personal labor shall earn any money”’ 

may keep the same as her property. In the words of the 

court: “It was the husband’s right that the wife should 

work with and for him, and it was natural that she should, 

and if she did, he was entitled to pay. In such case there 

is no division of profit as between partners in business. If 
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the wife desires to bring herself within the exception and 

provisions of the law” granting married women the pro- 

ceeds of their own labor ‘‘the evidence must be such as to 

prove her strictly within this meaning and protection.” 

Circumstances must show that she had specifically elected 

to work for herself.*4 

Another case was that of a Mrs. Y, who boarded with a 

Mr. and Mrs. X of Baltimore. Mrs. Y had applied to the 

wife for board and was told that she would be taken as a 

boarder if the husband did not mind. The husband did not 

object and so Mrs. Y agreed to pay $3.00 a week. When 

she died without having paid her board bill, Mr. X sued her 

estate for the amount of the bill. The court rendered a 

judgment in his favor, saying that “the testimony . 

fails to show conclusively that the wife contracted to fur- 

nish lodging and board on her separate account” and that 

the husband was, therefore, entitled to the pay for the work 

done by his wife. | 

Still another case was that of a Mrs. X, a married 

woman of Washington County, who nursed a man during 

his last illness. He was cared for in her home. He failed 

to pay for his care and Mrs. X brought suit. The court 

decided that she could not recover any money for her ser- 

vices because “it was the husband’s right that the wife 

should work with and for him . . . and if she did, he (the 

husband) was entitled to compensation.” The court added 

that the wife might work for her own benefit if she actu- 

ally elected to do so, but that the circumstances of this case 

did not show “‘that she elected . . . to act as an independ- 

ent person,” although Mr. X actually went on the witness 

stand to testify that he did not claim compensation for the 
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services rendered by his wife and that “he allowed his wife 
to do business on her own account, and that she sold butter 

and eggs and did marketing as an independent person,” and 

that the “nursing she did on her own account,” but the 

court ruled that this evidence did not come up to the strict 
requirements of the married woman’s law.?® 

The Husband Receives the Money Damages for 
Injury to His Wife. 

If a wife is injured through the negligence of another 

(these injuries not resulting in death) ,?7 the husband may 

sue for the loss of his wife’s services, which are, according 

to the law, his property.2”. The wife may only sue for dam- 

ages for her pain and suffering and can recover nothing for 

the loss of her services and earning power.?’ 

On the other hand, the wife has no such property right in 

her husband’s labor. If he is injured, he alone may sue 

and all the damages awarded are his.”® 

For instance: 

A married woman sued to recover damages for loss of 

support and “consortium,” resulting from an injury to her 

husband occasioned by the negligence of his employer. The 

husband was a hodcarrier employed as one of the hands in 

the building of an apartment house. An elevator became 

beyond control and as a result the husband was thrown 

down, his leg broken, other injuries suffered, and was con- 

fined for a long period in the hospital. The court denied 

the wife the right to sue for damages, replying to the argu- 

ment that the passage of the “Married Woman’s Acts” gave 

the wife the same right to sue that the husband has in simi- 
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lar cases, by saying that in spite of such new laws, a “right 
may exist in the husband which . . . is without a correla- 
tive right in the wife.” There is not, in spite of the Married 
Woman’s Act, the court added, a “parity of right upon the 

part of both husband and wife.” 2° 

Inheritance Laws Discriminate Against Women. 

In inheritance of both personal property and real estate 

the male line is often preferred to the female line. For 

example, the grandfather is preferred to the grandmother.”® 

The eldest son (if he is of age) is preferred to the extent 

that the law gives to him first choice among the children of 

taking either the property intact (where the estate cannot 

be divided without loss) and paying the other heirs their 

share in money or himself taking a money share.*®° The 

court said, with reference to this provision of the law, that 

it retains ‘“‘to a certain extent the common-law idea of the 

superiority in right of the eldest male heir.’ *° 

Laws Concerning Administration Give Preference 
to Males. 

In the granting of letters of administration for the estate 

of deceased persons women are also discriminated against.*’ 

For instance, when males and females are in the same de- 

gree of relationship, the male is always preferred.** That 

is, the father is preferred to the mother, a brother to a sis- 

ter, an uncle to an aunt, etc. Relatives on the father’s side 

are always preferred to relatives on the side of the mother 

who are in equal degree of relationship.** An unmarried 

woman is always preferred to a married woman." 
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Women May Not Serve on Juries. 

The Maryland law restricts jury service to “male inhab- 

itants,” ** so that women are still completely barred from 

jury service. The Maryland supreme bench at Baltimore 

has held that the passage of the suffrage amendment has 

not removed this disability and that under the laws of 

Maryland women have no right to perform jury service.* 

Women May Not Hold Certain Offices. 

Although there seems to be no provision in the Maryland 

state constitution forbidding women to hold public office, 

the attorney general of Maryland has rendered an opinion 

that the wording of city charters confines certain municipal 

offices entirely to men.*® 

Penalties for Sex Offenses Are Not Equal. 

A white woman who has a child by a negro or mulatto 

may be sentenced to the penitentiary for a number of 

years.*7 A similar act by a white man is not punished in 

any way. Hecan, under the existing law, have any number 

of children by a negro woman and receive no punishment. 
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Florida Laws 

Discriminating Against Women 

The father controls the services 
and earnings of children. 

A married woman cannot choose 

her legal residence. 

A married woman does not con- 

trol her own property. 

A married woman has practically 
no right to contract or do busi- 
ness on her own responsibility. 

A married woman’s services be- 
long to her husband. 

Inheritance laws discriminate 

against women. 

Women cannot serve on juries. 

Women are not admitted to the 
University of Florida on equal 
terms with men. 

NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 
25 FIRST STREET N. £., WASHINGTON, D. C. 
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LORIDA’S LAWS, like those of nearly all the 
States, are based upon the old English ‘‘common 

law,’’ which considered women legally inferior in 
every respect to men. 

‘’o an astonishing extent the statutes of Florida 
today express this old common law conception of 
women as a subordinate class. The restrictions 
placed upon the married woman in regard to her own 
property and in regard to her right to contract are 
illustrations of how the legal standards of a past age 
continue to work injustice to the women of the 

twentieth century. 

The discriminations against women in the Florida 
laws, which are outlined in this leaflet, may be re- 
moved by the passage of a woman’s “‘bill of rights,”’ 
which has been drafted by the Woman’s Party. <A 
campaign for the passage of such a bill will be ear- 
ried on during the next session of the Florida legis- 

lature. 

. Py = 

The suecess of this bill would secure for the 
women of this State the equal protection of the laws 
with men—to which, according to the standards of 

justice and of right, they surely are entitled. 

66a G95 



How Florida Laws Discriminate 

Against Women 

The Father Controls the Services and Earnings 
of Children. 

Florida’s equal guardianship law passed by the i921 

session of the Florida legislature provides that “the mother 

jointly with the father shall be the natural guardian of 

their children during infancy.”! However, the laws do not 

provide for joint control of the services and earnings of 

children and hence the common law rule that the owner- 

ship of a minor child’s services and earnings is solely in the 

father remains unchanged.? The ownership by the father 

of the labor and earnings of a minor child carries with it 

the right to sue for damages for the loss of services and 

earnings when the loss is occasioned by a wrongful injury 

to the child.2 As between father and mother this right be- 

longs to the father.’ 

In a similar way “the right of action for the seduction of 

the infant daughter rests exclusively in the father if living, 

when the actual or constructive relation of master and 

servant is shown, he being entitled to the profits of her 
labor.’* This is the common law rule. If the father is dead 

the mother may sue for the seduction of her daughter.‘ 

The law further shows preference for the father in that, 

it says, whenever the death of a minor child is caused by the 

negligence of another “‘the father of said minor child, or if 

the father be not living, the mother may maintain an 
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action’ against the individual or corporation responsible. 
In such cases the father may recover not only for the loss of 
the services of his child but also for his “mental pain and 
suffering” and the “mental pain and suffering” of the 
mother. All such damages awarded by the courts, including 
those awarded for the mother’s pain and suffering, go to 
the father. 

For instance: 

The thirteen-year-old son of Mr. and Mrs. X, of Duval 

County, Florida, was thrown off the steps of a crowded train 

by sudden and violent jolting. He fell under it and was 

crushed to death. Mr. X filed suit against the railroad com- 

pany for damages for (1) loss of the child’s services, (2) 

his (the father’s) mental pain and suffering, and (3) the 

mother’s mental pain and suffering on account of the child’s 

death. When the father’s right to recover damages for the 

mother’s mental pain and suffering was questioned, the 

court said that a mother had no right to sue for such dam- 

ages at common law or by statutory law but that, on the 

other hand, the legislature had seen fit to “empower the 

father to recover for the mental pain and suffering of the 

mother” and that the rule thus established was neither “‘ar- 

bitrary” nor “unreasonable.” Damages for loss of the 

child’s services and the mental pain and suffering of both 

parents were payable to the father alone.” ® 

The Mother is the Sole Guardian of the Illegiti- 
mate Child. 

The unmarried mother is the only legal parent of her 

illegitimate child. “In so far as bastards are concerned 
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they have no fathers recognized as such by any law.’”’. The 

mother has the “superior legal right over all others to the 

custody and control’’® of such a child. Sole liability for the 

care and support of the illegitimate child rests upon her 

unless she files a bastardy complaint against the father and 

wins the suit, in which case the highest sum the father can 

be compelled to pay is $50.00 a year for ten years toward 

the child’s support and education, plus the expenses of the 

birth of the child.°® 

It is exceedingly difficult for a woman to secure any re- 

dress through this bastardy law. Not only does it entail 

humiliating publicity but it is so complicated by the strict 

technical procedure required by the law that the mother 

often finds that she has lost her case through a legal tech- 

nicality. | 

The wording of the law is that “any single woman” who 

has an illegitimate child may file a complaint against the 

“putative” father. The difficulties in securing a verdict 

under this statute are illustrated by the following cases: 

For instance: 

Miss X of Clay County filed a complaint against W, 

stating therein that she accused W of being the father of 

her illegitimate child. The court dismissed the complaint 

because Miss X failed to state in rt that she was “a single 

woman” and such a complaint can not be amended. A re- 

cital by the magistrate before whom the complaint was made 

that Miss X was a single woman was held insufficient. 

In another case: 

Miss X of Leon County filed a bastardy complaint stating 

that she was a single woman and that on a certain day a 
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child was born to her. She named Y as the father. The 
court said: “All that may be true and yet not make a case 

of bastardy. When the child was begotten she may have 

been for aught that appears a married woman * * * 

and if she was 7t was not a bastard, for the law is that a 
bastard is one that is not only begotten but born out of law- 

ful matrimony. Hence the statute requires that it must be 

a child who by law would be deemed and held. a bastard.” 

In the complaint “this is not alleged in the words of the 

statute” and such a “defect is fatal.’ 

A Married Woman Does Not Control Her Own 
Property. 

A wife’s statutory separate property (that owned by her 

before marriage or acquired afterwards by gift, inheritance 

or purchase) “remains under the care and management of 

the husband.’’'? The husband is not permitted by law to 

charge for the management of his wife’s property nor is the 

wife permitted to sue her husband for the rent or profits of 

her property or to require an accounting from her husband 

for his proper use or misuse of the estate.*? 

Moreover, if a wife wishes to sell, mortgage or transfer 

her statutory separate property she must secure her hus- 

band’s consent and must be joined by him in the sale, mort- 

gage or transfer of the property.** In the eyes of the law 

it does not matter how capable a married woman may be, 

she is powerless to sell or convey any part of her real estate 

without her husband’s consent—even though he may be a 

drunkard.'* The husband on the other hand may do as he 

pleases with his property, irrespective of the wishes of his 

wife, except in the case of the homestead (not more than 
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one hundred and sixty acres, or one-half acre in a city or 

town). The wife’s consent is necessary to the sale or mort- 

gage of such a homestead. The only restriction in the 
wife’s favor in the case of property other than the home- 

stead is that if the husband sells it the wife may, at his 

death, claim her dower from the person to whom it was 

sold.1° 

n illustration of the working out of this law giving the 

husband control of his wife’s property and not permitting 

her to secure an accounting from her husband for his man- 

agement is found in the following court case: 

Mrs. X obtained a divorce because of her husband’s habit- 

ual intemperance. During the marriage they lived on her 

plantation in Gadsden County. Her lands were under her 

husband’s control and management. When the divorce was 

decreed Mrs. X asked for an accounting of the rents and 

profits of these lands. The court pointed out that the law 

provides that the wife’s separate property shall remain 

under her husband’s care and she shall not maintain a suit 

against him for the profits of said property and as “the 

policy of this State is to give to the husband the use and 

profits of the lands received during coverture * * * he 

is not under obligation to account to her therefor.” 

Another case: 

Mr. and Mrs. X were married in a State where the law 

made a husband trustee of his wife’s property with the 

provision “that if from imbecility, intemperance or other 

cause a husband becomes incapable” of discreet manage- 

ment of his wife’s estate “he shall no longer have any con- 

trol over the property.” Mrs. X had at the time of the mar- 
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riage $4,800 worth of personal property, $1,800 of which 
was money. After marriage the husband led a wild and 

roving life and in two years’ time “managed to get rid of 

every vestige of the trust property” save a mere pittance. 

Because of his intemperance, infidelity and inability to pro- 

vide, Mrs. X left him and as he was temporarily living in 
Florida she petitioned a Florida court to remove him as 

trustee of the pittance left of her property. The court said: 
“It may be admitted, that a man of average capacity, com- 

mencing with this capital” (the wife’s property) “might, 

by prudence, industry and economy, have supported himself 

and family and gradually increased his original stock.” But 

there is a “higher object and purpose in the courts than the 

* * * reservation of property,’ namely, “the amend- 

ment of the husband and the restoration of proper relations 

between husband and wife. More leniency should * * * 

be extended a husband trustee than would prevail in the 
ordinary case of such relation.” Evidence “shows a loose- 

ness of conversation and wantonness on the part of defend- 

ant (husband), in ill accordance with the chasteness of one 

holding the relation of a married man * * * Yet there 

is no direct proof of criminality, and it can only be inferred 
from his presence at improper places and the report of his 

wild and reckless expressions. Yet with all this we are not 

satisfied that this criminality * * * compelled her’ to 

leave him. After criticising the wife’s uncle (who acted as 
her “next friend’) for having “spread the husband's dis- 

grace upon the public records,” over so insignificant a mat- 

ter as a wife’s samll amount of property, the court termed 

itself the “Temple of Justice’ and refused to disturb the 

husband’s control of his wife’s property. This case was 
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decided according to the Florida court’s interpretation of a 
statute (cited above) of another State but it is a fair ex- 

ample of the illiberal construction which Florida courts 

place upon statutes concerning the rights of married 

women.§ 

Married Women Do Not Have the Right to Con- 
tract or Do Business on Their Own Responsi- 
bility. 

Under the Common Law “speaking generally and 

broadly” a married woman “could make no contract of any 

kind.’ Except as modified by a few narrow laws giving a 

married woman limited rights of contract in connection 

with her separate property, the Common Law on this sub- 

ject remains the law of Florida today.*® It is, therefore, 

almost impossible for a married woman to engage in busi- 

ness in Florida, since she has no power to make a contract 

which is binding on her personally.*! In this respect she is 

considered by the law as irresponsible as minors or the in- 

sane, no matter what her abilities or qualifications may be. 

Her husband, on the other hand, no matter how impru- 
dent or ignorant, has full power to enter into any contract. 

A court case illustrating the subordinate position of the 

married woman in this respect is as follows: 

Mrs. X, a married woman of Pensacola, attempted to en- 
gage as a merchant in partnership with two other persons. 

When a controversy arose as to the legality of the partner- 

ship agreement, the court said “to establish a partnership 

between two or more persons the parties must be capable of 

contracting to regulate the terms of their joint enterprise 
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the * * * Obusiness in which such partners are to en- 

gage and the length of time it is to last. These are all obli- 

gations of a purely personal character. When one of the 
parties is without the legal capacity to assume these obli- 

gations, as a married woman is, there can be no legally 

existing partnership between them. She has no separate 
legal existence, her husband and she being in contemplation 

of law but one person. To make an agreement of partner- 

ship requires a contracting capacity which is not possessed 

by a married woman.’2?. Decisions in accord with this have 

been rendered as late as 1915. 

For similar reasons, the promissory note of a married 

woman is void. “The constitution and statutes do not en- 

able the wife to bind her person either at law or in equity.’”** 

Not only do such provisions of the law make it almost im- 

possible for a married woman to engage in business but they 

also restrict the wife in the management of the household. 

The following court decision points out that a married 

woman does not have the capacity to hire domestic servants, 

even when keeping boarders to support the family: 

Mr, X, of St. Johns County, Florida, during the last years 

of his life was blind, feeble and had various ailments which 

necessitated constant care and attention. Mrs. X trans- 

acted his business for him and in addition kept boarders to 
support the family. Her work could not be done without 

help. A question arose as to her capacity to hire domestic 

servants to assist her. The court said that a married 
woman did not have the capacity to hire domestic servants 
or ta bind herself for the payment of their wages, but since 

in this case the services of servants “were actually neces- 
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sary” she could “as the agent” of her invalid husband hire 

servants and that all such hirings would be treated as hir- 

ings by the husband." 

A few rights of contract have non granted by statute é 

married women in connection with their separate property 

but these are exceedingly limited. 

For instance, under the State constitution a married 

woman is given the right to buy property, to contract for 

something which will benefit her separate property, or for 

the price of labor or material used for improvements on her 

property.*> But her agreement must usually be in writing 

and it must be only for the very specific purposes mentioned. 

When Mrs. X of Orange County entered into an unwrit- 

ten agreement with a real estate broker whereby she was to 

pay him a commission for the sale of her property this 

agreement was declared null and void.2* In this case the 

court expressed doubt as to whether or not the law au- 

thorized such a contract sake a married woman even if it 

were written.*® 

Usually, in order to rent, mortgage or sell her separate 

property a wife must be joined by her husband. The one 

exception allowed by the law is if the husband is insane and 

has been so adjudged by the court, and has continued in 

such condition for one year.27 Under such circumstances 

the wife is permitted to rent, mortgage or sell her own 

property and receive the proceeds for the same, her con- 

tracts in this case being lawful and binding without the 

consent of the husband.?? 

The only other circumstance under which a married 

woman’s contracts in relation to her separate property are 

considered legally binding is if she goes through a com- 
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plicated court procedure to prove her qualifications and 
abilities in the management of her own estate.28 This is 
what she must do if she wishes to have the right to take 
charge of her own property and to become “a free dealer in 
every respect :’’8 

First, she must apply by petition in chancery to the Judge 

of the Circuit Court in her district for a license. Before the 
court will entertain her petition she must give newspaper 

notice in her County once a week for four successive weeks 

that she intends to apply for this license. Then when the 

petition is filed the matter is referred to a “master of the 

court” who makes inquiry as to her capacity to take charge 

of her own property and then prepares a report for the 

judge. After this report is filed and testimony has been 

taken, if the judge is satisfied as to the capacity of the 

married woman, he may grant her a license to control her 

own estate and to act as a free dealer. Thereupon the ap- 

plicant must publish a copy of the decree granting the license 

once a week for four consecutive weeks in the newspapers. 

After she has done this she is then considered authorized to 

control her own property, to contract and be contracted 

with, to sue and be sued and “‘to bind herself in all respects 

as fully as if she were unmarried.’’”® 

Imagine the possibility of such a procedure being expected 

of a married man before he may act in connection with his 

property! 

And it must be remembered that this concession of the 

law in favor of the married woman’s right to contract ap- 

plies only to her separate property (that she has before 

marriage or that which she has earned separate from her 

husband or purchased or is given after marriage) .*® A wife 
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has absolutely no rights of contract in connection with prop- 

erty which she may assist her husband to accumulate by 

her industry and thrift in the household. 

A Wife’s Services Belong to Her Husband. 

The Common Law rule that the wife’s services in the 

home belong to her husband is in force today in Florida. 

Since the husband owns his wife’s services he has the 

right to sue for damages for loss of these services oc- 

casioned by an injury to the wife through the negligence of 

another.*° Therefore when a wife receives a wrongful in- 

jury, not resulting in death, two actions for damages may 

be maintained, one by the wife for her pain and suffering 

and the other by the husband for the loss of her society and 

services. 

For instance: 

Mrs. X was a passenger on an electric car in Pensacola. 

An accident was caused by the motor of the car coming up 

from under the trap doors so that the trap doors were 

thrown violently against the feet of Mrs. X and serious 

injuries caused to her. Mrs. X recovered as damages for 

personal injuries the sum of $5,400. Her husband recovered 

for medical attention, his loss of her society and services, 
the sum of $3,221.°° 

When, on the other hand, the husband receives a wrong- 

ful injury not resulting in death, he alone is entitled to sue 

and to receive the entire damages awarded.** 

Inheritance Laws Discriminate Against Women. 

Women are, generally speaking, discriminated against in 

the inheritance of real and personal property when there is 
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no will. For instance: a grandfather is preferred to a 
grandmother ;** a great-grandfather to a great grandmother, 
“and so in other cases without end passing to the nearest 
lineal male ancestors and for the want of them to the lineal 
female ancestors.’’*” 

Moreover when a minor child (leaving no husband or 
wife or descendants) dies having real estate or personal 

property such property goes first to the father and only in 

case the father is not living, to the mother,*? whether or 

not the father has neglected his responsibilities for the sup- 
port of his wife and children. If there is no mother the 

property follows the general rule for inheritance, under 

which the male line is preferred to the female, as stated 

above. | 

A Married Woman May Not Act as an Adminis- 
trator of an Estate Without Her Husband’s 
Consent. 

The law provides that “a married woman may be ap- 

pointed administratrix but before she shall be so appointed 

her husband shall file his written consent to such appoint- 

ment with the County Judge who shall record the same.’’** 

This may subject women to much embarrassment.* 

A Married Woman May Not Choose Her Legal 
Residence. 

The Common Law, which gives the husband the sole power 

to choose the family residence, is in full force in Florida 

today. A court decision states this rule as follows: “The 

husband without the wife’s consent has the right to estab- 

lish the family domicile and * * * it is her duty to 
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live with him * * * if itis reasonably possible for her 

to do so.’’%6 

Under this rule a married woman does not have the right 

to establish a legal residence for herself for voting, tax- 

ation or other purposes. Her husband may keep his resi- 

dence in a distant State, in which case the wife would have 

to travel to that State in order to vote. She would have no 

vote in Florida. 

Women Cannot Serve on Juries. 

Florida provides by statute that “Jurors shall be taken 
from the male persons above the age of twenty-one years.’’*” 

A semi-official opinion rendered by the attorney general 

of Florida on July 5, 1921, contains the following state- 

ment: “Under the law of the State of Florida women are 

not qualified to act as jurors. The Federal Amendment 

pertaining to suffrage has no bearing whatever upon the 

qualifications of women as jurors.” 

Married Women May Be Discriminated Against 
in the Holding of Certain Offices. 

Single women may hold office on the same terms as men 

but married women are apparently excluded from such 

offices as require the execution of bonds, since a married 

woman is not authorized to execute a bond which is binding 

on her personally.*® 

For instance: 

When a county treasurer of Palm Beach County died sev- 

eral years ago, the Democratic Executive Committee of that 

county recommended the appointment of Mrs. X, a widow, 
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to fill the vacancy. The opinion of the Supreme Court was 
requested by the Governor as to the eligibility of the widow 

to hold this owce. The court, while holding that “an adult 

unmarried woman” (a widow, for instance) might be ap- 

pointed county treasurer, pointed out that “The Constitu- 

tion requires all county officers except assistant assessors of 

taxes to give a bond before they are commissioned by the 

government and this may debar married women, who are 

not authorized to execute bonds that are binding on them 

personally.’’*® 

Women Students Are Not Admitted to the Uni - 
versity of Florida on the Same Terms as Men. 

The University of Florida, supported by public funds paid 

by women as well as men, admits only “white male stu- 

dents” to its courses.except in the case of the Normal De- 

partment where both men and women students are ad- 

mitted.*®° Women are admitted to the Florida State College 

for Women, the scope of which is decidedly limited in com- 

parison with that of the University of Florida.* 

Marriage Reyvokes a Woman’s Will. 

The Common Law rule which holds that all provisions of 

a woman’s will, made before her marriage, are revoked 

when she marries, holds today in Florida. , 

For instance: 

Mrs. X, a widow of Duval County, executed her last will 

leaving to her son all of her estate. The will made no 

reference to her future husband. Mrs. X later married and 

died a short time afterward. The court held that the hus- 
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band was entitled to share the estate equally with the son, 

stating that “we therefore hold that the will of Mrs. X 

a revocation of her prenuptial will.” 

On the other hand, if a man marries after making his 

will, the will stands intact except for the dower and per- 

sonal property allowed by law to the widow. 

For instance: 

Mr. Y, of Duval County, made a will in 1907. He mar- 

ried in 1908 and died in 1911. No provision was made in 

his will for Mrs. Y, the wife. She contended that his will 

was revoked by an alteration of her husband’s circum- 

stances, that 1s, by his marriage. The court said: “The rule 

of the Common Law must be applied. At Common Law, 

marriage alone does not cause a revocation * * * ofa 

prenuptial will of a man. Nothing here said conflicts with 

the rule in this State as to the marriage of a woman causing 

a revocation of her prenuptial will.” 4 

REFERENCES FOR STATEMENTS MADE IN 

Tuis LEAFLET ARE LISTED ON PAGE 18. 
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2. CHARTER MEMBERSHIP—$10 for the first year, 
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PEARL BUCK 

ENDORSES THE 

Equal Rights Amendment 

HAVE been thinking a good deal about the Lucretia 

Mott Amendment and the more I think about it the 

more confirmed I am in my conviction that it is only 

when a nation’s people are governed by laws made for 

its citizens and not for male and female that men and 

women can live in mutual happiness with each other 

and with justice toward each other. When one sex is 

given discrimination, either favorable or unfavorable, 

the effect works ill for everyone. If women do not have 

as a matter of course an unequivocally equal place with 

men before the law, men suffer with them. A mother 

cannot train her son in the vigor of free thought and 

action when she herself does not share completely in 

that freedom. Something of her sense of inferiority 

shadows him to weaken him in his own mora! fibre or 

to make him feel falsely superior on that utterly unten- 

able ground for superiority, mere sex. When woman 

does not share in the life of the nation equally with 

man, with a mental atmosphere as clear as his, and the 

right to action no more hampered than man’s by dis- 

criminatory laws and social attitudes, it means that 

half the nation and the half which has as its peculiarly 

important work the bearing of children and their early 

education, is a depressed group and as such affects 

the whole. 

It is as a mother even more than as a professional 

worker that I say that I believe the Lucretia Mott 

Amendment is the only self-respecting basis for citizen- 

ship in a true democracy. 

PEARL S. BUCK. 

NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 

Cp WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Oberlin College Library 
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Equal Rights In Finland 

N the June issue of the International 

Woman Suffrage News (England) is 

an extract of a letter from Annie Furuh- 
jelm, who is one of the pioneers in the 
Woman’s Movement in Finland and in 

Russia. Elected to the Finnish Parlia- 

ment in 1913, she served ten years in 

active political work. She writes that in 

the present parliament there are 16 

women members, and that in the past 

few years the number of women members 

has averaged from 14 up to 25. She also 

states that “ever since the word ‘man’ in 

the Finnish constitution was altered to 

the word ‘person,’ Finnish women have 

been accorded a great deal of independ- 

ence. They now enter all of the univer- 

sities and enter the professions on the 

Same terms as men.” She also writes 

that Finland has many women doctors, 
teachers and engineers; that although 

women are also studying to become law- 

yers, there are none registered as such 

yet; and that women work freely on the 

railways, and in the postoffice, and a 

number act as station masters, 

Swedish Government And Equal Pay 

Tz question of “equal pay for equal 
work” so far as mon and women are 

concerned has recently been investigated 

by a Swedish government committee. The 
committee suggests a common wage sys- 

tem for male and female employes, with 

provision for the application of the fam- 

ily wage principle. Taking as a starting 

point the principle that the work done 
by women in the service of the state should 

not be more expensive than that done by 

men (i. ¢., equal wages for the same 

amount of work), the committee finds 

that a certain difference in the wages paid 
to male and female employes is justifiable 

on the following grounds: 
1. The rate of sickness among the fe- 

male employes has been proved to be 

greater by more than 40 per cent. than 
that of the men. 

2. Women occupy a special position as 

regards old-age pensions, having regard 
to their lower qualifying age (generally 

three years lower than for men), and their 

longer average life. 

3. Relative output of work of men and 
women; and 

4. Certain other factors, such as the 

liability of men to conscription and the 

impossibility of the state ignoring wage 

conditions on the general labor market. 

Exceptions from this general conclu- 

sion, however, are proposed for female 

employes who attain the higher grades of 

the public service, In such grades to 

which promotion is made according to 
proved merit, men and women would 

nominally receive the same rate of pay. 

Feminist Notes 
Lady Astor On The Vote 

ADY ASTOR writes in the English 

L Woman’s Year Book, which has just 

appeared, on the results of the enfran- 

chisement of women, as follows: 

“The most forcible effect of the woman’s 

vote that I myself have met has been the 

passage through the House of Commons of 

the Intoxicating Liquor (Sate to Persons 

Under Eighteen) Bill by 257 votes to 10. 

A very large number of women’s organiza- 

tions were supporting it, and there was 

evidence that mothers of every shade of 

Have You Sent In 

Your 

Subscription 

For 

Equal Rights? 

politics were backing it as individuals. I 

am certain that its passage was due not 

only to what I consider the goodness of 

the cause, but to the strength of the wom- 

en’s vote in the constituencies. 

“We ought to be encouraged by this ex- 

perience to go on working for those 

causes for which we care, and which have 

not yet been won, but just begun. These 

causes are not only women’s questions, 

but national questions in the deepest 

sense. We have a great chance before us; 

let us fear no foe, except our own indo- 
lence and apathy.” 

Equal Guardianship In England 

4 ewe women working for Equal Guard- 

ianship in England have met with an- 

other setback. The situation is vividly 
described in a recent issue of The Vote, 
the organ of the Woman’s Freedom 

League. The account is as follows: 

“We invite our readers’ close at- 

tention to the amazing debate in the 
House of Lords on the Government's 
Guardianship of Infants Bill, which 
we report on another page. Women’s 
organizations have for years agitated 

and worked for an Equal Guardian- 
ship of Infants Bill—a measure 
which would make fathers and moth- 

ers equally and jointly responsible 
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for their children. Such a bill was 

earlier in the year introduced in the 

House of Commons by Mrs. Wint- 

ringham, and there passed its second 

reading without a division. 

“To the astonishment of everyone, 

the Government would have none of 

it, but, brushing this bill and the 

Commons’ decision upon it aside 

without ceremony, their spokesman 

explained that they would themselves 

deal with this matter and introduce 

a bill ‘in another place,’ a place re- 

served for men only, where no woman 

has a voice, a vote, or a seat. In this 

bill, introduced by the Lord Chan- 

cellor, there is an entire absence of 

the principle of equality of guardian- 

ship of the children for fathers and 

mothers in the home—the principle 

of the bill, according to Lord Ask- 

with, being like an egg which their 

lordships have been trying to hateh 

for years! 

“The claim of women is that the 

mother of every legitimate infant 

shall be guardian jointly with the 

father for all purposes, and have 

equal authority, rights and responsi- 

bilities with him in the home itself, 

so far as the upbringing and welfare 

of the child are concerned. Tt is dur- 

ing her lifetime, during the childhood 

of her children, and under normal 

circumstances, that she wants equal 
rights of guardianship with the 
father. It is little satisfaction to her 
that she can have no claim to any 
kind of guardianship until the child 
has been maltreated, or she herself is 
dead, or the child wants to get mar- 
ried. Lord Banbury was certainly 
mistaken when he said on the second 
reading debate in that ‘other place,’ 
that women’s societies are in favor of 
this bill. The Women’s Freedom 
League is definitely hostile to it, and 
we hope that other women’s societies 
will refuse to lower the women’s flag 
by giving it support.” 

Woman Acts As Governor 

RS. SOLEDAD (€HACON, Secre- 
tary of State of New Mexico, occu- 

pied the office of Governor in New Mexico 
during the absence of Governor Hinkle, 
who attended the Democratic Convention 
in New York City. Mrs. Chacon is the 
first woman to fill such a position, She 
was next in line for the Governor's chair, 
and occupied this position in place of 
Lieutenant-Governor Jose A. Baca, who 
died recently. 
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Woman’s Party Prepares for Election Conference 

Westport, New York, August 15th, 16th and 17th 

HE National Woman's 

Tees is daily sending 

new recruits to the battle- 

ground at Westport, N. Y., 

where will be arranged in Au- 

gust the preliminaries to one 

of the most momentous battles 

in the fight for women’s politi- 

cal freedom. 

This conference has been 

called by the National Woman’s 

Party to select the best pos- 

sible candidates among women 

for Congress, and to determine 

the best means of electing 
them. Party affiliations will 
be set aside in this campaign 

and women will be supported 

for Congress on the strength of 

their fitness to serve the 

woman’s catise in Congress. 

OMAN’S Party leaders 

are now visiting possible 

July 15, 1924. 

D ear Member of the Woman’s Party: 

At our Election Conference at Westport, N. Y., 

August 15th, 16th and 17th, we shall lay plans for 

the election of women to Congress. Will you come 

to this Conference and bring with you the names of 

suitable women candidates from your state who will 

work for the interests of women if elected? We 

have postponed the Conference from the original 

date in order to have more time to get in touch 

with women candidates and hope you will help us 

with suggéstions. 

England has eight women in Parliament; Germany 

to cover the entire country, 

lobbying, stump-speaking and 

electioneering for these politi- 
cal pioneers, in the hope that 
results of the fall elections will 
see women taking their places 

among the national law-makers 

with the purpose of forward- 

ing the interests of women. 

Delegates from every state in 

the union will attend the con- 

ference bearing the names of 

suitable candidates for Con- 

gress. Parties of women have 

already started motoring across 

the continent in cars bearing 

the new slogan, and, with the 

customary fearlessness of the 

National Woman’s Party, are 

holding meetings in the towns 

through which they pass, 

spreading their gospel of great- 

er freedom and political power 

for women. 

women candidates in all parts had more than thirty women in the last Reichstag; 

of the country—in states where 

the primaries have already oc- 
curred and in states where they 

are still to be held—to secure 

desirable women candidates on 

one of the regular party tickets 

or as independents. Among 

those who are making the 

search for women candidates is 

Mabel Vernon, executive secre- 

tary of the Woman’s Party. 

She has gone to California to 

confer with Mrs. William Kent 

of Kentfield, California, state 

chairman of the Woman’s 

Party, on the possibility of Cali- 

fornia sending a woman to Con- 

gress. From California Miss 

Vernon will go to Colorado 3. By securing publicity in your local 
Springs to discuss with Mrs. papers about the election campaign. 

Bertha Fowler, Colorado chair- 

man of the Woman’s Party, the 

possibility of Colorado joining 

in the “WOMEN FOR CON- 

GRESS” campaign. After Col- 

orado (Miss Vernon will ‘visit 

Iowa, Nebraska, Wisconsin, Il- 

linois and Michigan, on the 

same errand, finally winding 

up at the Woman’s Party elec- 

tion conference at Westport, 

New York, August 15th, when 

the final endorsement of 

od Laundry in Seattle during their 
‘hour. Mrs. Josephine Millene, one 

‘eir number, arranged the meeting 

8 now organizing an Industrial Coun- 

f the Woman’s Party among these 
ers. 

there are numbers of women in the Parliaments of 

other European countries. We must bring the 

United States up to the standard which these coun- 

tries have reached. 
New York 

‘E New York Branch is considering 
lans for the enforcement of the 

1ers’ Equal Rights bill that was re- 

y passed. Some of the Boards of 

ation in the state are insisting that 

not operative until the beginning of 

chool year in 1925. This bill was 

ne introduced in the legislature by 

‘s. Antin and Cole. The Teachers’ 

Discrimination Bill introduced by 

’s. Straus and Kauffmann at the re- 

of the Woman's Party prohibited 

eeping terms any sex discrimination 

7 educational institution in the state, 

reference not only to salary, but also 

tunity for advancement and every 

question that might arise respecting 

mployment of teachers. When this 

uiled to be reported out ef commit- 

he Antin-Cole bill, applying to sal- 

mly, and sponsored by the State 

ers’ Association, was strongly sup- 

1 by the Woman's Party. The legis- 

workers of the Woman's Party lob- 

liligently for it. Mrs. Qlarence M. 

We ask you to co-operate: 

1. By attending this Conference and help- 

ing with advice as to women candi- 

dates. 

By sending $5—or more if possible— 

toward the expense of launching the 

» 

election campaign. 

For the first time we shall meet together at an 

election conference as voters ourselves and repre- 

senting thousands of other women voters. The 

opportunity before us is the greatest that has ever 

come to women who are seeking to bring about a 

better world for women. We ask you to help the 

Woman’s Party meet this great opportunity and 

this great responsibility, 
women candidates will be Sincerely, 

. , State Chai @epr- 

an ALICE PAUL, to evens Gal ail : 
MMEDIATELY following the Vice-President. and spoke ung- 

™ not to veto it, and in many other 

ts the Woman's Party contribeted 
passage of the measure. 

three days’ conference, at 

which the candidates will be 

chosen, workers will start out 
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_— Peehridiestion of “equal pay f 
work” so far ac mon and wo 

concerned has recently been inve 
by a Swedish government committ 

femcommittee suggests a common w; 

tem for male and female employ: 
provision for the application of i 
ily wage principle. Taking as a, 
point the principle that the WOlvertent. 
by women in the service of the stat« 
not be more expensive than that tne 
men (i. ¢., equal wages for thapencer 
amount of work), the committe 
oa certain difference in the wag: Walker 
o e and female employes is j 

on the following pecan ie a 
1. The rate of sickness among 

male employes has been proved party 
greater by more than 40 per cent... $10.00 
that of the men. $1.00 

2. Women oceupy a special posi pope 

regards old-age pensions, having 1--$5.000.00 
to their lower qualifying age (gen Aaa 
three years lower than for men ), anc-——_ 
longer average life. 

3. Relative output of work of “er 
women; and ee 

4. Certain other factors, such a 
liability of men to conscription anlENT 
impossibility of the state ignoring Rights 
conditions on the general labor mark 

_ Exceptions from this general c<ftion.” 
sion, however, are proposed for force 
employes who attain the higher grad?” 
the public service. In gnch gradG J 
which promotion is made accordin 
proved merit, men and women y, '?% 
nominally receive the same rate of ptives. 

Equal Rights 

Women For Congress 

HE great need of the “WOMEN FOR CONGRESS” election campaign, 

which the Woman’s Party is undertaking, is evidenced by the results 

of the primaries up to the present date. 

Fifteen states have now held their primaries. These states are South 

Dakota, Illinois, Nebraska, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Indiana, Alabama, Ore- 

gon, West Virginia, Iowa, Florida, North Carolina, Maine, Minnesota and 

North Dakota. In only three of these states has a woman received the nomina- 

tion on any ticket. In Illinois, one woman, Mary Ward Hart of Benton, 

was nominated for Congressman at large on the Democratic ticket. One 

woman has received a nomination in Nebraska on the Prohibition ticket— 

Luella Barton, who was nominated for the First Congressional District. In 

Pennsylvania four women have been nominated: The Democratic Party has 

nominated Jessie Collett of Philadelphia for the Second Congressional Dis- 

trict; the Socialist Party has nominated Jennie Dorriblaum of Philadelphia 

for the Third District; the Prohibition Party has nominated Anna Van 

Skite of Norristown for the Ninth District and Elizabeth Culbertson of Mead- 

ville for the Twenty-ninth. 

The result of the primaries, then, in these fifteen states is that only six 

women have been nominated for Congress throughont all this vast territory. 

The Republican Party has given no woman a nomination. The Democratic 

Party has given a nomination to only two women, and in both cases in dis- 

tricts in which Democrats are conceded to have no chance. 

Women will not be elected to this coming Congress, we must realize, 

through the interest of any of the political parties. They will be elected only 

if women themselves determine that women shall be in Congress, and organize 

an effective campaign to put them there. 

The Subscription Campaign 

AST week’s issue of Equat Ricuts informed our readers that a campaign 

was on foot to double our subscription list before the first of September. 

The plan suggested was for each reader to send in one new subscription within 

the next four weeks, which would automatically transform a mirage of hope 

into the terra firma of reality. Already we can report excellent progress. 

One member of the Party, knowing that the paper goes to some few enemies of 

the cause for their edification, has sent in five new subscriptions, “to take the 

place,” as she wisely says, “of the subs that will not come in from certain 

politicians of my acquaintance, to whom I send the journal.” From another 

stalwart worker comes the word, “I am enclosing my new subscription with 

two dollars, but I think you are asking too little of us. I secured this new 

reader over the telephone the very evening my paper came, and I hope to get 

several others. You should have asked us each to get ten instead of one, for 

Equa Ricuts is an easy paper to sell and is a necessary part of every woman’s 

education.” Several requests have come in for the list of subscribers in differ- 

ent states, and we would suggest that anyone desiring the list for her own 

state communicate directly with the Business Manager at 19 West Chase 

street, Baltimore. The lists are so arranged by the printer that it is easy and 

inexpensive to furnish state or even city lists for the campaign workers. More- 

over, these lists are very interesting, as they serve as an index to the amount 

of sound work being done in behalf of the Lucretia Mott Amendment in various 

parts of the country. Where there are many subscribers there is much interest, 

and vice versa. 

One fact that the subscription list brings to light is that only one of the 

Presidential and Vice-Presidential candidates now receives Equat Ricuts. 

This clearly proves that we are missing a great educational opportunity. 

Will not some philanthropic soul, or souls, enable all of the candidates for the 

highest office the nation offers to become informed as to the nature of Equal 

Rights before the November elections? The one candidate who now subscribes 

may not be elected, and it may be too late to begin educating the others when 

the returns are known. : 

We are awaiting your note as to whether or not you wish the subscription 

campaign to be victorious! 

ahem 



What I Think Of The Woman’s Party 
WISH to express my deep appreciation 

of the courtesy shown me during my 
short visit at the National Headquar- 

ters of the Woman’s Party. The hospital- 
ity everywhere in evidence at the Head- 

quarters energizes me to urge fellow-mem- 

bers te come within its spell. 
The members of the National Woman’s 

Party seem to possess a genius for organi- 

ration, and for carrying their fundamental 

principles to completion. The Woman’s 

Party leaders have proved their ability. 

Inefficient, wasteful and improvident 

methods of procedure have no place here. 
Scientific methods have been adopted. 
Unbalanced enthusiasm and vagueness are 

not to be found within these walls. A 

powerful organization has been built up, 

effective and solid. The Woman’s Party 

work for Equal Rights is a piece of good 
engineering. In a word, organizing has 

been reduced to a fine art. 

By Alice G. Bryant, M.D. 

Editor's Note: Dr. Bryant is an ear, throat 

and nose specialist of Boston. She was one of 

the speakers at the recent National Convention 

of the N. E. A. While in Washington she gave 

the following speech at the Woman's Party 

Headquarters, on the occasion of the Woman's 

Party reception to the members of the N. E. A. 

Dr. Bryant is a Founder of the Woman's Party. 

N order to come to definite conclusions 
in regard to Equal Rights, which is of 

such vital interest to women, to mankind 

—it was necessary to survey the whole 

field before worthwhile, serviceable, de- 

tailed work could-be carried out. It was 

necessary to gather together women who 

could do new things as well as merely 

know old things. A research bureau or 

laboratory has been founded, second to 

none in this country or in any other coun- 

try. It has been administered by able, 
efficient and broadminded women of 

supervision. Within these walls legal 

knowledge concerning the position of 

women is collected and the results are 

circulated beyond these walls, I think 

of the National Woman’s Party Head- 

quarters workers as I do of research 

workers at their best. They have “a fond- 

ness for love of accuracy as to fac "»v- 

alty to truth, unwearying labor in ODve... 

ing it and care in the inferences derived 

from it.” 

'O belong to the National Woman's 

Party is to take out a life insurance 

not only for the present generation, 

but for future generations. The National 

Woman’s Party has been true to its prin- 

ciples, faithful in its practices, earnest 
in its endeavors and unswerving in secking 

the fulfillment of its purpose. 



e frequently been given before. Queen 

and Isabella of Spain have 

been so honored, and it is easy to 

of a score whose very names stir one 

enthusiasm. But to select women who 

ve worked on the behalf of women is a 

tter more difficult. They existed. Far 

ck in the very dawn of history a femi- 

nist movement was present in Egypt, and 
one flourished in Greece even before its 

golden age. But the directing personali- 
ties have been lost in a mist of legend, 
and.‘eir deeds misinterpreted; for the 

a s and recorders who have come 

between were incapable of appreciating 
their significance. So that in some cases, 
as in that of Hortensia, who will be repre- 

sented in the pageant, it is necessary to 

run through half a dozen of the most 

comprehensive histories to find even a 
reference to them. 

ORTENSIA comes down to us in the 
glow of a single great deed. The 

sequence of her life before this and after 

These are the circumstances which led 

to her address—the first public plea so 

far as we know—on behalf of women’s 

rights: in the year 43 B. C. Rome was 

drained of its resources by civil wars, 

and the triumvirs decreed that the estates 

of fourteen hundred matrons were to be 

subject to confiscation. The women came 

together in a distracted meeting, turning 

to this citizen and to that, but not a 

single man dared undertake their defence; 

so at length they begged Hortensia to 

speak for them. She was the daughter of 
Quintus Hortensius, a Roman of integrity 

and of great eloquence. Her own spirit 

and ability could not have been unknown. 

It was at peril of her life that she led 

the little band into the forum that day. 

At first the very boldness of such public 

appearance seems to have shocked the 

men into quiescence. The crowd parted 

before her; Hortensia gained the front of 

the tribunal and addressed the triumvirs 
themselves. 

mothers in zeal for the common satety; 

but for civil wars may we never con- 

tribute, nor ever assist you against each 

other! 

“Consider that if you take away our 

property you reduce us to a condition un- 

becoming our birth, our manners, our 

sex. If we have done you wrong, pre- 

scribe us. But if we women have not 

voted you public enemies, have not torn 

down your houses, destroyed your army, 

or led another one against you; if we 

have not hindered you in obtaining offices 

and honors, why do you visit upon us the 

same punishment as upon the guilty 

whose offences we have not shared?” 

When she had finished the triumvirs 

were angry that women should venture 

to address them so; that they should dare 

to demand from the magistrates reasons 

for their acts. They ordered the lictors 

to drive the plaintiffs away from the 

tribunal with their fasces; and this was 
done until cries were raised by the multi- 
tude outside. Upon hearing the shouts 
the lictors desisted, and the triumvirs, 
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realizing that public feeling was against 

them, declared they would postpone con- 
sideration of the matter. When they met 

the day following, the magistrates found 

Colorado 
HE Colorado Springs Evening Tele- 
graph gives an account of an impor- 

tant meeting recently held by the Colo- 

rado State Committee of the Woman’s 

j Party: 

“A meeting of the state committee 

of the National Woman’s Party was 
held this morning to consider im- 
portant matters regarding the elec- 

tion policy to be adopted in the com- 
ing campaign for the Equal Rights 
Amendment. 

“Mrs. Bertha W. Fowler, state 

chairman, presided, and reports were 
submitted by the treasurer, finance 
committee, membership and Equal 
Rights magazine chairmen. 

“Miss Ernestine Parsons, former 
state chairman, leaves Thursday for 
Washington, D. C., and will repre- 
sent Colorado at the Woman’s Party 
election conference in the Adiron- 
dacks on Augnst 15th. 

“At this meeting the committee 
also voted to assist in raising the 
~*. fund to elect women to Con- 

gress this fall for a woman’s bloc, 
following the failure of the Repub- 
lican and Democratic national con- 
ventions to support the Equal Rights 
Amendment in their platforms.” 

Rhode Island 

RECENT outdoor meeting, held by 

A the Providence Branch of the 

Woman’s Party, is reported in the Provi- 

dence Tribune as follows: 

“The Providence Branch of the 
Woman’s Party had its June outing 
at the home of Mrs, Laura L. Wilcox 
at North Providence. The picnic was 
followed by an open-air meeting, at 
which it was voted to hold the annual 
meeting at the conclusion of the state 
legislature and to endorse the sug- 
gestions of Miss Alice Paul regard- 
ing the time of the state convention 
of the Woman’s Party and candi- 
dates, so that it will be possible for 
national officers to be present.” 

Washington 

ABEL VERNON, executive secre- 

tary of the Woman’s Party, is con- 

tinning her organization and speaking 

tour in the state of Washington. 

Miss MacIntyre, one of the Seattle 

members, recently arranged a meeting 

it expedient to reduce the number of 

women listed from fourteen hundred to 

four hundred; such had been the dignity 

and force of Hortensia’s demand. 

In the Field 
for her in Seattle, at 

practically everyone who attended be- 

which meeting 

came a member, and where a resolution 

favoring the Equal Rights Amendment 

was unanimously adopted. Miss Vernon 

also spoke on that day, during the inter- 

mission, at a card party given in the ball- 

room of Mrs. Frederic Art Struve’s home. 

While in Washington she went to 

Yakima, where a meeting was ar- 

ranged in the Woman’s Club House by 

Mrs. Wallis Williams, at which meeting 

a committee was formed for the Fourth 

Congressional District, with Mrs. Wil- 

liams as chairman; Mrs. Zoa Varney, sec- 

retary and treasurer; Mrs. Anna Wells 

and Mrs. Stiness as vice-chairmen, and 

Mrs. Paul Neill as publicity chairman. 

In the evening a committee meeting was 

held at the home of Mrs. Williams, at 

which plans were made to appeal to the 

congressmen from the Fourth District in 

favor of the Equal Rights Amendment. 

Miss Vernon then went to Spokane, 

where a mecting had beat arranged at the 

Spokane Hotel. A resolution endorsing 
the Equal Rights Amendment was here” 
adopted and a committee for the Fifth 
Congressional District was formed with 
Mrs. Frances Schirmer as chairman. Mrs. 
A. P. Fassett of the Good Government 
Club, and one of the ardent workers for 
suffrage in the state campaign, presided 
at the meeting. 

A few days later she was present at 
a meeting arranged in the drawing-room 
of the Sorrento Hotel, Seattle, for the 
purpose of organizing a Washington 
state committee. Mrs. Anna Thimsen 
Milburn of Seattle presided and said 
in opening the meeting that she be- 
lieved the program of the Woman’s Party 
should arouse every woman and that it 
was the only piece of work presented to 
her since the war which she considered 
truly fundamental. Miss Vernon spoke 
on the work and plans of the Woman’s 
Party. Mrs. Sophie L. W. Clark, who has 
been acting as chairman of the Woman’s 
Party in Washington, moved that a per- 
manent organization of the Woman’s 
Party be formed for the state of Wash- 
ington, This motion was carried and a 
state committee was then elected with 
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UT it has taken women twenty cen- 

turies to appreciate her argument 

that “taxation without representation is 

tyranny.” 

Mrs. Anna Thomson Milburn as chairman, 

Mrs. Mary Chamberlain, secretary and 

treasurer; Miss Lucy Case, legislative 

chairman; Miss Kate Mullen, press chair- 

man; Mrs. Sophie L. W. Clark, Equal 

Rights chairman, and sixteen other com- 

mittee members. 

Miss Lucy R. Case, the state legislative 

chairman, and Miss Mabel Vernon also 

attended the state convention of the 

Washington Grange at Vancouver. Miss 

Vernon was given fifteen minutes to pre- 
sent the Equal Rights Amendment. At 
the conclusion of her speech a resolution 
was unanimously adopted by the North 
Side Grange of Seattle. 

While in Washington she spoke to a 
group of women workers at the New 
Method Laundry in Seattle during their 
Iunch hour. Mrs. Josephine Millene, one 
of their number, arranged the meeting 
and is now organizing an Industrial Coun- 
cil of the Woman’s Party among these 
workers. 

New York 

HE New York Branch is considering 
plans for the enforcement of the 

Teachers’ Equal Rights bill that was re- 
cently passed. Some of the Boards of 
Education in the state are insisting that 
it is not operative until the beginning of 
the school year in 1925. This bill was 
the one introduced in the legislature by 
Messrs. Antin and Cole. The Teachers’ 
Sex Discrimination Bill introduced by 
Messrs. Straus and Kauffmann at the re- 
quest of the Woman’s Party prohibited 
in sweeping terms any sex discrimination 
in any educational institution in the state, 
with reference not only to salary, but also 
opportunity for advancement and every 
other question that might arise respecting 
the employment of teachers. When this 
bill failed to be reported out of commit- 
tee, the Antin-Cole bill, applying to sal- 
ary only, and sponsored by the State 
Teachers’ Association, was strongly sup- 
ported by the Woman’s Party. The legis- 
lative workers of the Woman’s Party lob- 
bied diligently for it. Mrs, Clarence M, 
Smith, State Chairman, went on a depu- 
tation to Governor Smith and spoke urg- 
ing him not to veto it, and in many other 
respects the Woman’s Party contributed 
to the passage of the measure, 
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From The Press 
Massachusetts 

Law 

“Thirteen ways 

in which women 

are discriminated 

against, in  busi- 

ness, in the home, 

{n industries, in the 

process of govern- 

ment, etc., have been listed as the result 

of a survey of Massachusetts laws by the 

National Woman’s Party. 

“ «The laws of Massachusetts, like those 

of most States in the Union, are based 

upon the old English common law. The 

common law regarded all women as in- 

ferior to men. At common law the hus- 

band and wife were one and that one was 

the husband. He owned the wife’s per- 

sonal property, her labor and the chil- 

dren. 

“While Massachusetts has enacted 

statutes that have advanced materially 

the legal status of women, there still re- 

main discriminations that deny to women 

the same rights under the law possessed 
by men,’ it was stated at the headquar- 

ters of the National Woman’s Party to- 

day. 

“In Massachusetts fathers are pre- 

ferred to mothers in control of children, 

it is declared. Although the rights of a 

father and mother to the custody of their 

child are ‘declared to be equal,’ they do 
not have equal control. 
_ “The father’s right to the labor and 
earnings ¢f children is superior tq that 

of the mother. The earnings and services 

Berkshire Eagle, 

Pittsfield, Mass., 

of minor children are controlled by the —mr. E Clements Hi 

father except in the case of his death or 

desertion. The father alone has the right 

to sue for the loss of such earnings and 

services, except in case of his death or 

desertion. 

“The mother is the sole guardian of an 

illegitimate child in Massachusetts, it is 

declared. Furthermore, the statutes gov- 
erning the registry of births provide that 

in the record of birth of an illegitimate 

child the name of the father and other 

facts relating to its identity shall not be 
set forth except on the written request of 

both father and mother. No similar ex- 

ception in favor of the mother is pro- 
vided.” 

Right To Name (66 RS. or Miss 
The Nation, —which is 

July 2. more honorable? In 

this country the 

vanguard of femi- 

nists insist upon the right to their own 

names and the prefix ‘Miss.’ They do it 

in the name of Lucy Stone, who never 

would let herself be called Mrs. Black- 

well. But Lucy Stone herself, when she 

appeared before a congressional commit- 

tee thirty years ago, was introduced by 

Sasen B. Anthony as ‘Mrs, Stone’ What 

do the Ruth Hales and Fola La Follettes 

say to that? Miss or Mrs. Stone evident- 

ly had the same ideas as the speaker at a 

recent women’s congress in Finland, who 

urged abolition of the ‘dishonoring desig- 

nation ‘Miss.’” The American moderns 

seem to believe that ‘Mrs.,’ with its im- 

plication of dependence upon a mere male, 

is more slighting. That, to be sure, is an 

implication born of modern days. Dr. 

Johnson knew that worthy maiden lady 

as ‘Mrs. Hannah More’ without imputing 

any lack of independence to her. Does 

the growing tendency of married women 

workers to ask for jobs as ‘Miss’ and the 

utter lack of any tendency among men to 

distinguish themselves, by title or other- 

wise, as wedded or unwedded have pro- 

found social significance?” 
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The Talk of the Day 

(4 Mong women ) 
¢ 7 

Liss about 

The 
Equal Rights 

Bill 
Frances Parkinson 

explains it fully in th 

Letter from a Senator's Wife 

EAR LUCY: 
For the first time since I came 

to Washington, I have expe- 
rienced the joy of having one of 

“the girls from home” visit me, and how 
great a delight it was to both of us, you will 
never know until you follow Prue’s example 
and spend a fortnight with me yourself. 
She is such a dear—so pretty and tactful 
and charming—that I knew my friends 
here couldn't help liking her, but [ didn’t 
fully realize beforehand how widespread 
the spirit of cordiality is in the Capital, or 
how many avenues are open to special 
privileges and pleasures for a Senator's wife 
entertaining a visitor. 

Mrs. Harding sent flowers for the lunch- 
con that I gave in Prue’s honor; Admiral 
Coontz, the Chief of Naval Operations, 
arranged a visit to the Naval Academy at 
Annapolis for us and placed his car and 
his aide at our disposal for the trip; an 
invitation which I had received to meet 
Lord and Lady Mountbatten was ex- 
tended to include Prue also, and one of 
the most prominent women in Washington 
gave a dinner in her honor; the special 
treasures at the Congressional Library 
and the room in the Mansion House at 
Arlington where General Lee mar- 
ried were unlocked that she might see 
them; there was a box-party for one of 
the Military Drills and at 
Fort Myer; lunch at the Washington Club, 

was 

Horseshows 

bridge at the Club of Colonial Dames, 
tea at the Chevy Chase Club; theater- 
parties and dances. 

Prue went home saying—and, I am sure, 
feeling—that her long winter in the 
country would seem cut in half by her 
pleasant memories of Washington and of 
the men and women she met here. And 
I settled down to more serious occupations 
after her departure, greatly refreshed in 

mind and spirit, and with a glow of grati 
fud ard every one who had helped to 
give her so good a time. 

The occurrence of the month that is cer- 
tainly of the greatest interest to women all 
over thecountry isthe seating of Mrs. Felton 

Lov 

Keyes 

is 

of Georgia in 
the United 
States Sen- 
ate. Legally, 
in the opin- 
ion of all 
consulted 
authorities, 
she had no 
right to the 
seat, but I 
was not in 
the least sur- 
prised that 
not a sin- 
gle Senator 
raised his 
voice against 
showing this 
courtesy— 
though one 
vote against 
her — would 
have exclud- 
ed her—to 
the “Grand 
Old Woman” who, because she is a woman, 
and a woman full of years and honor, was 
entitled to their especial consideration 

The opening session was immediately 
adjourned out of respect to the memory 
of Senator Watson, as is the custom 
soon us the formal announcement of the 
death of a member of the Senate has been 
made; but the following day, after the 
Joint Session in the House of Representa- 
tives, when the President delivered in 
person his address on the Ship Subsidy 
Bill, Mrs. Felton presented her credentials 
and was immediately sworn in. Then the 

as 

Chair—the presiding officer—‘recognized 

her” as the term goes, and she made a 
charming little speech, which consumed 
only about five minutes, but which made a 
wonderfully favorable impression upon 
all of us who heard it—for the Senators’ 
wives turned out in full force for this great 
occasion, you may be sure! 

As soon as Mrs, Felton had completed 

The woman who is already protected is 

may sweep away the special protection 

her speech, Mr. George, who had pur- 
posely delayed presenting his credentials 
until then in order to give her this oppor- 
tunity, presented them, They were ac- 
cepted, and Mrs. Felton ceased te be 
Senator. But a new precedent had beca 
established, and it will not be long now 
I venture to predict, before another woman 
takes her place in the Senate—even befor 
several do. 

At the joint session, Mrs. Huck, 
newly-elected Congresswoman from I 
nois, shared the honors, congratulation: 
and display of public interest that wer 
being showered upon Mrs, Felton, and the 
agreeable impression that she made upon 
me then was strengthened yesterday when 
I sat beside her at a luncheon given in her 
honor by the Women’s National Press 
Club. She has been clected to finish the 
term of her father, Mr. Mason, at one time 
Senator and later Representative, whe 
died in office, and she has, I think, ver 
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her apron to hide his face, so that God, should He chance to look down, might not offend his eye 

Accomplished before his eyes by his wife 

Without her showing undue exertion. 

In following natural impulses. at times, 

Marge had done some extremely unwise things. 

Never had she done a thing 80 very unwise 

As when she uprooted the manzanita. 

Slowly there sank into Jacob's stubborn brain 

The fact that he had dissipated his strength, 

That he had poisoned his system speedily, 

Until Marge was stronger at that hour than he. 

Then quickly followed the nauseating thought 

That she knew it and was proudly giving proof. 

Jacob felt a surge of blind. bloody anger 

That. if she did know. as she had proved, 

She had dared let him see that she knew. 

s with such a sight 

The only reason he did not attack hex 
Was because she had picked up the mattock 
She had just shown that she was the stronger. 
If she had had the hardihood so to provoke him, 
It was possible that if he struck her, 

She would defend herself convincingly. 

In his soul Jacob was the same coward 

As is every man who fashions his life, 
Who shapes his years, who plans, for self alone; 
Who makes of his union with 4 woman 

The thing that he had made of his life with Marge. 

At the supper hour slowly he followed her. 
e was amazed at the yeasty hatred 

That he felt germinating in his heart. 
In the short walk, with the swiftness of thought 

(Continued on page 121) 
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that women—because they are the mothers of the race—will always need; 

deeply and sincerely the feeling that she 
has lifted a dropped torch and that she 
must keep it burning clear and bright. I 
thi ilso that she is entirely capable of 
filling her new position creditably without 
neglecting her four children in the least, 
and I shall hope to know her better as the 
months go on. 

Several months ago I wrote to Marion 

in some detail about the “blanket bill,” 
proposed both in the form of a federal 
amendment and as a measure to be intro- 
duced into the various state legislatures, 
by the National Woman’s Party, and the 
reasons why the Consumers’ League and 
evéral other large women’s organizations 
were bitterly opposing it. This month, I 
have attended with the greatest interest 
the conferences that these organizations 
have held here, one immediately after the 
other. That both have the welfare of 
women sincerely and earnestly at heart, no 
thinking person who has taken the trouble 

their work closely can possibly 
And yet they disagree so radically 

and entirely as to the best means of attain- 
ing the ends which both desire, that the 
unprejudiced i 
neither, but with the wish to help other 
women strong in her heart too, 

if it eventually 
sr, to ally herself with some organization 

interested in this, 
much bewildered and confused, and pos 

) little distressed 
to confess myself no exception to this ru 
and I can only 3 
possible, my personal reaction to the two 
conventions, without venturing to say that 

yours would have been the same if you had 
much less that it exght to 

connected 

seems best to 

to feel very 

I am forced 

as honestly 

attended them, 
have been the same. 

The proposed amendment to the Con- 
provisionally, 

“Section 1. No political, civil, or lega 

<ing for the equal rights bill; the woman in industry knows that the passage of that bill 

she asks for its defeat 

discriminations on account of sex, or on 
account of marriage, unless applying to 
both sexes, shall exist within the United 

ates or any place subject to their juris- 
diction. 

Section 2. Congress shall have power 
to enforce this article by appropriate legis- 
lation.” 

The blanket bill to be introduced into 
the state legislatures stated: 
“Women shall have the same rights and 

privileges under the law as men.” 
The Consumers’ League objected 

very outset to the word “same” in this 
sentence, feeling that it in itself, if the bill 
was passed, would do away with ox 
protective legislation that now gives 
women exira rights and privileges w , 
they need and which men do not; and 
objected still more to certain Gagses wh 

followed this statement declaring that 
women should have “freedom of cont 

invalidating (Comin on por Sod 



love story, listen while— 

An Old House Speaks 
By Elizabeth Badley Read 

Tdlustration by John R. Flanagan 

AM an old, old house. Not many of 
the houses on Endicott Square can 
remember when General Washington’s 
tl came marching up the streets 

of quiet, little Litchfield village and poured 
our gateway, carrying old Major 

Ransom Baldwin on their shoulders. Up 
the and through the door they 
cubed | filling the hallway with the noise 
of clanking swords and heavy rifles. How 
the Major’s face glowed as he stood on 
the stair-step and welcomed the 
boys back home! Even yet, there is a 
scratch on the second tread where his spur 

bene against it, and a bit of plaster gone 
where his sword struck the wall. How 
we have feared that our masters would 
discover these scars and try to repair 
them! Many a night the stairway has 
groaned at the thought. 

You may not understand why I am 
telling you this story. A week ago tonight, 
in the unspeakable agony of that first day 
vi my walls ping out, and bal first 
egan to take against my side, I 

swore that I would never speak to you. 
Being so new, you can not understand 
how it hurts an old house: to have to face 
suchachange. A useless wing to be added 
to my favorite side; all the south windows 
changed; my view of the garden spoiled! 
I didn’t know you then, little nursery 
wing, and I didn’t know who was to look 
out at the dear, old garden through your 
new windows. I feel differently now, of 
course, but that is a different story. I 
‘ould not keep still that night. Three 
times the nervous old caretaker came down 
to see what was making the noises that 
pe ake to close the doors and bar the 

ts. I could not make him under- 
ser what was the matter, nor how I felt. 

‘ery few people, I find, can understand 
a house. They seem to sec in us old dwell- 
ing places only the four walls that sheiter 
the people inside, only those things that 
are apparent to the eye—doors and win- 
dows, floors and ceilings. Having no eyes 

; of the heart, they do not feel the spirit 
that breathes through every fiber of a true 
house. But once in a while there comes 
Stepping over our thresholds some one who 
can see under our twisted clapboards, 
behind our cracked moldings, and beneath 
our warped, old floors, and who answers 
our greeting, Jor houses have a rare sense 
of courtesy and gentle kindliness—at least, 
old houses in which these graces have 
always been practised by the courtly men 
and gracious women who have lived in 
them generation after generation. When 

] understanding folk walk into our rooms, 
_ we fairly put our arms around them, 

_ for they speak to us as soon as they 
come in. 

Twat, such a man was Master David. 

j 

The old clock is trying to remind me that 
Master David was born up-stairs, in the 
Sheraton Room—and so he was. And it 
was I that taught him all about a house, 
as he toddled up and down the stairs, and 
fell on the polished floors, and even climbed 
to the captain’s walk on the roof to catch 
a glimpse of the ships in the Sound. He 
always loved me and understood me. 

Once in a while there have been others 
who have come in, and whom I have 
recognized as Master David’s kind. They 
always walk into old hoses as if they 
were going into a church. Cracks in our 
walls, and nicks in our wainscotings, and 
worn places on our floors all seem sacred 
to them. They walk gently around and 
give all the old chairs a loving touch, and 
pat the old feather-beds, and run their 
hands down our stair-rails. Quite often 
they exclaim, “Oh, look, where they used 
to sit in front of the fireplace—why, the 
boards are almost worn through!” Or 
else they will smooth the back of the old 
Windsor chair where all the heads have 
rested for hundreds of years and say, “Oh! 
Do you suppose this was really the chair 
in which Great-Aunt Maritta Blakesley 
knitted all the socks for the men at Valley 
Forge?” 

These people seem to feel the soul of a 
house. They are almost always women 
people. I have watched all the folk who 
have lived in this house—and it is more 
than two hundred years old—and Master 
David was the only one of all the men 
who could talk to me. But the women 
seem to understand the heart of a house. 
Perhaps that is only natural, and perhaps 
it is the house, after all, that comes to 
understand. For some way, knowing all 
her thoughts and plans as we do, and sce- 
ing everything that she does, we get to 
know the soul of the woman who makes a 
home of us. If you study us carefully 
you can learn a great deal about our 
mistresses. We can not help reflecting 
them. 

And that very thing is the greatest 
tragedy in the life of many houses. I’ve 
felt sorry for some of the houses on Pinck- 
ney Street. If you will look out of your 
south window, across the hollyhock hedge, 
you will see the Brewster mansion. Many 
times through the moonlight it has talked 
to me of how unhappy it is. It has a soul 
that is fine and beautiful, but no one who 
lives in it can understand. Imagine, if 
you can, having all your treasures carried 
up into the attic! The old spinet on which 
Aunt Charity learned to play, the big four- 
poster where General Lafayette slept 
before he returned to France, the spinning- 
wheel and great oak chest that came over 
from England with Great-grandfather 
Peabody—all these things have been piled 

in a dusty attic, and the quaint, old house 
is filled with shiny, new things that can not 
even speak the language we old houses 
know. When Master David was a boy, 
that house was the happiest place in old 
Litchfield, and the little girl who played 
under those apple trees grew up to be his 
wife. 

But I can hardly talk about those days 
even yet. All the happy times ended on 
the day that Master David was brought 
home unconscious. He had been thrown 
from his horse, and he never opened his 
eyes again. 

After Master David died, there were six 
months of such sorrow and suffering as 
this house has never seen and, please God, 
may never see again. I never knew what 
happened. Men in black suits and. tall 
hats came and talked and talked to Master 
David's wife, and I believe that she under- 
stood as little of it as I did, for she would 
gaze at them as if she were dreaming all 
the time they talked, and after Henderson 
let them out of the door, she would stand 
in front of Mast:r David's chair with her 
lovely eyes running over with tears and 
say: 

“Oh, David, David. come back hon 

We need you so, little Davie and his 
mother.” 

After one of these interviews she and 
little Davie went away. I can see them 
yet, going down the Ik, Davie trudging 
like a little man beside his mother, holding 
her hand, and saying, “But you have me, 
Muvver dearest.” And I can see her turn 
suddenly and crush him in her arms, 
sobbing out, “Yes, Davie dear, they can’t 
take vou from me.” 
Though it was a rainy day, the mist 

that was on all the little panes in my 
windows came from the tears in my heart 
No one guessed it, for very few people 
know that a house can feel sad. They 
think houses fall to pieces because thev 
grow old. How little they realize what 
sorrow and disappointment can do to a 
house! Why do they think we are so 
different from themselves, I wonder? 
Happy houses never grow old. They 
echo loving words and baby prattle and 
sweet songs from morning till night; thei 
doors stand open on sunny days and inviti 
everybody in; their windows glow far into 
the night, framing little pictures that make 
lonesome people going by think of their 
homes and their mothers and want to 
be good. 

And even when these houses have lived 
hundreds of years, they are not old yet 
Everybody wants to find one. And some- 
times all they need to make them young 
again is a coat of snowy-white paint, or 
just a few shingles on their wrinkled, old 
roofs, or maybe a (Continued on page 143) 
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Analogous harmony in color is found by 
using colors related to the key color, by reason 
of their lying adjacent to it in the color scale, 
for example: blue, blue-green and _ blue- 
violet with the yarying tints and shades 
of both. 

Now, inasmuch as one would not want blue 
in combination with either blue-green or 
blue-violet curtains, a different handling 
becomes necessary. The scheme might be: 
ceiling, an oyster gray; walls, a warm gray 
(neutral colors against which to play our 
principal tones); rugs, a dark blue; over- 
draperies in figured cretonne with blue as 
the principal colorrand other tones in warm 
gray, blue-green, and violet. This room will 
be much more interesting than the monochro- 
matic scheme, but there is room for consid- 
erable improvement. 

Complementary harmony presents both the 
greatest opportunity and the most difficult 
problem to handle correctly. The comple- 
ment of anything, color or personality, is the 
element necessary to make it a complete whole. 
In color, the complement is always found 
directly opposite the color considered; for 
example, red and green; blue and orange; 
yellow and violet. Each complement causes 
the other to appear most brilliant and 
intense. 

In considering the human side of it, once 
more; certain friendships and acquaintances 
are specially stimulating and refreshing. Such 
relationships are nearly always found in oppo- 
sites. The one nature never contains just 
the same elements as your own, but must be 
distinguished through having many qualities 
needed to round out your personality. How 
often has an artist, composer, or writer im- 
puted much of his success to the inspiration 
of his wife, mother, or friend? There is always 
danger in decoration, however, in the indis- 
criminate combining of such intense qualities. 
But, while no hard and fast rule can be 
evolved, the following somewhat crude illus- 
tration may help throw some light upon the 
subject. 

Distribution of Color : A 
Imagine, if you can, the combined intensi- 

ties of all the colors in a room, and let us refer 
to that as one hundred percent regardless of 
whether the room is in intense or quite low 
color. The desired decorative scheme will 
have a keynote or dominant color which will 
be related to its complementary color, its re- 
lated hues, shades and tints, in the ratio of 
something like sixty percent and forty per- 
cent. Remember that these figures are relative 
and the ratio of sixty-forty is the same, 
whether we refer to inches, feet, yards, miles, 
time, or intensity and value of colors. 

Our individual taste enters here. Suppose 
the room is to be the blue-orange combination. 
We may consult our desires and tastes and 
decide how much blue is wanted in this room. 
This settled, the relative amount of the com- 
plementary orange group is automatically 
limited. 

It has already been indicated that we may 
use our sixty percent of color in two ways: 
We may dilute it, as the artist does his water 
color wash, and spread our color over the entire 
wall, or we may conserve it, use a neutral wall 
color and make bolder strokes, using color in 
draperies, pillows, upholstery, etc. Whichever 
method you follow, let it not be melodramatic, 
but, as Hamlet instructed the players to speak 
their message gently, so let your color appeal 
to the senses, rather than overpower one by 
seeming to ery aloud, “I am a blue room, blue, 
blue, blue.” Rather, as in the photograph, 
which shows a room of analogous harmony, with 
oyster gray ceiling, warm, gray walls, and blue 
rugs, make the curtains of a changeable blue- 
green and then add the complementary color 
scheme by having the cretonne slip-covers in 
a (blue-orange combination (not over forty 
percent in mass area), which immediately gives 
sparkle and charm. By keeping the brighter 
color within the limits of forty percent, it does 
not glare or “fight.” 

Oberlin College Libsarz 

Gu teeta 
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_ The Equal Rights Bill 
(Continued from page 20) 
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the compulsory eight-hour day and mini- 
mum wage for-women; “immunities or penal- 
ties for sex offenses”—endangering penalties 
for seduction and rape which apply to men 
only; and the final and all-embracing clause, 
“and in all other respects” —which might 
be construed to mean almost anything, 

I have thought it best to recall both the bill 
and the principal objections to it briefly to 
your mind, even at the risk of repeating my- 
self, for I know how easy it is to get rusty on 
such subjects, and unless you know what the 
organizations are disagreeing about, it is harder 
than ever to decide which is right. 

At the opening session of the Convention 
of the National Woman’s Party Mrs. Belmont, 
the President, read the new “Declaration of 
Principles” which the organization has now 
adopted as its working plan. Miss Alice Paul, 
the Vice-President, pointed out that the three 
most important planks in it were, first, the 
new standard between husband and wife; 
second, the new ideal as to support of wife and 
family; and third, the statement calling for 
equality of opportunity in the economic field 
between men and women. I wishI had space 
to quote this declaration in full, but though 
that is impossible, I will show you what seem 
to me some of the “high spots’”’—either because 
I agree with them, or because I do not. 

“Be it resolved . . . that women shall no 
longer be regarded and shall no longer regard 
themselves as inferior to men, but the equal- 
ity of the sexes shall be recognized. . . . 

“That women shall no longer be barred 
from any occupation, but every occupation 
open to men shall be open to women, and 
restrictions upon the hours, conditions, and 
remuneration of labor shall apply alike to both 
sexes.” 

I might as well confess very frankly, Lucy, 
that it never occurred to me to regard myself 
as inferior to a man, that I have never known 
a woman who did, and that it was news to me 
that amy woman did! On the other hand, 
women are certainly different from men, and 
I liked what one of the doctors who was a 
delegate to the convention had to say in this 
regard. 

“Biologically and physiologically there is a 
difference [between the sexes] . . . It may 
eventually be revealed that each sex has a 
fitness for certain kinds of action, not neces- 
sarily that women are inferior to men; in fact, 
they may be superior. Woman probably has 
certain mental and physical attributes which 
eminently fit her for certain work.” 

Protection of Motherhood 

I felt that Dr. O’Malley was absolutely 
right. We can not get away from the funda- 
mental biological differences of sex, and she 
might have added that a little girl can not play 
so good a game of baseball as a little boy, not 
because she may not be as skilful an athlete, 
but because her armis formed differently. She 
might also have added that while paternity in- 
volves no drain at all, maternity involves a very 
great one, and that if this drain is disregarded, 
we at once establish a menace not only to 
women but to all posterity. This being so, the 
second statement which I have read to you 
from the Declaration of Principles seems to me 
fraught with danger, for there are certain occu- 
pations perfectly suitable for a man to pursue, 
that are intrinsically injurious to a woman, 
On the other hand, standing out among a 

number of declarations which are not of vital 
importance to the great majority of women, 
perhaps, in either one way or another, here are 
some with which it seems to me no intelligent 
person can possibly quarrel or even disagree. 

“That women shall no longer be denied 
equal educational opportunities with men, but 
the same opportunities shall be given to both 
sexes in all schools, colleges, and universities 
which are supported in any way by public 
(onde sy! 3 
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“That a double moral standard shall no 
longer exist, but one shall exist for men and 
women ... 

“That the wife shall no longer be considered 
as supported by the husband, but that their 
mutual contribution to the family maintenance 
shall be recognized . . . 

“That the husband shall no longer own his 
wife’s services, but that these shall belong to 
her as in the case of any free person . . . 

“That the husband shall no longer own his 
wife’s earnings, but that these shall belong to 
her alone . . . 

“That the husband shall no longer own or 
control his wife’s property, but it shall belong 
to her and be controlled by her alone.” 

In other words, Lucy, that a woman, married 
as well as single, has the same right to economic 
independence as a man, that her service in 
taking care of a house and bringing up children 
has a cash value, and that outside earnings 
are no more her husband’s than his are hers. 

“That the husband shall no longer obtain 
divorce more easily than the wife, but the wife 
shall have the right to obtain divorce on the 
same grounds as the husband . . . 

“That the father shall no longer have the 
paramount right to the care, custody, and con- 
trol of the child, to determine its education 
and religion, to the guardianship of its estate, 
and the control of its services and earnings, 
but that these rights shall be shared equally 
with the father and mother in the case of all 
children, whether born with or without the 
marriage cefemony . 

Mrs. Belmont’s Dinner 
On the evening of the same day when this 

declaration of principles was adopted, Mrs. 
Belmont gave a beautiful dinner to the dele- 
gates at the Willard, and with the kindness 
and cordiality which the organization has 
always shown to me, I was invited and delight- 
fully placed at the speakers’ end, between the 
Reverend Olympia Brown, the aged woman 
who was the first minister of her sex in this 
country, and Dr. Gilette Hayden, a pioneer 
among women dentists and one of the national 
vice-chairmen. The huge table, in the form 
of an open square, was magnificently decorated 
with purple, yellow, and white flowers, the 
party colors; the menu was perfect, and I do 
not think I have ever seen so large a group of 
women who were so uniformly handsome and 
elegantly dressed, while the speeches which 
followed the dinner were of the highest order, 
sq far surpassing those usually given on such 
occasions in their display of intellect and lit- 
erary powers that they made a deep impression 
upon me. The first one was given by Mrs. 
Harvey W. Wiley, the wife of the famous 
doctor, and the Chairman of the Homemakers’ 
Council, a woman whose loveliness and 
strength of character are fully reflected in her 
face; and I want to quote it to you rather 
fully, for it was not only one of the finest of the 
Convention, but one of the finest I ever heard 
anywhere. 

“Frankly, it does not seem to me that 
laws can be passed to help in home-making. 
Law can be evoked in home-breaking . . . 
Personally I look upon home-making as a most 
delightful occupation, and I do not make any 
apology for enjoying it. I believe that the 
average home-maker, like the shoemaker of 
old, should stick to her last and not try to 
combine a career with the rearing of children. 
Too much can be said of ‘rights’ and not 
enough of ‘responsibilities’ and ‘obligations.’ 
Reginald Kauffman has said, ‘Women’s rights 
should not make children’s wrongs.’ If home 
is to be a place where strife is shut out and love 
shut in, some one has to make some personal 
sacrifice. Nothing is worth while which is 
not purchased with a price. If home is to be 
a place where there are little children, there 
must always be self-sacrifice on some one’s 
part, and the one who makes the home must 
pay the price... 

“T believe that children need the closest atten- 
tion of their mothers for ten or fifteen years, 
and that then a mother is more or less free to 



Ka - 

The Equal Rights Bill 
turn her attention to any outside piece of work 
she cares to undertake, with her life richer and 
better for the contact with little children. 
She would make a better politician, because 
she would have more patience and a keener 
sense of humor. That she would be a better 
teacher goes without saying. She would be a 
more thoughtful writer, having had a deeper 
insight into life . . . 

“Tt has been stated . .. that we are 
‘demanding rights which curtail the liberty, 
the happiness, and the privileges of some one 
else.’ Whereas we are only asking our full 
share. We are only asking that in the home 
the father and mother should be equals, each 
contributing of his best to that home and each 
receiving a just share of the family in- 
CONE. . 0. . 
“Woman has been dependent upon man all 

these thousand years and more for the kind of 
home he was willing to give her. In many 
cases she was obliged to play the part of the 
square peg in the round hole. It can in fair- 
ness be said that not until the twentieth cen- 
tury has it ever occurred to any one to make a 
calculation of the value of the unpaid services 
of the woman in the home. Did you ever 
calculate it? As has been said, ‘Man has found 
in woman the greatest labor-saving device 
ever discovered.’ The time has come when the 
hame-maker should find her own value, finan- 
cial, educational, constructive, and social.” 

Speakers for the Blanket Bill 
This speech was followed by many other 

splendid ones, made by the heads of councils, 
representing clergymen, lawyers, doctors, 
nurses, and scientists preeminent in their 
professions. Mrs. Robert Goelet of New York, 
a perfect vision of loveliness in black velvet 
and pearls, brought greetings from the women 
of Italy, her native country. Madame 
Cobina, one of the founders and a prima donna 
with the Monte Carlo Opera Company, sang 
divinely. Miss Emma Gillett, Dean of the 
Washington College of Law, called attention 
to the research work of the National Woman’s 
Party, “the most important constructive piece 
of work ever undertaken by any group of 
women”’—an opinion in which I heartily 
agree with her, for the pamphlets, “How state 
laws discriminate against women,” giving, 
state by state, in brief and concise form, the 
statutes that are to her disadvantage; and the 
more recent compilations, showing which 
states have the best laws, in certain specific 
respects, for women—Oregon on divorce, 

_ Mississippi on guardianship, North Dakota on 
illegitimacy, ete—seem to me invaluable, and 
should be consulted by women everywhere. 

There were, however, two classes of women 
entirely unrepresented among the speakers— 
women in agriculture and women in industry; 
and since of all classes these two, who work the 
hardest, who often suffer and sometimes die 
because of the severity of their labors, and not 
the highly trained and highly cultured and 
highly educated professional women, are to be 
the first and most vitally affected by improved 
conditions for women, I felt this lack of repre- 
sentation to be a grave omission. I do not 
know whether their absence was due to the 
fact that they were not invited, or that they 
did not wish to come, but either reason would 
seem to me equally lamentable. 

The impressions made upon me by the ses- 
sions of the Convention of the Consumers’ 
League which I attended were entirely differ- 
ent. The speeches which followed their ban- 
quet at Rauschers’ were almost exclusively on 
the subject of Child Labor, and both Mrs. 
Blair and Mrs. Upton, the Democratic and 
Republican National Chairmen, joined with 
Mrs. Kelley, the Secretary of the Consumers’ 
League, in backing a Federal Amendment on 
this question. 
The first afternoon session was given over 

to a Work Conference, and the discussions 
centered upon minimum wage—Miss Eliza- 
beth Brandeis, the daughter of Associate 
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Justice Brandeis of the Supreme Court, one of 
the best friends labor has had in this country, 
and herself the Secretary of the Minimum 
Wage Board in the District of Columbia, 
contributing a valuable paper on this subject— 
the eight-hour day, and prohibition of night 
work. An account followed of “How the 
Public Can Help the Woman’s Bureau of the 
United States Department of Labor,” by 
Mary Anderson, that sweet, strong, and serene 
woman who has worked herself up from the 
humblest surroundings to the position of 
Chief in this great Government Office. Nearly 
all the surveys made in this department, Miss 
Anderson said, “are undertaken at the request 
of state authorities or state organizations,” 
giving as an example an investigation just 
completed, conducted simultaneously in eleven 
states. There seems to be no doubt of the 
value of these surveys or of the demand for 
them, but after they are made they are not 
used as much as they should be, for they are 
necessarily bare statements of facts, always 
unadorned, and often dry. If the women’s 
clubs, who are often the very ones to insist 
that they shall be made, will do their share in 
popularizing them, by helping to put them 
before the general public in more attractive 
form and giving them helpful publicity, a great 
stride will be made. 

“You can help, too,” she went on, smiling, 
“you women through the country, by reminding 
your Congressmen from time to time that the 
Woman’s Bureau needs money to do this work 
and other work for you, and suggesting to them 
that we need larger rather than smaller appro- 
priations if we are to help you as much as we 
want to. With more money we can do better 
work and more work.” 

This session was followed by a tea given to 
the delegates by Mary Roberts Rinehart, the 
famous author, who is in thorough sympathy 
with their views; and since she began her own 
wonderful career as a trained nurse and is now 
the wife of a well-known doctor, her opinion 
naturally has a good deal of weight. 

’ 

Those Against the Blanket Bill 

The evening session was a conference on 
“What Women Want and Can Not Have 
With Blanket Equality,” Miss Julia Lathrop, 
the former head of the Children’s Bureau, 
presiding, and delegates from fifteen different 
women’s organizations speaking against the 
bill. Florence Kelley is a brilliant speaker, 
amazingly quick and keen; Julia Lathrop, and 
Ethel Smith, the Legislative Secretary of the 
Women’s National Trade Union League, are 
forceful and excellent ones. But aside from 
these, there was no extraordinary display of 
eloquence and polish; there were no elegant 
dresses, no signs of wealth; but every one of 
these women who spoke had some reason, based 
on personal experience, why she did not want 
the blanket bill to pass, and stated it with a 
clearness and a sincerity that—to me, at least-— 
were overwhelmingly convincing. I wish you 
could have heard them all, but I am quoting 
to you parts of some that seemed to me 
especially compelling. 

“T am at present employed in a mercantile 
establishment and have been so employed for 
several years prior to the enactment of the 
eight-hour day and the minimum wage laws. 
I am, therefore, in a position to realize fully 
just what women in industry will lose through 
blanket equality. I haven’t forgotten the 
hardships of working ten or more hours a day, 
the dread of the Christmas season, when I 
was required to work from eight A. m. to ten or 
eleven P. M., with such short periods for lunch 
and supper that I had scarcely time to eat, 
and no time for the rest that every muscle in 
my body ached for. Nor have I forgotten the 
struggles of the women with whom I worked, 
trying to get along on pitifully inadequate 
wages. These past conditions are very vivid 
in my mind—so vivid, in fact, that T can't 
understand why any thinking, wage-earning 
woman would not oppose any law that would 
tend to the return of such conditions.” . . . 

“To the public present here tonight T wish 
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to say in behalf of my fellow workers that 
before there was a minimum wage in the 
District of Columbia, women were in the same 
class as slaves. No one made enough money 
to buy the necessities of life. They were in 
the same classes as a hunted animal, driven 
from post to post without food or clothing, 
ground down until life itself seemed too great a 
burden to bear . . . Before the minimum 
wage law went into effect, the wages of store 
workers ranged from eight to ten dollars a 
week, twelve being the highest. Now, with 
sixteen dollars and fifty cents a week, you can 
readily see what a girl would lose. Since 
the minimum wage there has been a better 
class of employed girls, a better, cleaner type 
than ever before, because they can at least 
get enough to live decently, and are better 
not only morally but physically than in the 
old days ... 

“Tf such a law passed, saying in effect that 
no legislation should obtain unless it applied 
to both sexes, who should say that maternity 
laws and widows’ pensions should remain on 
the statute books? Do men need maternity 
lawsrg ss te 

“The blanket equality legislation would tie 
men and women together. It would abrogate 
the working woman’s independence, destroy 
her laws, and compel her to accept the identi- 
cal methods and policies that men have, 
whether she liked them or not, whether they 
were feasible or good for her or not, whether 
they were necessary or not. It is just as 
illogical, tyrannical, and reactionary as it 
would have been to force equal suffrage by 
taking the vote away from men. 

“Tt is a significant fact that the eight and a 
half million women in industry, the ones who 
would be most directly affected, are, through 
their organizations, strenuously opposing 
‘blanket legislation.’ It is these women who 
would pay for it, not the successful professional 
woman, the highly-paid office manager, the 
exceptional secretary, but the woman whose 
earnings at best keep her only a little above 
the safety line. Blanket legislation, with its 
inevitable disturbance of minimum wage laws, 
means a heart-sickening thing to the woman 
whose wages are never more than a tiny 
margin above the minimum. The annulment 
of mothers’ pension laws means despair to the 
widow working her best to keep her little 
‘family together... The girl in the 
department store—what does she think of the 
scheme to sweep her rest-chair away with the 
flapping corner of blanket legislation?” 
These are hard facts, Lucy—facts that you 

and I have never been called upon to face our- 
selves, thank God! But shall we refuse to 
face them for the sake of the woman who must? 
Think them over carefully. In January a 
great Conference of Women in Industry is to 
take place here at the call of the Secretary of 
Labor, and the National Woman’s Party and 
the Consumers’ League—as well as many 
other organizations—will have representatives 
there. I hope what I have written now may 
help you—at least a littlk—to understand the 
questions that will arise again then. 

The Pan-American Mass 
This is Thanksgiving Day, and I have just 

come home from hearing the Pan-American 
Mass given in honor of the representatives of 
South and Central American countries, one 
of the most famous of annual services here, 
celebrated at St. Patrick’s Church. TI do not 
think that any woman who is not herself a 
member of the Roman Church—who is, 
indeed, a devoted member of another com. 
munion—appreciates the great significance and 
richness of many of its services more than I 
do, and I was delighted when Senator Walsh of 
Montana invited me to go to this one with him. 

It was a beautiful spectacle. For a block 
on either side of the church cadets from St. 
John’s College stood at attention along the 
sidewalk, and flanked either side of the awn- 
ing that stretched from the curb to the steps. 
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Inside the church every pillar was wrapped 
with our American flag, while the flags of two 
Pan-American countries, gracefully draped, 
hung from either side of the pillar. The top of 
every pew in the center aisle was surmounted 
by a flag, ours on the pews reserved for the 
members of the Supreme Court, the Senate, 
and the Army and Navy who had been invited, 
the others with those of the Pan-American 
countries; while under each flag was fastened 
the corresponding coat-of-arms. As soon as 
the service had begun, the cadet officers, with 
unsheathed swords, took their places beside 
these pews, standing erect; and at the begin- 
ring and end of the Mass there was a presen- 
tation of arms and “the colors.” Official 
representatives of Roman Catholic countries 
all over the world joined in this celebration, 
with Archbishop Curley presiding and mere 
than two hundred priests participating; the 
music, rendered by two choirs, was divinely 
lovely; while the sermon, with Paul’s pride in 
his Roman citizenship, and the privileges and 
responsibilities which it gave him as a test, 
dwelt on the still greater privileges and respon- 
sibilities which the citizens of all American 
countries enjoy, and the thankfulness which 
we should feel for them. 

Counting My Blessings 
I do feel thankful for them—and for many 

other things—increasingly thankful as time 
goes on. I never wake in the morning, for 
instance, without a conscious feeling of thank- 
fulness that I am well, that I can get up and 
work and play as much as I want to, after so 
many years of invalidism when I could do 
nothing at all. I can’t seem to get used to it, |] 
to take it as a matter of course. I can’t seem 
to take the joy of children as a matter of course 
either, for life would not have been worth 
living for me without them—and two tousled 
heads near me, bent close together over some 
rare specimens for their stamp collection, just 
given them by the Serbian Minister, are 
reminding me.poignantly at this very minute 
of two other causes for gratitude. Iam thank- 
ful for a home, not merely a crowded, rented 
cubicle, but a dwelling-place where my ances- 
tors have lived before me, and where—I 
hope—my descendants will live after me—a 
house for which I have hemmed the curtains 
and embroidered the towels, and collected the 
books and pictures myself. But most of all, 
this Thanksgiving Day, in view of the way 
in which I have spent so much of the month, 
I am thankful for the men I have known. 
This is such a terribly old-fashioned sentiment 
that I hardly dare give voice to it, but per- 
haps it is time that some one spoke a few words 
in defense of man, who is nowadays rather 
neglected, and I am glad to do it. } 

But let us be just. The laws which “discrimi- 
nate against women” were not originally 
framed to do this. They were framed to 
relieve women of responsibility, to defend them 
from a struygle with conditions which would 
have been hard for them, to shelter and 
protect them. These laws have been abused, of 
course, sadly abused, sometimes; and we have 
certainly outgrown them. Men have been 
slow to admit it—but that again was because 
the fostered woman was their ideal, and they 
could not seem to realize that the fostered 
woman was, in reality, often a hampered or 
persecuted one. Now they are beginning to 
realize this as well as women, and will not 
refuse, I believe, to try to correct the unfair 
laws. Not having led a pac any. re- 
stricted or secluded life, I have, of course, 
known some men whose private lives and 
public careers did not fill me with admiration 
and respect, but taking them by and large, I 
have found them decent, kindly, honest, and 
honorable, and there are few whom I have 
known well whom I do not feel the better for 
having known. T have infinite faith in man- 
kind, as well as in womankind. And I am 
supremely thankful that this is sol 

Always affectionately yours, 

“Post eee Parkins ow Idarper — | 
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of the Emancipation Proclamation? To honor 
her son many shafts have been built and 
statues set up, but his greatest monument 
is the Lincoln Memorial University at Harro- 
gate, Tennessee, up in the Cumberland 
Mountains where Tennessee, Kentucky, and 
Virginia join. Placing his finger on that exact 
spot on the map, Lincoln himself said to 
General Howard: 

“Howard, you can trust the people living 
in this section. I came-from them, and I know. 
- - . I want you to do something for these 
mountain people who have been shut out of 
the world all these years.” 

The response to this plea is the Lincoln 
Memorial University, an Opportunity School 
for the needy boys and girls of the Appalach- 
ian Hills. Seven hundred and fifty strong, they 
come in from their mountain homes, some- 
times from windowless and floorless log cabins 
harboring broods of perhaps a dozen; and 
when they stand before the college gate they 
are facing their one hope of getting out of 
their cruelly hampered lives, from which they 
know only education can liberate them. They 
acknowledge themselves the slaves of ignor 
ance, and they ask to be admitted; they plead, 
and then they demand, to stay and learn. But 
of that seven hundred and fifty students over 
eighty percent must earn the education they 
demain Is it possible that any are turned 
away? Yes, The room and money for the 
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THE NATIONAL WOMAN'S PARTY 
Object 

HE National Woman’s Party is a non- 

partisan organization of women formed to 

win complete freedom for women in all 

fields. It is open to all women who will put the 

cause of woman’s freedom before the interests of 

any political party. 

Founded 

It was founded in 1913, as a temporary body, 

to secure an amendment to the National Consti- 

tution enfranchising women. 

Reorganized 

It was reorganized in 1921, after the winning 

of suffrage, as a permanent association to secure 

the removal of all the remaining forms of the 

subjection of women. 

Principles of the Woman’s Party 

The objects of the Woman’s Party are given 

in detail in its Declaration of Principles, 
which is based upon the Equal Rights pro- 

gram drawn up by Lucretia Mott and Elizabeth 

Cady Stanton, at the first Equal Rights conven- 

tion at Seneca Falls in 1848. Of the original 

Equal Rights demand of 1848, only one point, 

that of suffrage, has been completely won in the 

United States. The remainder of the 1848 pro- 

gram constitutes, in substance, the program of 

the Woman’s Party today. The Declaration of 

Principles of the Woman’s Party, adopted at a 

national conference of its officers and leaders in 
1922, is as follows: 
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Memorial Statue of Pioneers, Elizabeth Cady Stanton, Susan B. 

Anthony, and Lucretia Mott, placed by the Woman's Party in 

the crypt of the National Capitol. 

—Adelaide Johnson, Seulptor. 

DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES 

WHERBAS, Women today, although enfran- 

chised, are still in every way subordinate to men 

before the law, in government, in educational op- 
portunities, in the professions, in the church, in 

industry, and in the home. 

BE IT RESOLVED, That as a part of our cam- 

paign to remove all forms of the subjection of 

women, we shall work for the following imme- 

diate objects: 

THAT women shall no longer be regarded and 
shall no longer regard themselves as inferior to 

men, but the equality of the sexes shall be recog- 

nized. 

THAT 

half of society, but shall participate equally with 

women shall no longer be the governed 

men in the direction of life. 

THAT women shall no longer be denied equal 

educational opportunities with men, but the same 

opportunities shall be given to both sexes in all 

schools, colleges and universities which are sup- 

ported in any way by public funds. 

THAT women shall no longer be barred from 

any occupation, but every occupation open to 

men shall be open to women, and restrictions 

upon the hours, conditions, and remuneration of 

labor shall apply alike to both sexes. 

THAT women shall no longer be discriminated 

against in the legal, the medical, the teaching, or 

any other profession, but the same opportunities 

shall be given to women as to men in training for 

professions and in the practice of these pro- 

fessions. 

THAT women shall no longer be discriminated 

against in inheritance laws, but men and women 

shall have the same right to inherit property. 

THAT the identity of the wife shall no longer 
be merged in that of her husband, but the wife 
shall retain her separate identity after marriage 
and be able to contract with her husband con- 
cerning the marriage relationship. 



THAT a women shall no longer be required 

by law or custom to assume the name of her hus- 

band upon marriage, but shall have the same 

right as a man to retain her own name after 

marriage, 

THAT the wife shall no longer be considered 

as supported by the husband, but their mutual 

contribution to the family maintenance shall be 

recognized. 

THAT the headship of the family shall no 
longer be in the husband alone, but shall be 

equally in the husband and wife. 

THAT the husband shall no longer own his 

wife’s services, but these shall belong to her alone 

as in the case of any free person. 

THAT the husband shall no longer own his 

wife’s earnings, but these shall belong to her 

alone. 

THAT the husband shall no longer own or 

control his wife’s property, but it shall belong to 

her and be controlled by her alone. 

THAT the husband shall no longer control 

the joint property of his wife and himself, but 

the husband and wife shall have equal control of 

their joint property. 

THAT women shall no longer be discriminated 

against in civil and government service, but shall 

have the same right as men to authority, appoint- 

ment, advancement and pay in the executive, the 

legislative, and the judicial branches of the goy- 
ernment service. 

THAT women shall no longer be discriminated 

against in the foreign trade, consular and diplo- 

matic service, but women as well as men shall 

represent our country in foreign lands. 

THAT women shall no longer receive less pay 
than men for the same work, but shall receive 

equal compensation for equal work in public and 

private employment. 

THAT women shall no longer be barred from 

the priesthood or ministry, or any position of 

authority in the church, but equally with men 

shall participate in ecclesiastical offices and dig- 

nities. 

THAT a double moral standard shall no lon- 

ger exist, but one code shall obtain for both men 

and women, 

THAT exploitation of the sex of women shall 

no longer exist, but women shall have the same 

right to the control of their persons as have men. 

THAT women shall no longer be discriminated 

against in treatment of sex diseases and in pun- 

ishment of sex offenses, but men and women shall 

be treated in the same way for sex diseases and 

sex offenses. 

THAT women shall no longer be deprived of 

the right of trial by a jury of their peers, but jury 

service shall be open to women as to men. 

THAT the husband shall no longer obtain di- 

voree more easily than the wife, but the wife 

shall have the right to obtain divorce on the same 

grounds as the husband. 

THAT the husband shall no longer have 2 

greater right to make contracts than the wile. 

but a wife shall have equal right with ber bus 

band to make contracts. 

THAT married women shall no longer be de 

nied the right to choose their own citizenship, 

but shall have the same independent choice of 

citizenship as is possessed by their husbands. 

THAT women shall no longer be discriminated 

against in the economic world because ef mar- 

riage, but shall have the same treatment jm the 

economic world after marriage as have men. 

THAT the father shall no longer have the 

paramount right to the care and custody of the 

child, to the guardianship of its estate, and to the 

control of its education, religion, services and 

earnings, but these rights shall be shared equally 

by the father and mother in the case of all chil- 

dren, whether born within or without the mar 

riage ceremony. 

THAT no form of the Common Law er Givi 

Law disabilities of women shall longer exist, but 

women shall be equal with men before the low. 

IN SHORT—THAT WOMAN SHALL NO 

LONGER BE IN ANY FORM OF SUBJBCTION 

TO MAN IN LAW OR IN CUSTOM, BUT 

SHALL IN EVERY WAY BE ON AN EQUAL 

PLANE IN RIGHTS, AS SHE HAS ALWAYS 

BEEN AND WILL CONTINUE TO BE IN RE- 

SPONSIBILITIES AND OBLIGATIONS. 
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WHAT THE WOMAN'S PARTY HAS DONE 
History from 1913 to 1921 

The Woman’s Party began in 1913 a nation- 

wide campaign to unite and direct upon Congress 

the scattered and isolated suffrage efforts of 

women which were at that time devoted mainly 

to attempts to win suffrage State by State. It 

brought, for the first time, to the support of the 

National Suffrage Amendment the political power 

of the women already enfranchised in nine of the 

Western States, by 

strength against the Party and individuals who 

organizing their voting 

were blocking the amendment in Congress. It 

sent to the President and Congress deputation 

after deputation ever more frequently — until 

finally the deputations became perpetual, taking 

the form of the historic picketing of the White 

House and the Capitol. Through every means at 

its command, the Woman’s Party forced the Na- 

tional Suffrage Amendment from obscurity into 

the forefront as a political dominant issue. 

Finally in 1920, after seven years of intensive 

effort and unceasing protest, during which over 

one hundred women were imprisoned, the Na- 

tional Amendment was adopted, and thereby suf- 

frage for women was established throughout the 

United States. 

OUTLINE OF CAMPAIGN, 1921-1926 

Equal Rights Amendment Introduced 

As during the suffrage campaign the Woman's 

Party put its strength into uniting back of the 

National Suffrage Amendment the scattered 

forces which had been divided among many state 

and local suffrage campaigns, so at the present 

time it is seeking to focus upon the National 

Amendment the 

working for the different items on the Equal 

Equal Rights various forces 

Rights program such as jury service, equal guard- 

ianship, equal property rights, equal pay, equal 

professional and industrial opportunities. The 

Equal Rights Amendment, uniting in ene meas- 

ure all of the widely differing points on the Equal 

Rights program and applying te all States and 

localities, was drafted by the Woman's Party and 

named the Lucretia Mott Amendment in honor 

of Lucretia Mott, the founder of the Equal Rights 

movement in the United States. 

The Amendment reads: 

“Men and women shall have Equal 

Rights throughout the United States and 

every place subject to its jurisdiction~ 

It was introduced upon the epening of Con 

gress in 1923 by Senator Curtis, now the Repub 

lican leader of the Senate, and by Representative 

Anthony, nephew of Susan B. Anthony, who, with 

Lucretia Mott, was one of the great pioneers and 

leaders in the Equal Rights movement. 

Women from all States taking part in the Woman's Party deputation to President Coolidge in the 

interest of the Equal Rights Amendment, taken at the east gate of the White House. 



Deputations to the President 

Three sent by the 

Woman’s Party to President Coolidge to urge the 

deputations have been 

Administration’s support of the Equal Rights 

Amendment, and before his death a large delega- 

tion was sent by the Woman’s Party to President 

Harding to enlist his support. Notable among 

these deputations to President Coolidge was one 

composed of New England women from his own 

part of the country and the delegation of wage- 

earning women who marched to the White House 

from a great mass meeting of wage-earning 

women, to urge the Equal Rights Amendment be- 

cause of the help it will mean in bringing Equal 

Rights in industry. 

Deputations to Congress 

Following the introduction of the Equal Rights 

Amendment in Congress, there has been an un- 
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equality for women. 

Senator Curtis speaking at the Headquarters of the National Woman's 

Members of the Woman’s Party appeal to President Harding to 

support Equal Rights Amendment, 

Party in support of complete Purple, white and gold banners 

interrupted series of delegations visiting the con 

gressional leaders, committee members and mem 

bers of Congress in general, to urge the 

Hardly 

has passed since the Amendment was first placed 

imme 

diate passage of the Amendment. a day 

before Congress in which there has not been a 

group of Woman’s Party members in the halls of 

Congress working for the measure. 

Hearings Before Congress 

Hearings on the Equal Rights Amendment have 

held both 

Congress, to which women came from all parts 

been before committees of Houses of 

of the country to speak in support of the measure, 

and hearings have also been held on the minor 

points covered by the Amendment, such as equal- 

izing citizenship rights of married men and 

women, giving jury service to the women of the 

District of Columbia; giving equal contract rights 

made famous in the suffrage fight 
Equal Rights. 

now lead the 



the District of Columbia, 

and the equal application as to men and women 

to married women of 

of pension laws. Through these hearings not 

only has the attention of Congress been concen- 

trated upon the Equal Rights question, but the 

attention of the whole country has been called 

to this unsettled problem still confronting Con 

cf ress. 

Investigation of Discriminations Against Women 

AS a its work in removing all dis- 

criminations against women, the Woman’s Party 

basis for 

undertook and is still carrying on an examina 

tion of every constitutional provision, every 

statute and every court decision bearing upon the 

position of women, both State and National. This 

investigation is by far the most extensive and 

thorough-going ever made into the legal status of 

American women, and is giving for the first time 

or 

Members of the National Woman’s Party, with Representative Anthony, following his introduction 

of the amendment in the House. 

Maud Younger, Congressional Chairman, 
Rights Amendment with Senator Curtis, 

the Senate. 

discussing 
who 

the 
introduced 

Equal 
it in 

to women the basis of knowledge with regard te 
= their legal rights and disabilities necessary for 

any campaign to remove these disabilities. 

Campaign for Industrial Equality 

s Party In no part of the Woma campaisr 

suffrage has the since the winning of 

been more striking than in the movement 1 

SO called 

When 

introduced. no 

“protecti handicap of 

based upon sex. the Equal Ri 

national « ment was 

could unite their efforts ag the restrictions 

of legislation in industry based upon sex. Im the 

short time since the s Party has r 

ducted its campaign for equality in the fe f 

industry, the whole current of izht im the 

Delegation of the Woman's Party to Senator Cummings, Chairman of the Judiciary Committees, 
to which the Equal Rights has been referred. 



The Headquarters stand upon a terrace, with a garden at the side and rear e side an . 

THOUSANDS OF PEOPLE GATHERED ON CAPITOL HILL TO TAKE PART IN THE CEREMONIES DEDICATING THE HEADQUARTERS OF THE 

T the time of the dedication, the National Woman's 

Party headquarters were opened to the women of 

all nations as a place for irfternational consultation and 

a center for the woman’s’ movement of the world. 

Here the Woman's Party welcomes women from abroad, 

and gives the women of America an opportunity to hear 

their messages and the news they bring of the movement 

for equal rights in their own countries. 

NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY. 

The Headquarters of the Woman's Party face the National Capitol across a park of magnificent trees. 



irst Meeting of the Nati cil of the Woman's Fi Me f the National Council of th ’s Part Officers with Secretar e rtoons w le r conducte 
following the reorganization for the Equa hts Campaign N 7 

; - y cers of the y ducted 
E 1 Rig paign. avy ee Woman’s Party discussing wi of th he C : an ; e amipeien ee Cartoons which Nina E. Allender has 1 

ur the question of Equal Rights for omen in the for the National Woman’s Party has won thousands of converts Ww f Ww hi h s onve 

Government Service. 



ible demand for Equal Rights in industry has 

been organized which is rapidly sweeping all 

barriers before it. 

In recognition of the leadership which the 

Woman’s Party has taken in the movement for 

Equal Rights in the economic field and in all in- 

dustrial laws, three representatives of the 

Woman’s 

advisors of the Women’s Bureau of the United 

States Department of Labor in connection with 

arty have been appointed as official 

ihe investigation of this subject. 

Campaign for Women in Elective Offices 

In order that women may share in the admin- 

istration as well as in the making of the laws of 

our country, the National Woman’s Party has 

promoted in every way possible the appointment 

and election of women to administrative positions. 

In the last campaign for Congress it sent speak- 

ers from the National Headquarters to all parts 

of the United States to encourage women to be 

candidates, and conducted an intensive campaign 

extending over several months for five women 

candidates for Congress representing different 

political, parties. 

Already preparations are under way for the 

support of qualified women candidates for Con- 

in the 1926 elections. In the interest of 

this Campaign a nation-wide tour extending from 

ress gre 

coast to coast has been made by two of the Na- 

tional officers of the Woman's Party, in the course 

of which women candidates in the various States 

have been interviewed and committees have been 

organized for their support. 

Campaign for Women for Appointive Offices 

Women have been supported not only for 

elective but also for appointive offices under the 

The most not- 

able achievement of this period has been the ap- 

pointment of a woman as United States Civil 

national and local governments. 

Service Commissioner, the highest position in the 

Federal Government so far held by a woman. 

Irom the time the vacancy occurred in the Com- 

mission, the Woman's Party vigorously pressed 

the appointment of the present incumbent, who 

was appointed to the office by President Coolidge 

and confirmed by the Senate in January, 1926. 

Campaign for Equality in the Professions 

The Woman’s Party has organized Professional 

Councils to promote the interests of women as 

the conditions in each profession demand. Coun- 

cils haye so far been organized for actresses, 

authors, dentists, Government workers, industrial 

workers, home-makers, journalists, lawyers, 

ministers, musicians, nurses, physicians, political 

workers, librarians, scientists and students. 

These Councils are officered by leading women in 

each field and are steadily growing in numbers 

and influence. Among the achievements in this 

field have been the placing of women on Per- 

sonnel Boards in the Federal Government 

through the effort of the Government Workers’ 

Council; the retaining of positions as principals 

for women in various high schools, through the 

efforts of the Teachers’ Council; the opening to 

women of positions in libraries formerly open 

only to men, through the efforts of the Librarians’ 

Council. 

Campaign for Equal Rights in the States 

In addition to its campaign for the National 

Amendment and for women in national office, the 

Woman’s Party has drafted 506 bills for State 

Legislatures. These State bills have been designed 

to equalize control of children, of property, of 

sarnings; to make contractual rights, citizenship 

rights and inheritance rights equal; to provide 

equal opportunities in the schools and univer- 

sities, in professions and industries, and in Goy- 

ernment service: to provide equal pay for equal 

work; to assure equal right to individual identity 

after marriage; to equalize moral standards. 

By the passage of these bills, 60 points im the 

Equal Rights campaign, affecting the lives of 

26,000,000 women, haye been wou. The Equal 

Rights measures which the Woman Party has as- 

sisted in securing in the State Legislatures are 

in detail as follows: 

IN CALIFORNIA 
Married women were given equal right with the husbands 

to will away half of the community property, which consists 
of property acquired after marriage by the industry of either 

or both of the married pair. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Mothers were given equal right with fathers im appointing 
a guardian for their children by will. (Regular session, 1925.) 

IN COLORADO 
The mother was given equal right with the father te sue for 

damages for a wrongful injury to a child. (Regular session, 

1923.) 

IN DELAWARE 
Women were given the right by constitutional amendment 

to hold all public offices. (Regular sessions, 1821 and 1823.) 

Mothers were given equal right with fathers to appoint by 

will a guardian of their minor children. (Regular session, 

1923.) 
Mothers were given equal right with fathers te imberit 

real estate from their deceased child. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Widows were given the same share in the real estate of 
deceased husbands as widowers have in the real estate of 

deceased wives. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Wives were given equal right with husbands te reserve & 

limited amount of property which cannot be taken to sstisiy 

debts. (Regular session, 1923.) 
Mothers were given equal rights with fathers to inherit 

personal property from their deceased child. (Regular ses- 

sion, 1925.) . 
Wives were made responsible for their civil wrongs 

(Regular session, 1925.) 

IN GEORGIA 
The mother was given equal right with the father te im 

herit from their deceased child. Regular session, 1822.) 

Married women were expressly given the right te be ap- 

pointed guardians. (Regular session, 1922.) 

Women were given the same right gs men to he ap- 
pointed guardians for their collateral relatives. (Repuler 

session, 1922.) 

IN LOUISIANA 
Women were given the right to hold all civil and political 

offices. (Regular session, 1921.) 
Women were given the right to be appointed s@ministraters 

or executors on the same terms as men. (Special session, 

1921.) 



Women were given the right to be appointed as notaries 

public. (Special session, 1921.) 
Women were given the right to act as “witnesses assisting 

at public inventories.” (Special session, 1921.) 
Women were made “capable of all kinds of engagements 

and functions.” (Special session, 1921.) 
Widows were given the right to retain the guardianship of 

their children after re-marriage. (Special session, 1921.) 
Women were given the right to be made guardians of 

children on the same terms as men, by will of the surviving 

parent, or by appointment when the parent dying last leaves 

no will. (Special session, 1921.) 

Women were given the same right to act as guardian of 

their grandchildren as possessed by the grandfather. (Special 

session, 1921.) 

Women were given the right to an equal voice in the sale 

or mortgage of the family home so that the family home 

“shall not . . . be validly sold or mortgaged except with 

the consent of both husband and wife.” (Special session, 

(1921.) 
Women were admitted to membership in the “family 

meeting” which, in Louisiana, passes by law upon matters 

pertaining to the family. (Special session, 1921.) 
Women were given the right to serve on juries by a 

statute supplementing the constitu.ional provision. (Regu- 

lar session, 1924.) 

IN MAINE. 
Women were given the right to jury service. (Regular 

session, 1921.) 

IN MARYLAND 
Women were given the right to hold various public offices 

previously confined to men. (Regular session, 1922.) 

Women teachers in the public schools were given equal 
rights with men teachers. (Regular session, 1924.) 

Policewomen in Baltimore were given equal pay for equal 

work. (Regular session, 1924.) 
Grandmothers were given equal rights with grandfathers to 

mberit from deceased relatives. (Regular session, 1924.) 

IN MASSACHUSETTS 
Mothers were given equal rghts with fathers in appointing 

a guardian for their children by will. (Regular session, 1922.) 

IN MISSISSIPPI 

Mothers were given equal right with fathers to the care 

and custedy of their children and to the services and earnings 

of their children. (Regular session, 1922.) 

IN NEW JERSEY 
Women teachers in the public schools were given equal 

rights with men teachers. (Regular session, 1925.) 
Mothers were given equal right with fathers to the services 

and earnings of their minor children. (Regular session, 1926.) 

Women were given the same right as men to be executors 
and trustees. (Regular session, 1926.) 

IN NEW YORK 

Mothers were given equal rights with fathers to custody 

of « child when the parents are living apart without divorce, 
(Regular session, 1923.) 

Girls were given the same protection as boys with respect 
to capacity to make wills of personal estate. 
sion, 1923.) 

Mothers were given equal right with fathers to inherit 
real estate from their deceased child. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Women were given the right to inherit equally with men 
relatives in equal degree of kin in cases not otherwise pro- 

yided for by statute. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Mothers were given equal rights with fathers in the 

guardianship of the real estate of minor children. (Regular 

session, 1924.) 
Women teachers in the publie schools were given equal pay 

with men teachers for equal work. (Regular session, 1924.) 

Women were given the same rights as men to be appointed 

administrators of estates. (Regular session, 1925.) 

(Regular ses- 

IN OHIO. 
“Mothers were made joint guardians with fathers of minor 

children and given equal right to the children’s services and 
earnings. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Married women were given the same right to choice of a 

voting residence that married men have. 

1923.) 
Mother’s consent as well as father’s consent to marriage of 

minor child was made necessary. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Women as well as men were made of age at 21. (Regular 

session, 1923.) 

(Regular session, 

IN OKLAHOMA 
Women were given the right by constitutional amendment 

to hold all State elective offices. (Regular session and popu- 

lar vote, 1923.) 

IN PENNSYLVANIA 
Married women were given the right to choose their own 

domicile for purposes of voting or holding office. (Regular 

session, 1923.) 
Married women were given the right to divorce on grounds 

equal to those of husbands. (Regular session, 1923.) 
Women divorced for adultery were freed from the forfeiture 

of their rights concerning their property. (Regular session, 

1923.) 
Wives were given the same right as husbands to acquire 

settlement for poor relief. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Mothers were given rights more nearly equal with those 

of fathers in the custody, services and earnings of their 

children. (Regular session, 1925.) 

Mothers were given equal rights with fathers in appointing 

a guardian for their children by will. (Regular session, 1925.) 

Widows were given the right to administer the estate of 

their husbands on the same terms as the widower. (Regular 

session, 1925.) 

IN SOUTH CAROLINA 
Mothers were made joint guardians with fathers of minor 

children. (Regular session, 1923.) 

Wives were given the right to sue and be sued without the 

Joinder of the husband. (Regular session, 1925.) 

IN VIRGINIA 
Women were given the right after marriage to choose their 

own residence for voting purposes. (Regular session, 1922.) 

Women were given equal inheritance rights with men, 

(Regular session, 1922. 

Women were given in certain instances a claim upon 

the estate of a deceased husband equal to the claim of a 

husband upon that of his deceased wife. (Regular session, 

1922.) 

Women were given the same right as men with regard to 

administration of estates. (Regular session, 1922.) 

IN WISCONSIN 
Women were given practically all rights under the law 

possessed by men, except with regard to industrial laws. 

(Regular session, 1921.) 

Stimulating Public Interest in Equal Rights 

The attention of the country has been inereas- 

ingly turned to the Equal Rights question by 

publicity and organizing campaigns. Where, a 

few years ago, little was heard or written on the 

subject, today the people from one end of the 

country to the other are arguing in the press, at 

public meetings, in the home, for and against 

Equal Rights. This result has been accomplished, 

among other ways, by the nation-wide publicity 

sampaign of the Woman’s Party. 

As a part of this publicity campaign, four great 

national Equal Rights pageants have ‘heen given 

by the Woman’s Party: one at Seneca Falls in 

celebration of the seyenty-fifth anniversary of the 

first Equal Rights convention; one in the Gar- 

den of the Gods in Colorado, as a part of a con- 

ference of the Western States in support of Equal 

Rights; one at Meadowmount, in the Adirondacks, 

in memory of Inez Milholland, who gave her life 

for the freedom of women; and one in Detroit, as 

a part of the Mid-Western conference of Woman’s 

Party leaders. Probably the greatest throngs 

that have at any time in our nation’s history 

gathered in support of a movement for greater 

freedom for women have been the gatherings as- 

sembled at these Equal Rights pageants. 

The publicity and organizing campaign has also 

taken the form of series national conferences held 

in different parts of the country. Notable among 

these were the national conference of national, 



Susan B, Anthony's political policy is the policy of the National 

Woman's Party. 

Reviving the Woman’s Rights Convention of 1848 on its seventy- 

fifth anniversary. 

state and local officers and committee members 

held in Washington November, 1922, at which 

the Declaration of Principles of the Woman’s 

Party was formulated; the national conference of 

leaders at Seneca Falls in the summer of 1923, at 

which the draft of the Equal Rights Amendment 

was formally adopted; the national conference in 

Colorado Springs in the autumn of 1923; the na- 

tional conference in Washington in November, 

1923; the conference 

policy of the Woman’s Party, 

York, in the summer of 1924. Nearly every month 

has seen conferences or 

to decide upon the election 

at Westport, New 

mass meetings of some 

Susan B. Anthony’s grave heaped with flowers. Thousands of 

women at the Seneca Falls celebration paid tbute here 

type on a large scale in diff s 

country in support of the Equal Rights Amend 

ment. 

Literature 

An entirely new literatun 

ture of the suff as by 

and widely I ry 

in support of the B cy s 
histor ke literature has given 



In the beautiful 

Garden of the 
Gods, where 
great rocks rise 
like altars, the 
Woman’s Party 
carried its 
banners, and 

thousands who 
witnessed their 

pageant shared 
in the desire and 

the demand of 
women to be 

free. 

the movement, its extent in other countries and 

the conditions which make its fulfillment urgent. 

Permanent Headquarters Established 

During the first year after the reorganization 

of the Woman’s Party on a permanent basis fol- 

lowing, the suffrage victory, permanent Head 

quarters from which to carry on the work for the 

freedom of women Was opened in Washington. 

The historic building opposite the National Capi 

tol which had been occupied from 1815 to 1819 

by Congress was purchased by the National 

President of the Woman’s Party, Mrs. O. ek IE 

Belmont, and presented as a gift to the associa- 

tion for its permanent home. 

The Headquarters was dedicated in May, 1922, 

with impressive ceremonies in which women from 

all parts of the country participated. Senator 

Curtis. now the Republican Leader of the Sen- 

ate: Senator Fess, at that time Chairman of the 

National Republican Committee, and Senator 

Caraway, representing the National Democratic 

Committee, spoke at the dedication, extending in 

person their good wishes for the new Head- 

quarters, Greetings from the Governors of 

the various States, from women’s organizations 

all over the world and from representatives of 

foreign nations were placed in the cornerstone. 

Equal Rights Magazine 

The Equal Rights campaign was strengthened 

by the establishing in the Spring of 1923 of an 

“Equal Rights” magazine—the official organ of 

the Woman’s Party. This illustrated weekly 

carries news of the national campaign to the 

members of the organization throughout the 

country; it brings to the women of America 

news of what the women of other countries are 

doing to promote the cause of sex equality, and 

it tells the women of other lands of the effort and 

progress made in this movement in the United 

States. 



International of the 

International Advisory 

Committee of the Woman’s Party, conferring with Mrs. O21 PF: 

Belmont and Alice Paul. 

Mme. Malterre-Sellier, Vice-President 

Suffrage Alliance and Member of the 

International Co-operation 

The Woman’s Party has sought to co-operate 

with the women of other nations in the move- 

ment for Equal Rights, believing that if women 

do not act internationally in their own interests 

they will find that the gains made in advanced 

nations are wiped out ‘by the international in- 

fluence of the less advanced. In dedicating its 

Headquarters, the Woman’s Party declared them 

open to the women of the world for consultation 

and co-operation, and a constant stream of in- 

ternational visitors, interested in the movement 

for sex equality, has passed through the doors 

of the National Headquarters and been enter- 

tained at receptions and meetings of all types. 

Within the last year the Woman’s Party has 

organized an International Advisory Council, 

among the members of which are already num- 

bered many of the most advanced feminists of 

thirteen nations. Through this committee women 

leaders in all countries will be able to keep in- 

formed of the 

and to profit by the experience and advice of one 

woman's movement everywhere 

another. 

As a part of its effort to co-operate in the world- 

wide movement for Equal Rights, the Woman’s 

Party, in the autumn of 1925, introduced in the 

Convention of the Interparliamentary Union in 

Washington a resolution calling for the support 

of the principle of Equal Rights and urging every 

parliament in the world to enact legislation es 

tablishing complete sex equality. This resolu- 

tion is now pending before one of the committees 

of the Interparliamentary Union. 

The Woman’s Party has arranged to send a 

number of fraternal delegates to the Convention 

of the International Woman Suffrage Al 

meeting in Paris in May, 1926 in order to g 

to the women of other countries who are seeking 

to win for women Equal Rights with men through- 

out the world, the assurance of the Woman's 

them Party’s earnest desire to co-operate wi 

and to add its strength to theirs in order that the 

freedom may be long struggle of women for 

brought to an immediate and successful concla- 

sion. 

International aspects of the Equal Rights program. 

Committee—Mrs- Pethick Lawrence, 
Alice Paul discussing with members of the English sec tion of the Aévisary 

Lady Rhondda and Elizabeth Robins. 
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TREASURER'S REPORT 

SUMMARY OF RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS FOR SUFFRAGE 

CAMPAIGN 

FOR SUFFRAGE CAMPAIGN—DECEMBER 7, 1912, TO MARCH .15, 1922. 

Total Receipts of National Headquarters for Suffrage Campaign... 

Total Disbursemexts of National Headquarters for Suffrage Campaign 

FOR EQUAL RIGHTS CAMPAIGN—FEBRUARY 29, 1921, TO APRIL : 

Total Receipts of National Hearquarters for Equal Rights Campaign 

Total Disbursements of National Headquarters for Equal Rights Campaign 

Balance May 1, 1926... ......-..--scsssesesrssersssenenescrarencesesstasancenersenscnna
nns cenin f 

$796.05 

$445,711.46 
408.94 

FOR PUBLICATION OF “EQUAL RIGHTS” MAGAZINE—FEBRUARY, 19. TO MAY 1, 192 

Total Receipts reported by Committee on Publication of Equal RIGHTS .. 

Total Disbursements reported by Committee on Publication of Bguan RicHts 

Balance May 1, 192! 

SUMMARY. 

Total Receipts of National Headquarters of Woman's Party from December 7, 19: 

For Suffrage Campaign..... 
For Equal Rights Campaign 
For Publication of Equa RicHt: 

Total Disbursements from all sources by National Headquarters of Woman’ 

For Suffrage Campaign. 
For Equal Rights Camp: 
For Publication of EquaL 

Party, December 7, 1912, to May 1, 1926 : 
$796,052 

RIG 

Balance on hand May 1, 1926 (including amount reported by Eqvat Riguts Publication Committee ).... 

The foregoing statement of Receipts and Disbursements for the period from December 7, 1912, to May 1, 1926, has been com- 

piled from your records (with the exception of the amounts reported by the Committee on the Publication of Equat Riguts) and 

bas been verified therewith. The receipts deposited in the National Woman's Party bank accounts were properly recorded. The 

cancelled checks have been examined and disbursements from these accounts found to have been made upon the authority of the 

proper officers. 
" 

May 8, 1926. 

(Signed) Nerrie A. TRAIL, 
Certified Public Accountant. 

Join the Womans Party—Acctive Membership, $10.00 

MEMBERSHIP GIVES YOU— 

1. A share in the national movement to remove every handicap upon women. 

” * = wn = " . . * ~ > . 

2. Contact with the women of your nation active in the campaign for woman's advancement; 

closer ties with the women of other nations; a partnership in the woman movement of the world. 

3. A national headquarters through which you may work effectively for the advancement of 

women. 

: 4. A a clubhouse at the nation’s capital where you may entertain and be entertained 

while in Washington. S 

5. Advice and gs ee about all forms of government activity affecting women; about 

the campaign to end women’s legal disabilities; about all phases of the woman movement. 

GB 82 

MEMBERS OF 

NATIONAL COUNCIL 

MRS. OLIVER H. P. BELMONT, N. Y., President 

MRS. EDITH HOUGHTON HOOKER, Md., Chairman National 

Council and Editor of Equant Ricars, 

Miss Margaret Whittemore, Cal, Vice President 

Miss Doris Stevens, N. Y., Vice President 

Mrs. John Rogers, N. Y., Vice President 

Miss Myrtle Cain, Minn., Vice President 

Mrs. J. D, Wilkinson, La., Vice President 

Miss Gail Laughlin, Me., Viee Chairman National Council 

Miss Anita Pollitzer, 

Miss Edith Ainge, N. Y., 

Miss Maud Younger, Cal., Congressional Chairman 

Mrs. Emma Fox, Mich., Parliamentarian 

Mrs. Stephen Pell, N. Y., Finance Chairman. 

Mrs. Abbey Scott Baker, D. C., Political Chairman 
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National Headquarters of the Woman’s Party 

HROUGH 

great Headquar- 

these 

terstinWashington 

the National Woman’s 

Party will carry on its 

campaign to remoye all 

forms of the subjection 

of women. Here in their 

own clubhouse women 

leaders from all parts 

of this country and 

from other countries 

will meet and unite 

their efforts to make 

women, the world over, 

free and independent. 

Price 5 Cents 

The new Headquarters 
of the Woman's Party 
are across the plaza 
from the Capitol of the 
United States. 



From This Terrace the View is Across the ind Plaza to the Capitol 



The New Headquarters of the Womans Party 

ACING the Capitol of the United States, 

Pieces from the beautiful plaza grounds to the 

east of the halls of Congress, stands one of 

Washington’s most historic buildings. It is a 

spacious mansion, built after the substantial man- 

ner of a century ago, surrounded by gardens and 

shaded by magnificent old trees. 

This house has been purchased by the National 

Woman’s Party to be used in the service of women, 

No more ideal location in the United States could 

have been secured for a woman’s Headquarters. It 

stands at the very center of government, a visible 

symbol of the new relation of women to the prob- 

lems of national life. 

The service which such a Headquarters can ren- 

der to women, as a clubhouse, as an information 

center, as the inspiration and focus of activities for 

the advancement of all women, as a meeting place 

for women of varied minds and different nations, 

Such a national center has been the 

It is now a 
is enormous. 

hope and dream of women for years. 

reality. 

Purchase of Headquarters 

When, early in 1921, its work for suffrage sue- 

cessfully concluded, the National Woman’s Party 

became a permanent organization, the decision was 

made to secure permanent Headquarters through 

which work for the advancement of women could 

In less than a year this 

decision was carried out. A great building has 

completely paid for. The pur- 

chase of the mansion and its surrounding grounds 

was made possible through the noteworthy gift by 

Mrs. O. H. P. Belmont, President of the Woman’s 

Party, of approximately $157,000, the largest gift 

to the cause of women ever made by a woman dur- 

be effectively carried on. 

been bought anc 

ing her own lifetime. 

OR the first time in the his- 
tory of the nation,a Woman's 

Headquarters, representing wo- 
men’s power and dedicated to 
women’s interests, stands at the 

very center of the nation’s 
Capital 

In addition to the magnificent gift of the Head- 

quarters’ building and grounds, Mrs. Belmont has 

also contributed to the Woman’s Party the cost of 

the taxes and insurance on the property for two 

years, and has assumed the cost of the remodelling 

of the Headquarters. 

Most organizations which attempt to establish 

great national headquarters must devote their re- 

sources, time and energy for years to the actual 

purchase of a building. The Woman’s Party offers 

to all its members a great clubhouse, already paid 

for. and the cost of remodelling assured. 

Its History 

The history of the building is intimately con- 

nected with the history of the nation itself. 

The house was built by a committee of citizens 

to house the Congress of the United States after the 

burning of the Capitol by the British during the 

War of 1812. Here, in the ‘‘Old Capitol,”’ as it is 

now known, Congress sat during the years of 

1815-19, and here President Monroe was inau- 

gurated in 1817. Henry Clay was Speaker of the 

House of Representatives while that body sat in 

this building. 

During the Civil War the *‘Old Capitol” became 

a Federal prison where Confederate prisoners of 

distinction were housed. Stories of romance and 

bravery are mingled with the sorrows of the trying 

war days in the memories which have come Gown 

from these famous war prisoners. Belle Boyd, the 

beautiful young Southern spy, has left remimis- 

cences of the days spent in the Capitel prison and 
of the ways in which her woman’s wit outmatched 
the vigilance of her guards in devising means of 

communicating with her companions. Among the 

prisoners of note confined in the Capitel prison 

were Colonel Mosby of Mosby’s raid, Mrs. Surratt, 

and Captain Wirz of the Andersonville prison. 

When not in the direct service of the govern- 

ment, the ‘‘Old Capitol’’ has been the home of dis- 

tinguished statesmen and jurists. To mention a 

few of its residents, Senator John C. Calhoun of 

South Carolina lived and died here; Senator 

Spooner of Wisconsin and Supreme Court Justice 

Field also occupied the house at various times. 

So it is from a varied and important past that 

the ‘‘Old Capitol’? comes to its future as a new 

Capitol for the women of all countries. 

Location of Headquarters 

The Headquarters are remarkably convenient in 

their situation. They are a few blocks from Union 

Station, across the street from Congress. one block 

from the Congressional Library, across the street 

from the Supreme Court Library, one block from 

the Office Building of the House of Representa- 

tives, one block from the Office Building of the 

Senate, and between two car limes that serve all 

Washington. 



Dedication of Headquarters 

Beautiful and_ significant 

eeremonies marked the formal 

dedication of the ‘‘Old Capi- 

tol’’ for its new purpose on 

May 21, 1922. Pageantry as 

simple and effective as that 

which dramatized the cele- 

bration of the suffrage vic- 

tory at the Capitol accom- 

panied the laying of the new 

eornerstone. 

Messengers from the wo- 

men of other nations brought 

their greetings for the occa- 

Honorable Charles S. 

Curtis, of the United States 

Senate; Honorable Simeon 

Fess, of the United States 

House of Representatives and 

Chairman of the Congres- 

sional Committee of the Re- 

publican Party; and Honor- 

able Thaddeus Carraway, rep- 

resenting the National Demo- 

sion. 

~ 

Club House Facilities 

The social advantages of 

the club house for women who 

live in Washington are ob 

vious. For women through 

out the country the value of 

membership is even greater. 

Women from all parts of the 

country visit Washington. To 

our members who come to the 

Capital City, the Headquar- 

offer, 

pleted, the advantages of a 

ters will when eom 

clubhouse, where friends can 

always be found, where one is 

quickly in touch with the in- 

teresting things going on in 

the city, as well as with the 

activities of Congress and 

government departments 

A number of guest rooms 

will be available at reasonable 

Meals will be served 

to house guests in the dining 

prices. 

cratic ‘ommittee, participated 

in the ceremonies, bringing 

their good wishes for the new 

indertaking. 

Seats of honor during the dedication were occu- 

by Founders, Life Charter 

Members of the Woman’s Party, and their names 

Members, and 

were placed in the cornerstone itself. 

Remodelling Planned 

In the near future the remodelling of the house 

National Head- 

quarters for Women will be begun. 

for complete effectiveness as a 

The building which represents the ideals and 

activities of women will be in itself a thing of 

beauty, as nearly perfect as it is possible to make it. 

Mrs. Oliver H. P. Belmont, President of the National Woman's Party 
of the National Headquarters 

Value of the Headquarters to Members 

Although the remodelling of the 

finer Headquarters which is planned will not be 

completed for some time, the building is already in 

greater and 

use and its value to women h 

The national offices of th 
been established here, and from 

is alre addy been tested. 

Woman’s Party have 

them the campaign 

for the legal, political, and civil equality of women 

is being directed, Departments of value to women 

in all their activities national, state, and local, 

have already been organi 

and Donor 
room of the club house. Tea 

before the fireplace in the 

living room is already an in 

stitution, and around the tea 

table are apt to be from gathered women many 

states, often from foreign lands. 

Research Department 

The Research Department at the Headquarters 

will provide members with information on govern 

ment activities affecting women, measures before 

Congress affecting women, and various phases of 

the woman movement. Such information, easily 

secured at Washington, is often difficult to get accu- 

rately and quickly from a distance. 

The Headquarters staff will act as Washinet 

representative for the members of the Woman’s 
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Party in securing and compiling information. For 

questions which require special investigations, a fee 

will be charged, but in many cases it will be possible 

to send to members the information desired merely 

for the cost of postage. For women’s clubs, 

writers, students, as well as for the woman in the 

home, such a service will be, we believe, invaluable. 

Women who come to Washington to write, to 

investigate, to study, will find that, with the aid of 

the Headquarters staff, it will be possible to get in 

touch with all official sources of information, gov- 

ernment officials, government departments, the 

document rooms of the Senate and House, the 

offices of Senators and Representatives, the Library 

of Congress, the national offices of the many organ- 

izations centered in Washington, representing the 

activities of women, of labor, of the farmers, and 

of great industries. 
A young woman who came to our Headquarters 

recently to secure information for an article which 

she wished to write, told us that if she had known 

that she could have secured this material by writ- 

ing for it, she would have been willing to pay 

$35.00, the cost of her trip to Washington, since she 

wwould have been saved the time and effort of the 

trip. This incident is quoted not to show the fee 

for such a service, but to show what it may be 

worth. 

Legislative Department 

The Legislative Department in addition to its 

principal work of furthering the general program 

of the Woman’s Party, will offer members expert 

advice on the drafting of women’s legislation, 

local, state, or national. It will also provide mem- 

bers with advice and information on methods of 

securing legislation of interest to women. It will 
endeavor particularly to keep members informed 

concerning the legislation which the Woman’s 

Party is supporting in Congress and the state leg- 

islatures and to inform them of ways in which they 

ean best aid this legislation. 

Legal Research Department 

The Legal Research Department is now engaged 

in the most comprehensive and authoritative inves- 

tigation of the laws concerning women ever made. 

Digests of the laws of a number of states are now 

completed. The entire forty-eight states will be 

covered by the end of the year. These digests, 

which are detailed and up-to-date, may be secured 

as soon as they are completed, from the Head- 

quarters for $3.00 each. Leaflets summarizing in 

popular form the state laws discriminating against 

women may be secured for five cents for each state 

leaflet. 

Library 

A nucleus of a feminist Library dealing with all 

phases of the woman movement has been estab- 

lished and will be developed, it is hoped, into the 
best feminist library in the country. 

Literature Department 

The Literature Department has already created 

an entirely new literature in support of the Equal 

Rights program, to replace the suffrage literature 

used in the earlier activity of the organization. 

This literature is supplied to members of the or- 

ganization as it is published. 

Among the leaflets already prepared or now in 

preparation are ones showing the discriminations 

against women in the laws of the forty-eight states 

and the District of Columbia; in the federal laws; 

in government service ; in the professions ; in in- 

dustry; in edueational opportunities; in the 

chureh; in the enforcement of laws relating to sex 

offences; in the wages and salaries paid to women 

in public and private employment. Pamphlets 

have also been written giving the historical back- 

ground of the Equality campaign, and giving in- 

formation concerning this movement in other 

countries. 

An International Centre for Women 

The Headquarters is designated not only as a 

national centre for the carrying out of the program 

of the organization, but also as an international 

centre where women from all lands who are en- 

gaged in any activity for the advancement of women 

may meet and counsel together—in short, an inter- 

national embassy for women. 

Membership 

Membership dues, which carry with them all the 

privileges of the club house, have been fixed for 

this year, ending June 1, 1923, at $10.00. Mem- 

bers of the Party will decide upon the amount of 

dues in future years. 

For the woman who does not wish the privileges 

of the club house, but desires to take part in the 

Woman’s Party campaign for the freedom of all 
, 

women, a ‘‘campaign’’ membership is open at 

$1.00 a year. Half of the amount of both annual 

and campaign membership goes to the national and 

half to state Headquarters. 



Front View of the Headquarters Showing the Four Entrances 



Location of the Headquarters 

X. WOMAN’S PARTY HEADQUARTERS 

1. United States Capitol A 3. Uni States 3 sentatives Z, United States Senate 3. United States House of Representatives 

4. Congressional Library 
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JOIN 

THE WOMAN’S PARTY 
ANNUAL DUES $10.00 

Membership Gives You: 

1. A channel through which you may work effectively for the advancement 
of women. 

2. A beautiful Headquarters at the nation’s capital where you may enter- 
tain and be entertained while in Washington. 

3. Contact with the women of your nation active in the campaign for 
woman's advancement; closer ties with the women of other nations; a 
partnership in the woman moyement of the world. 

Sign the membership blank below and send with your dues to the National Headquarters, Capitol Hill, Washington, D. C. 

MEMBERSHIP BLANK 

Object: The removal of all forms of the subjection of women. 

Membership: Open to all women who will support this object without regard to the interests of any 
political party. 

Annual Dues: $10.00, to be shared equally between State and National Headquarters. 

Campaign Membership, $1.00, to be shared equally between State and National Headquarters. 

Founders, $90.00, in addition to annual dues of $10.00, payable to National Headquarters. 

Life Membership, $1,000.00, no further dues, payable to National Headquarters. 

Special Classes 
of Membership: 

I hereby enroll as a_ 
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WATERCOLOR BY W. V. CHAMBEE 

By Elizabeth Hatfield Schnabel 
President Pennsylvania Branch, National Woman's Party 

HEN boy meets girl on the 

Screen or in fiction, it usually 

m€ans romance. But when older boys 

meet older girls in everyday American 

fe, it usually means inequality. 

Or maybe you're one of those who 

think that when Susan B. Anthony 

daringly ordered a meal directly from 

# Waiter instead of having it filter 

through a male escort she was well on 

her way to winning equal rights for 

Women. Maybe you think that when 

Women got the right to vote they got 

€Verything. 

If so, you're wrong. You're as far 

from the truth as the substitute on the 

football bench is from getting into the 

fntire game. Women, in effect, can 

Watch men play football with domes- 

tic and national affairs. They can help 

nd root and offer sympathy. But they 

an’t get in the game themselves 

Take a woman's-eye-view of the 

National picture: In five States women 

San't hold office. In six States they 

are not allowed to act as guardians of 

their children. They can’t collect their 

own earnings in fifteen States. They 

are obligated to do domestic work 

for their husbands in forty States; 

disqualified as jurors in twenty-five 

States and put at a disadvantage in 

contract rights in twenty-one. 

HESE are the leftover inequalities 

that we are fighting today. Unlike 

the women of Germany and Japan and 

Italy, we won't fold our hands, hush 

our protests and settle back into do- 

mestic stagnation. Instead we will 

work, as we are working, to give ‘‘men 

their rights and nothing more, women 

their rights and nothing less.’ 

Some weeks ago, for instance, we 

introduced a Constitutional Amend- 

ment into the Seventy-sixth Congress 

at Washington The amendment 

reads: “Men and women shall have 

equal rights throughout the United 

(Continued on Page } 



Seeking 
(Continued From Page One) 

States and every place subject to its 
jurisdiction. Congress shall have power 

to enforce this article by appropriate 

legislation.” 

Behind this amendment is the sup- 

port of sixteen national and hundreds 

of State and local women’s organiza- 
tions. It has the support of the National 
Woman’s Party, the American Alliance 
of Civil Service Women, the American 

-Medical Women’s Association,’ the Na- 

tional Association of Women Lawyers, 

the American Federation of Soroptim- 

ists and many other societies. 

Unified Effort 
ODAY the effort of all these groups 

is unified. No more do women man 
scattered picket lines outside the White 
House or interrupt legislative bodies. The 
noise-and-nuisance campaigns are a 

thing of the past, like Susan B. Anthony’s 
first and only vote.. This famous worker 

for woman’s rights cast that vote in the 

Presidential election of 1872. She claimed 

that the Fourteenth Amendment entitled 
her to it. Officials answeréd her with 
a hundred-dollar fine, but Miss Anthony 
refused to pay it. Thus her one vote 
was the first cast by a woman. Unfortu- 
nately she died fourteen years before 
another amendment actually gave her 

sisters the right she had exercised. 

Today some women advance the idea 
that our complete equal rights amend- 
ment would jeopardize women’s rights 
to alimony and to mothers’ assistance 
and other pensions. That is, they say, 
absolute equality would strip women of 
some of the inequalities they now enjoy. 
My answer to the alimony argument 

is that I have absolutely no tolerance 
for the woman who marries for her hus- 

band’s support. If alimony were out- 
lawed by our amendment, it would be 
as much a boon to women as to men. 

_ We don’t want to be any less women, 

but, when we come before the courts of 
law, we want to be on equal footing 

with our partners, men. That, to me, is 
the general answer for all the small ob- 
jections to our present purpose of win- 

ning equal rights for women. 

Some women, too, have opposed the 

amendment on the grounds that it would 
cancel out beneficial industrial legisla- 
tion, such as minimum wage and hour 

laws for women. But why shouldn’t wo- 

men be allowed to bargain with their em- 

ployers on equal terms with men? Why 
should they depend on sex-linked favors 

for their rights? In the beginning, the 
United States excluded slaves and wo- 

men from a share in government. After 
more than seventy years, slaves were 

given Constitutional rights. But it took 

«nother fifty years for the women to get 

GE FOUR 

Full Rights tor 
By Elizabeth Hatfield Schnabel 

out of the chattel class. Then women got 
the vote. But later, after their first joy 
had subsided, they realized that they 
-vere still far from having equal rights. 
A few laws in some States, many laws 

in other States, still kept them ‘‘off the 
team.’ Some of these laws actually date 

back to the Sixteenth Century and 
they’re still depriving women of their 

fundamental] rights. 

As far back as 1776, Abigail Adams 

wrote a letter to her husband, John 
Adams, then sitting in the Continental 
Congress. In it she said: “I desire that 

you would remember the ladies. Do not 

put unlimited power into the hands of 

husbands. Remember all men would be 

tyrants if they could. If particular care 

is not paid to us ladies, we are deter- 

mined to foment a rebellion and will not 
hold ourselves bound by any laws in 

which we have no voice.” 

Today, 164 years later, foreign observ- 
ers actually are criticizing American wo- 

men because ‘‘they have so much power, 

yet have done nothing to correct the in- 

tolerable mess which exists in the world 

today.” I agree that the “mess” is intol- 
erable. But I can’t agree with Sir Hugh 

Walpole, who made the statement, that 
American women have ‘“‘so much power.” 

The trouble is that the power of Amer- 
ican women is leashed. A country half 

free and half fettered cannot truly be 

called a democracy. Nor can women with 

half rights correct the mess which ex- 

ists in the world today. To me the re- 
quest itself is a little unfair. What does 

a woman worker get.for her pains? A 

national holiday named after her, a 
monument, a park or playground com- 

memorating her efforts? Very few get 

Elizabeth Hatfield Schnabel. 
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THE MOTHER OF THE MAN 

By Hall Caine 

When the Lord of the Creation gave 
the woman to the man, 

In that blest but brief existence ere 
the rule of ill began, 

Then He knew, whate’er her conduct, 
whether innocent or frail, 

That the female of the species would 
be scapegoat to the male. 

When He banished them from Eden 
for the sin that each had 
wrought, 

And the flaming sword of vengeance 
sealed the fate that both had 
sought, 

Then He knew throughout the ages, 
tong as man should tell the tale, 

That the female of the species would 
be temptress to the male, 

When He cast His children from Him, 
and by primal earthly vow 

Deomed their seed to eat their life- 
bread in the sweat of blood and 
brow, 

Thea He knew where paths were red- 
dest down the line of labor's 
trail, 

There the female of the species would 
be slavemate to the male. 

When He dowered the man with pas- 
sions, when He formed him 
from the dust, 

With its wilderness of instincts, with 
its burden of distrust, 

Then He knew that in the whirlwind 
of his manhocd’s wasteful gale, 

Still the female of the species would 
be subject to the male. 

When He ordered that the woman, 
both as mother and as wife, 

Should obey her law of being as the 
vehicle of life, 

Then He suffered it to happen, lest 
the generations fail, 

That the female of the species might 
be “deadlier” than the male. 

When the Lord of the Creation gave 
the wcman to the man, 

In that blest but brief existence ere 
the rule of ill began, 

Then He willed it that, if sharing in 
man’s fault and in his fate, 

She should therefore be his equal and 
the partner in his state. 

Not to govern or cajole him, not to 
court or speak him smooth, 

Not to snare or to enslave him, but 
to cheer, inspire and soothe; 

Not his temptress, not his slavemate, 
not his subject, not his squaw, 

But his helpmate and his angel, by 
the right of God’s own law. 

If He cursed the man with labor as 
the human lot’s alloy, 

He provided that for woman his work 
should be his joy. 

If He dowered the man with passions 
which the grosser instincts 
move, 

He reserved it to the woman to uplift 
his lust to love. 

If He ordered that the mother for the 
children of her womb 

Should dare her death by travail and 
fight till crack of doom, 

He ordained that by that impulse, still 
the purest and the best, 

She should gather all that suffer in 
her pity to her breast. 

Nurturing, nursing, guarding, loving, 
giving strength with heart and 
hand; 

Paying toll in pangs to nature which 
no man may understand; 

Dauntless from the God who made her 
without fear to draw her 
breath; 

Savior of the weak and helpless, first 
at birth and last at death, 

Since the Lord created woman, she 
became a living soul, 

Hers has been the old earth’s burthen, 
age on age, from pole to pole, 

Hers the conflict, hers the conquest, 
hers the flag of life unfurled, 

Hers the sorrow, hers the suffering, 
hers the love that moves the 
world. 

Therefore why should man, the In- 
grate, when he chooses to con- 
fer, 

Welcome every fool and coward, only 
close the door on her? 

loom, siré, room within your counells, 
Oorrfia College Liens bare your foreheads if you can, 

- Vor behold, without your portal stands 
7-(S-O8 the Mother of the Man 
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PIANO. 4 

Shout, shout, up with your song! « §6Cry with the wind, for the 

voice of the Lord! 

break - ing; March, march, 

4 = 4 Long, long—we in the past 

Cowered in dread from the light of heaven, 

Strong, strong—stand we at last, 

Wide blows our ban - ner, and hope is wa - king Song with ats story, Fearless in faith and sight new-given. 

Strength with its beauty, Life with its duty, 

(Hear the voice, oh hear and obey!) 

These, these—beckon us on! 

Open vour eves to the blaze of day. 

3 4 

Comrades—ve who have dared Life, strife—these two are one, 

First in the battle to strive and sorrow! Naught ean ye win but by faith and daring. 

Scorned, spurned—nought have ye cared, On, on—that ye have done 
But for the work of to-day preparing. 

Firm in reliance, laugh a defiance, 
Rising your eyes to a wider morrow. 

Ways that are weary, days that are dreary, 
Toil and pain by faith ye have borne; (Laugh in hope, for sure is the end) , 

Hail, hail—victors ye stand, March, march—imany as one, 
Wearing the wreath that the brave have worn Shoulder to shoulder and friend to friend, 

? ea ee 
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Is There No Difference Between Men and Women ? 

ERE comes the National Woman’s party with a re- 

newed declaration of Mrs. 

Arthur B. Cramer, congressional chairman of the Michigan 

branch of the organization, throws down the gauntlet in 

the form of the “equal rights’ amendment to the federal 

constitution. Something of the kind was presented to the 

Michigan legislature during its last regular session, and was 

defeated by men who believed it would do women more harm 

than good. When it first arrived in Lansing it contained a 

provision for separate domiciles for husband and wife, but 

that was soft-pedalled before the vote was taken. But to 

understand the spirit of the proposed federal amendment 

we must listen to Mrs. Cramer: 

war on man as _ such. 

Woman has always had to be a coaxing, wheedling creature, 

who, when she got something out of man, was accused of 

trickery. 

All the husbands who take pride and pleasure in devoting 

their lives, their work, and their income to their wives and 

children without waiting to be coaxed or wheedled must 

have died recently. And here’s another one: 

The time has come for women to lay their cards on the 

table and to meet as man to man. ls 

Many women lay their cards on the table every afternoon. 

Others coukdtstebke their speeches at the same time without 

any loss to the sum of human knowledge or any retardation 

in the intellectual advancement of the race. Nor do we see 

how women can meet “as man to man.” Certain well-known 

differentiations, physical and temperamental, for which the 

Creator is solely responsible, seem to make that impossible 

in this world. The next exhibit is better: 

The married woman loses her identity and all of her rights. 

Conditions under which the business or industrial woman 

works are unequal enough, goodness knows, but when she 

marries, 75 per cent of disabilities are added. 

The business and industrial women represented by the 

women’s trade unions are opposed to the “equal rights” 

amendment because they realize it may jeopardize all the 

advantages they have won for their own protection. They 

are opposed to Mrs. Cramer when she says: 

We don’t want protective legislation for women unless we 
have it for men. 

Shall we repeal our age of consent laws, which protect 

girls, but do not protect boys ? . 

The National Woman’s party will never: get anywhere by 

amending the constitution. It will have to amend the 

Almighty. Oberlin College Library 9-15-65 
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