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Also, petition of the National Council of Women, favoring
passage of the Federal suffrage amendment; to the Committee
on Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. CLARK of Pennsylvania: Petition of George R.
Downs and 21 other citizens of Erie, Pa., praying for the enact-
ment of Senate bill B0E3, for the repair, preservation. care, and
future maintenance of the restored naval brig Niagare; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs. 3

By AMr. COADY : Memorial of Bohemian (Czech) and Slovak
citizens of Baltimore City, Md., declaring their loyalty to the
United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of R. J. Caldwell Co.,
of New York, favoring woman suffrage; to the Committee on
Woman Suffrage,

Also, memorial of the Mert,hants Association of New York,
agninst the zone system to second-class mail matter; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. DRUKKER : Memorial of the Passaic County (N. I.)
Board of Agriculture, relative to the farm-labor situation Iin
New Jersey; to the Committee on Agriculture,

By Mr. ESCH : Petition of the Vernon County board of super-

visors, National Council of Women, favoring woman suffrage;
to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.
_ Also, memorial of the Wisconsin State Council of Defense,
relative to Mewmbers of Congress from Wisconsin giving their
support to the President of the United States; to the Committee
on Military Affairs,

Also, petition of the American Society of Equity, favoring
Government control of railroads; to the Committee on Inter-
state ana Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. FESS: Petitions of various women’s organizations in
Marysville, Ohio, urging prohibition as a war measure; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of the National Ameri-
ean Woman Suffrage Association, favoring the adoption of the
Federal suffrage amendment; to the Committee on Woman
Suffrage.

Also, petition of the National League of Postmasters of the
United States, desiring more pay for fourth-cluss postmasters;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Po:t Roads.

Also, memorial of the National Union American Society of
Equity. relative to the railread situation; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the New Jersey Association Opposed to
Woman Suffrage, opposing the adoption of the Federal suf-
frage amendment; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

Also, petition of Frank Bogard, of La Salle, IlL, for the relief
of rural carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Ronds.

By Mr. HILLIARD : Memorial of Denver Typographical Union,
No. 49, urging passage of House bill 1654, granting an increase
in pay to post-office clerks and letter carriers; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Laura C. Hollschneider, Isis O. Mackenzie,
Hailie S. Lock, Harriett T. Dougherty, Elvina A. Baker. C. H,
Pettenger, Mary H. Blakely, Jennie C. McGehe, Una G. Roberts,
M. D., Matilda Bowman, Mattie MacNeill, Lina Johnson, Emil
Johnson, Cora E. Lind, Emma E. Smith, Willlam S. White,
Mrs. Caroline White, Walter C. Beall, Mary A. Wascha, Ida A.
Hart, Melissa Ruddett, A. B. Hart, Albert E. Chase, John W,
Hart, Mary E. Hughes, Mary Wascha, Terence Hughes, Martin
John Suhy. Willlam A. Grund, and Mrs. Willlam A. Grund, all
of Denver, Colo,, urging the immediate adoption of the national-
suffrage amendment ; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. KAHN: Papers to accompany a bill granting a pen-
sion to E. Dora Cutler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of the Alaska Tisherman’s -Union, urging the
passage of House bill 5875, for the erection of a general hospital
on or near the shores of Bristol Bay, Alaska ; to the Committee
on the Territories.

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Qtockton,
Cal.; Chamber of Commerce of Santa Barbara County, Cal.;
San Luis ¢ )hispo Chamber of Commerce ; Chamber of Commerce
of San Jose, Cal.; and the Humboldt C‘hﬂmber of Commerce,
Eureka. Cal., indorsing the proposed military highway from
Blaine, Wasl., to San Diego, Cal,, as a means of protection to
the Pacific const; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Lock
Haven, Pa., favoring woman suﬂrage to the Committee on
Woman Snﬂ’m

By Mr. LINTHICUM : Letters and telegrams from 16 citizens
of Baltimore, Md., askin: for the submission of the Federal
suffrage ameudment; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

Also, memorial from the Maryland Woman Sufirage Associa-
tion, the Woman Suffrage League of Maryland, and of the Balti-
more Yearly Meeting of the Religions Society of Friends,
urging favorable vote ob the suffrage amendment; to the Coms-
mittee on Woman Suffrage.

Also, petition of A, R. Katz and the members of the firm of
Lyon. Conklin & Co. (Inc.), urging the passage of the Chamber-
lain universal military training bill ; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, petition of the Traffic Club, of Baltimore, Md., favoring
the Madden bill, H. R. 1654 ; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Reads.

Also, a letter from McCormick & Co., Baltimore. Md., protesting
against the reduction of second-class postage rates; to the Com-
mitee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of the E. E. Jackson Lumber Co., Baltimore,
M., relative to eight hours a day for all workers; to the Com-
mittee on Labor.

Also, petition of 8. Nalle Sons, Baltimore, Md., against repeal
of the bankruptey law; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the S<hapiro Waist Co., against the repeal
of the bankruptey law; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LONERGAN: Petition of 68 citizens of Hartford
County, Conn., in favor of the Susan B. Antheny amendment;
to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. LUFKIN : Petitions of citizens of Manchester, Mass,,
favoring woman suffrage ; to the Committee on Woman Suflrage.

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of numerous citizens of Noble
County, Okla., praying for an amendment to the Constitution
expressing our national acknowledgment of Almighty God; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PRATT : Petition of the New York State Wholesale
Bakers' Association, by Mr. F. W. Dawdy, treasurer, Elmira,
N. Y., favoring congressional acticn to fix the price of corn,
barley, rye, and oats in the same manner as has been done in
fixing the price of wheat; to the Committee on Agrieulture.

Also, petition of the New York State Wholesale Bakers' As-
sociation, by the Nye Baking Co., of Owego, N. Y.. favoring ap-
propriate action to fix the price of corn, barley, rye, and oats in
the same manner as has been done in the price of wheat; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of men and women of Cecil County,
Md., favoring the woman-suffrage amendment; to the Commit-
tee on Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. SIEGEL: Resolution of the Bronx Board of Trade,
New York City, N. Y,, protesting against the discontinuance of
the pneumatic-mail service for New York City; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. STEVENSON : Petition of prominent men and women
of Lancaster County. 8. C., desiring the immediate submission
of the Federal suffrage amendment; to the Committee on
Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. STINESS : Petition of sumdry citizens of the State of
Rhode Island, favoring woman suffrage; to the Committee on
Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. TINKHAM: Papers to accompany bill granting an
increase of pension to Ebenezer H. Spaulding; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. VESTAL: Petition of rural letter carriers of Madison
County, Ind., urging increase in salary, ete.; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of citizens of the eighth distriet of Indiana,
urging passage of Federal suirmge amendment; to the Com-
mittee on Woman Suffrage.

SENATE.
Taurspay, Jenuary 10, 1918.

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D, D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, in the midst of the world’s great clamor
for justice and freedom we pray that Thou wilt help us first
of all to be just to ourselves, that we may hold ourselves to
the highest standard, that we may appear before God clear
upon Thy book, that our hearts may be right in Thy sight. If
we are just to ourselves we know that we ean afford to be
generous to others. So do Thou mold us according to Thy
will and enable us to bring ourselves completely into submis-
sion to the Divine will. To this end do Thou bhless us and guide
us to-day. For Christ’s sake. Amen.

Also, letters and telegrams from six Baltimore citizens against Mr. SMOOT. Mr., President, I suggest the absence of a
the suffrage amendment; to the Gomm_lttee on Woman Suffrage, | quorum.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will ¢all the
roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Ashurst Hale McKellar 8mith, 8. C.
Bankhead Hardin McNary, Smoot
Borah Hardwick Martin Swanson
Calder Holllis New Thomas
Culberson James Norris Thompson
Curtis Johnson, Cal. Owen Tillman
Dillingham Johnson, 8. Dak. Poindexter Townsend
Fernald Jones, Wash., Rauisbury Vardaman
Fletcher Kellogg Shafroth - Warren
ance Kenyon Sheppard Watson
relinghuysen King Sherman WiHiams
Gallinger Kirby Smith, Ariz,
Gerry Knox 8mith, Ga.
Gronna MeComber Smith, Md,

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I desire to announce the unavoid-
able absence of my colleague [Mr. HucHEes] owing to illness.

Mr. VARDAMAN., I desire to announce the absence of the
Senator from Missouri [Mr. ReEep] on business of the Senate.
T wish also to announce the absence of the senior Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopge] and the junior Senator from New
Mexico [Mr. Joxes], who are engaged in committee work.

Mr. WARREN. I wish to state that the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs is in session and there are important witnesses
being heard.

Mr. GERRY. T desire to announce the unavoidable absence
of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beckmax] on official busi-

ness.

Mr. McNARY. I wish to announce the unavoidable absence
of my collengue [Mr. CiraMpeRLAIN] on official business.

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to announce that my colleague, the
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Overman], is detained from
the Sennte by illness. -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-three Senators have
answered to their names. A quorum is present. The Secretary
will read the Journal of the proceedings of the preceding day.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by G, F. Tur-
ner, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 23) authorizing and directing the
Secretary of the Interior to make an investigation and report
upon the advisability of establishing and maintaining Govern-
ment fuel yard or yards in the District of Columbia, in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I have here a
letter from a committee of citizens of Wilkeson, Pierce County,
‘Wash., sending me a petition urging that aliens in this country
be either drafted and made to serve in the Army of the United
States or else that they be deported.

I ask that the letter may be printed in the Recomp, and also
the body of the petition, because these citizens make some very
pertinent suggestions and also give illustrations where these
aliens have referred slightingly to American citizens and ad-
vised them not to go into the Army, and said, “ We will take
your jobs away and make the money.”

There being no objection, the letter and petitions were referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed
in the REecorp, as follows:

WiLkEesox, PIErRCE CoUuNTY, WasH., December 15, 1917,

The Hon. WESLEY L. JONES,
Washington, D. O.

Dear Bir: Inclosed youn will find petition signed by 210 citizens of
this town. Wilkeson, as you probably know, the center of Plerce
County's mining district. It has %n;:opniatlou of approximately 1,500
and boasts of about 200 voters. at Is true of lkeson is true of

ev%l':y mining camp In the State of Washington with few exceptions.
e request the privilege of stating a few reasons for this petition:

We have a mixed population, consisting of Austrians, or ple of
Slavish blood in predominance, Germans, Italians, Finns, Russians,
English, Swedes, and nearly every other national under the sun
ex(;?tlng Jngn. Chinese, and Negroes. Some of these people have
lved in the United States 10, 20, and in some cases 80 years, but in
all this time they have not had enough interest in the welfare or gov-
croment of our country to np%lg for naturalization papers, When you
speak of the war they sady. 4 ,_ you can go; I'm not a citizen.” et
when it comes to demanding higher waﬁes and the best in the land—
liberty, free speech, and still more liberty—they get it, and the
American citizen pays the bill,

When the draft law was passed and the country called for men to
bear arms, the best fuung American manhood responded; the rest
claimed exemption—*" I'm not a citizen of the United Btates; I belon
to Austria, Italy, or some other country.” Why not send them bacg
to that country? The young Americans go; the others stay bebind to
demand higher wages and free speech, and they are not a bit afraid to
tell you about it elther—to hoard thelr money and send it back to the
old country when the war is over.

Not very long ago two Austrians received their checks on pay day.
They took them to the local bank to be cashed, and the banker counted
it out in currency, whereupon they pushed it back and said: “ We want

‘to glve a penny.
to §2,000 each.

. necessary to the successful con

gold.” On being told that they could not get gold they refused to
cash their checks, as currency would not keep very well cans.
The town of Wilkeson subscribed $1,300 to the first liberty loan; the
First Bank of Wilkeson took $1,000 of that amount. On the second
Iiberty-loan drive a committee of citizens endeavored to make a better

showing. They raised the magnificent sum of $9,060, exclusive of the

bank's subscription.. They received the large sums of $50 and $100
from men earning as high as %5 Lper eight-hour day.

Recently we undertook a Y.-M.-C.-A. drive for the boys in khaki. On
entering a local pool hall we asked a group of Austrians to donate
something to this cause. One man §ave 50 cents, the others refused

These men bad just returned from a season’s fishin
in the straits and Alaskan waters, where they had petted from $1.0
They have their first papers but merely to enable
them to fish. Ninety per cent of them stop right there; the other 10
per cent obtain their full cltlmnshir.

The Government recently arrested in Seattle a man who at one time
wis president of the miners’ loeal union at Wilkeson, a man who was
loud in denouncing this country, a citizen of the British Empire., His
arrest followed his connection with the Industrial Workers of the
World. He was expelled from the boiler makers’ union of Seattle and
is now suing them and the Seattle Construction & Dry Dock Co. for
damages and loss of work,

All the inhabitants of the town of Wilkeson send their children to
our free public schools and use our free public roads, which is a good
thing without a doubt, for which they pay not a cent of direct taxes
nor share a bit of responsibility,

Recently while eireulating the inclosed petition we asked a mnatural-
ized Slav to sign. This is what he said: “ You bet I will. My country-
men make fun of me for taking out my citizenship papers. They say,
‘* What Is the use of spending $50 to get your papers? If this count
needs soldiers of your age, you will have to go. We will stay behin
and get good jobs.' You bet I will sign, and I have some friends who
will gign, too.” We hope it passes and the Government charges each of
these countrymen of mine about $10 a month to help win the war.”
You will notice on the petition how well be kept his word about his
friends signing the petition.

These are some of the reasons we have for tprasentln you the in-
closed petition. .They may not be the reasons of all the signers of this
petition, but we are sure they agree with a large percentage, and the
petitions speak for themselves. We hope you may in some way be
able to make these people appreciate the free country in which they
live and their responsibilities to that country.

Very respectfully, yours,
L. G. MaSTERS,

E. A. WESTFALL,
J. A. PYFER,
Committee,

WILKES0N, PIERCE COUNTY,
SZATE OF WASHINGTOXN,

December 1, 1917,
To the honorable Congressmen from the
State of Washington, Washington, D. C.

GENTLEMEN : We, the undersigned citizens of the United States, re-
slding at Wilkeson, Plerce Connt{. Wash., do respectfully petition the
ch:resentativﬂ of the people of the Btate of Washington to use their
influence at the coming session of Congress to have legislation ssed
compelling people of foreign birth working and residing within our
country to make alelmtion for naturalization papers after five years’
residence within the United States and for full citizenship within a
reasonable time thereafter or be deported. And, further, that they
be compelled to bear their just gart of the taxes and responsibilities

clusion of the war with the German
Empire.
J. J. CorpY
(And others).

Mr. JONES of Washington. I also have received a letter
from Mr, Charles V. Powell, of Buffalo, N. Y., on the same sub-
jeet, which I ask to have referred and printed in the Recorp.

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the

Reconp, as follows:
721 LAFAYETTE AVENUB,
Bujfalo, N. Y., December 24, 1917,
Senator WeSLEY L. Joxes

Washington, D. O.

My Dear SgxaToR : Thank you for your letter of the 18th instant, re
my letter on * declarent aliens.” WIill you kindly consider the follow-
ing points which are directly connected with this matter. I may state
that T am an accountanti, 8 man turned 45 years, British born, thor-
oughly American from my *“ shoes up,” lived nwa‘y in outlying section
of Rocky Mountains, Colo,, also Utah, for nearly 10 years, yet m{
handling about as aunditor prevented my obtaining * final papers.”
have a year to elapse; my wife is Bwedish-French Ameriean, 26 years
in this country. e are westerners. 1 offered myself to Britl re-
eruiting mission because I was over American age, yet within British
age. failed to pass medical cxamination and was rejected. I have
glt{ﬁrﬂtg that effect. No man ever called me slacker and * got away

I tell you all this detail so that you will understand how unfair it
would be to foree such men as I back to England because we had not
obtained our final papers, often not our own fault.

1. Look at * Citizenship ™ paramrph in the new draft guestionnaire.
Here the allen has to answer ““yes "™ or “no” to the question, * Is he
willing to serve United States Army military service. If “yes” he
does not have to answer the following ekuestions. or when and how he
entered country, parentage, first papers?

2, Further down the page he is asked would he serve United States
Army or army of his old country?

3. Now, Mr. Joxes, here clearly is established a cholce of service for
your alien United Btates Army or old-countiry army. This means allied
allens, for nonneutral aliens a%;ct the army queutfon.

4. But, Mr. JOxES, we are told that the reciprocal treaties are to be laid

before the Senate for ratification. This means exchange of subjects

between Enflsnd and America in particular. Now. yvour questionnaire
give the allled aliens cholce of service clearly—* ich army do you
prefer?”  How do you reconcile the questionnaire cholce of service with

reciproeal treaties forcing Britishers to thelr old country’s army ?
Yours, for America only,
CHarLEs V. POWELL
A very “gore” old Britisher.
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The British recruiting misslon has established offices in most of our
rincipal eities in anticipation of you gont!emnn passing reciprocal
?mtles to Permlt Britishers declarent, 18 to 45 years, to be drafted
into the British Army. One officer. told me that ngland * would not
stand for ” anything else. Since when, Mr. JoxXEs, has England ac-
quired the right to dictate the policles of the United States of erica?

Mr, GRONNA. Mr. President, I have here a great number of
telegrams and letters from citizens of my State, as well as the
citizens of other States, urging the passage of Senate bill 3235,
the Federal farm-loan bill. I ask that one of the telegrams, from
Mr. A. C. Townley, president of the National Nonpartisan
League, be printed in the Recorp, and also another telegram,
from Mr. Frank P. Cowing, of Maddock, N. Dak., together with
a letter from a New England farmer. I ask that those three be
printed in the Recorp and that all be noted in the Reconrp.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

The telegrams and letter are as follows:

- St, PAUL, MINN., January 8, 1918,
Senator AsLE J. GRONNA,

Senate Office Building, Washington, D, C.:

Bill a proprlann{; $100,000,000 for Federal farm loan banks has
passed House. Will you not use your influence to bring it to an early
roll eall and vote for its passage? The bill Is not all it should be, but it
offers some much-needed aid to the farmers, and financial aid is im-
perative to relieve serious situation. Congress voled huge sums to help
shipbuilders, munition makers, and others, The farming industry cer-
tainly is entitled to same consideration. Unless farmers get this help
the Nation's food producing capaecity will be handicapped. This may
gqeo rdize our success in war. e necessity for relief is urgent to the

atlﬁn as well as the western and southern farmer. 'The farmers are
watching this bill, All they ask iz a square deal, We respectfully re-
guest you to support this most meritorious measure.

A, C. TOWKLEY,
Pregident National Nonpartisan League,

MaApDOCK, N. DAK., December 31, 1917,
Senator A, J. GrRONNA,
Washington, D. O.:

Your attention respectfully ealled to importance of bill to enable
Federal land banks to continue business in spite of abnormal conditions
due to war and ?rlmu‘ competition. Large numbers of farmers in this
region have applied for loans. If unable to obtain them, will be forced
to fall back on former mortgage holders. Any rural-credit work for
the future weuld be badly discredited. It is a critical time to cause
finanelal embarrassment to the farmers. Failure by Congress to make
the Federal land banks workable will ralse interest rates, discourage
farmers, and lower thelr efficlency. Your support is expected, as usuval,
by the farmers in your district.

Fraxk P. Cowing,
Seeretary-Treasurer Maddock Farm Loan Association
and Secretary Benson County Federation of Farm Clubs,

WesTtrorp, MAsSS,, January 1, 1918,
Hon. AsLe J. GroxxNa, "

»
United Btates Benate, Washington, D. C.

DrAr S81r: I wish to send a word of thanks to you for the support of
the Federal farm-loan bonds the other day in the Senate. I am an
eastern farmer engaged mostly In the grewing of apples. 1 have a
letter to mfr Senator WEEKS, mailed this morning, wherein I expressed
the hope that the limitation put upon the act by his amendment to
Senator HoLnLis’s provision for the gurchau of the farm-loan bonds,
would be amended so that there might be an open door for us during
all of 1918, 1919, and the duration of the war.

1 outlined to him the peculiarly distressing conditions in which we
country people find ourselves by the war and the way in which the
governmental activities crl?ple us.

There is a profound feellng of loyalty in our
districts to the Government. We have given our help, our boys, and a
lot.of hard, unpald toll.this summer to increase food supplies. Yet
there is the feeling that there ought to be rellef from some of the con-
ditions that are apprehensive to us. .

We go into the raw-material markets for our fertilizers. We meet
the der makers. We and they use many of the same materials,
We to grow our cmga. They to make their explosives, They outbid

.~ us. No matter how bigh It gnes, the{v will go above us.

They sfmply turn the high cost of raw materlal into the cost price
when they settle with the vernment. _

We farmers can not do this. We can not get our money back in the
open and unsupported market to which we must carry our

uets.

In the labor market,
and shipbullders are all in the labor market bidding against each
other, and all conjointly against the farmer. In this kind of labor
competition we have no ghost of show. Not only does this competition
make our entry impossible, but the bonuses that are pald to manufac-
turers and labor make it absolutely prohlbitive.

New England country

Most all war industries have an open or implied contract with the,

Government for a guaranteed market, a sﬂgulated price that includes
any price for raw materials and labor, and a given bonus for accel-
erateg production.

As farmers and produce growers, we have to do without any of these

supports. The isolation of our units makes them handleaps to us in,

growing war essentlals. Still more, lacking bonuses, we have to fight
man-made penalties and the penalties nature exacts from us,

As farmers we see these things. There may be no way othér just
now than this erippling condition that the manufacturers of war mate-
rial Impose upon us. e are loyal to the core under this crippling by
the city mills and manufacturers. -

All we ask is for a falr chance for our working eapital. This means
not only our homes and what is dear to us in our domestic life but
the continued su?pg of things to eat, and things to wear. What is
more fundamenta an food and clothes in this great struggle? Ante-
gedegt to bullets and battles, there must be bread. Bread, and always

read. <

upowder men and bullet makers, constroctors,

shonld next
when we go
get working

In the growing of these fundamental foodstuffs, wh
July find the doors of these Federal farm banks clos
there with the best collateral God and man ever made to
cagltal—closerl by the action of an arm of the Government

t is bad enough to run up against the crippling action of the differ-
ent activitles of Government war work, But, why In the name of all
that is intelligently patriotie, should the Scnate arm of the Govern-
ment make impossible for us to exist and work in the economie farm
crisis that impinges?

Let me be concretely clear. I have a neighhor who kee?s a herd of
38 cows. This milk is rarried into Lowell, where It goes to feed a lot
of families and their children and babies. He Is having a very hard
time in getting his fertilizer that he needs in addition to his barnyard
manure. He has no help. He milks by olectricl:.f'. His wife helps in
the milk room, besides doing nll the household cooking and work.
Yesterday moming both were up at 4 o'clock. The thermometer was
at 30° below. And an 8-mile drive to Lowell by truck.

his man and his famll{ are do[ng this work, bave their home be-
cause they have been able to rent $2,500 at 5 per cent. Mortgage note
to be renewed at the expiration of every six months.

Savinﬁ_s banks and private individuals are ealling in their mortgage
loans., This same farmer will receive notice next June that hls mort-
gage will not be renewed next June. Not at any figure.

he eapital that is out in these farm-loan mortgages is finding a
greater return in the mannfacturing markets and construction, where
there are guaranteed markets, guaranteed prices, and heavy bonuses
from the Goveranment. From the Government to Dbankers, millmen,
manufacturers, and laborers.

This dairyman, when be goes to the local farm-loan association un-
der the Hollls Rural-Credits Act, will be told that the doors are closed
to him. 'That one part of the Government-foresaw these difficulties
and consequent har higﬂ and wished to buy these farm-loan bonds so
that fresh capital might be furnished to continue this fundamental
war work. But that the United States Senate made it impossible to
go beyond the fiscal year of June, 1918, .

What will he think? How will he feel to see the foreclosure of his
Indust?' that is so fundamental to the carrying on of this war for a
world democracy? The collateral that lies behind these bonds is better
than any mercantile paper., The Government has stood behind the
mercantile interests of the country with far teas_securltf in tight-money
markets. The same arm of the Treasury has gone out in helgrul. hope-
ful ways to the ?urely business men of the country. Why not on
much better security and necessity. The way of patriotism lles that
we farmers shall not demand the marketing of our farm-loan bonds
just now. The liberty bonds must have the right of way.

The logic that makes it necessary to spend some of this liberty
lonn money for bonuses to stimulate production without its being
stipulated in appropriation details makes it more than legitimate to
take up these farm-loan bonds. "l

The bonuses are necessary, we farmers have no doubt. Buat in them-
selves they will never return to the Treasury Department,

With the farm-lean bonds -it is different. If the Treasury Depart-
ment takes them up there will be an interest of 4% per cent flowing
back Into the Tmnsur!.

If they are taken for 1918, 1919, or whatever period the war may
last, there will be this interest return to the Treasury.

When the war is over and liberty bonds cease to hold the market
the farm-loan bonds can be sold by the Treasury Department, It will
have a better monof return than other money that it has used. It
will have its original sum back, with added interest.

f no other apprepriation can this be said. Of no other appropria-
tion can it be as truly said, * Life, and life more abundantly."” For
many a soldier. Perhaps for the Nation.

I have gone into these details beeause 1 must believe there is no
Senator in the Senate at Washington, when he sees the personal and
economie difficultles in which the farmers of our country work but
will be ?lad to keep open the doors of our Federal land banks.

The pinch is growing tighter. The threat of loss of home and farm
grows more ominous as the war lengthens. The day will come when

rivate greed in its short-sightedness will withdraw all its investments
rom farm mortgages. Not use they are unsafe but because they
can get more in the big, bonused war industries,

If that finds the farm-loan banks closed, because we took no heed
of a common obtigation, in the purchase of the best underlain bonds in
the world, this war will codapse, Millions will then have given their
Hves in vain and the reality of a democracy fade in an autocracy.

We pray God that we mﬂf be spared this cﬂlamitﬁr.

I wish to thank you again for the loyalty you have shown in this
purchase of the farm-loan bonds.

Sincerely, Lovis H. BUCESHORY,

AMr. GRONNA presented petitions of the Commercial Club of
Bismarck; of C. H. Belknapp, cashier of the First National
Bank of MecIntosh ; of E. N. Bosworth, treasurer of the National
Farm Loan Association of Raleigh; of W. A. Priess, secretary-
treasurer of the National Farm Loan Assoclation of Garrison;
of T. G. Nelson, of Dunn Center; of A. A. Hoiffman, president
of the Federal Farm Loan Association of Courtenay; of the
board of directors of the National ¥farm Loan Association of
Ray ; of the National Farm Loan Association of Lisbon; of the
Limbercreek National FFarm Loan Association, of Rawson; of
the National Farm Loan Association of Berthold; of the Na-
tional Farm Loan Association of Velva; of the National Farm
Loan Association of McVille; and of the National Farm Loan
Association of Bergen, all in the State of North Dakota, praying
for the passage of the so-called administration bill amending
the Federal farm-loan act, which were ordered to lie on the
table.

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of C. J. Kindred, of
Grenoble, Pa., and the petition of J. Clarence Davies, of New
York City, N. Y., praying for the importation of Chinese farmers
into the United States during the war, which were referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented the petition of Charles C. Doten, of
Plymouth, Mass.,, praying for the enactment of legislation to
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pension soldiers who served less than 90 days, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. THOMPSON presented a petition of Federal Employees’
Local Union No. 49, of Leavenworth, Kans,, praying for an in-
crease in the salaries of Government employees, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina presented a petition of sundry
railway postal clerks of Columbia, Greenville, Sumter, and
Walhalla, all in the State of South Carolina, praying for an
increase in the salaries of postal employees, which was referred
te the Committee on Post Oflices and Post Roads.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Aiken, Lan-
caster, and Richland Counties, all in the State of South Carolina,
praying for the submission of a Federal suffrage amendment to
the legislatures of the several States, which were ordered to lie
on the table.

Mr. FERNALD. I present a resolution adopted at a meeting
of the Maine branch of the Woman's Party, which I ask to have
printed in the Recorp. . ’

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Senator Berr M. FERNALD,

Dear Sir: Resolution adopted at :mua\‘.i.mil held under amnplaes of
Maine branch of the Woman’s Party at Frye Hall on January

“ Resolved, That this meeting call upon President Wilson and the
Democratic administiation to give effective support to the national
suffrage amendment by making it an administration measure and secur-
ing its passage in this session of Congress, at a time when the Govern-
ment is cal upon the women of the Nation for their indispensable
services to assist in bearing the burdens of the war; be it also

“ Resolved, That thls meeting call upon the Congress of the United
States to pass at once the deral suffrage ame ent, establishing
at home that democmcgetqr which the men of this country have been
called to fight sbroad ; it further

* Resolved, That this resolution be sent to the President; the Vice
President ; Speaker CHAMP CLARE ; Sepator THOMAS MARTIN, Demo-
eratic leader of the Senate; Hon. Craupe KrrcHiN, Democratic leader
of the House of Representatives; Hon. FRepERICK H. GILLETT, Repub-
lican leader ; and to our Bensators and Representatives.”

FLORENCE Brooks WHITEHOUSE,
COhairman Maine Branch.

Mr. PHELAN presented a petition of Fred Steele Post, No. 70,
Department of California and Nevada, Grand Army of the
Republie, of S8an Luis Obispo, Cal., praying that pensions of
veterans of the Civil War be made commensurate with the pres-
ent cost of living, which was referred to the Committee on Ap-
propriations.

He also presented a petition of the Yugoslavs of Oakland, Cal.,
favoring 'the declaration of war on Austria and declaring firm
allegiance to the United States, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

OSAGE INDIAN SCHOOL, OKLAHOMA,

Mr. CURTIS. From the Committee on Indian Affairs I report
back favorably with amendments the bill (8. 3223) providing for
the continuance of the Osage Indian School, Oklahoma, for a
period of 10 years from January 1, 1918, and I submit a report
(No. 187) thereon, T ask unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of the bill.

Mr. SMOOT. Let the bill be read.
¥ The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will read the

ill.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the third paragraph of section 4 of the act of
June 28, 1906 (34 Stat. L., 539), is bereg;a amended fo the extent that
the moneys therein provided for support of the Osage boarding school
may be used, in the discretion of the Seeretary of the Interior, for the
aamei‘})urposes as provided in said paragraph for a further period of not
exceeding 10 years from the 1st day of January, 1918 : Provided, That
gald moneys may be erendea without :imitation, except that there shall
not be expended more than $300 for annual support and education of any
one pupil: Provided further, That the foregoing shall also apply to ex-
penditures for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The first amendment of the committee was, on line 10, page 1,
before the word “ years,” to strike out * ten™ and insert “ thir-
teen.” :

The amendment was agreed to. i

The next amendment was, after the word “limitation,” in line
12, page 1, to insert the words “and shall include systematic
voecational instruction.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read : “A bill providing for the
continuance of the Osage Indian School, Oklahoma, for a period
of 13 years from January 1, 1918."

THE COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY.

Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred
Senate resolution 168, reported it without amendment, and it
st considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as fol-
OWS

Resolved, That the Committee on the Libmrty, or any subcommittee
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized durlng the Sixty-fifth Congress
to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed

to report such hearings as may be had in connection with an sng ct
which may be pending before sald committee, the expenses tger-:o to
be paid out of the -tnntlnfent fund of the Senate, and that the com-
mittee or any subcommittee thereof may sit during the sessions or
recess of the Senate.

CLAIMS OF SIOUX INDIANS.

Mr. JOHNSON eof South Dakota. From the Committee on
Indian Affairs I report back favorably with an amendment the
bill (8. 2052) authorizing the Sioux Tribe of Indians to submit
claims to the Court of Claims, and I submit a report (No. 188)
thereon. A similar bill passed this body in the last Congress.
It has the unanimous recommendation of the committee and of
the department, and I ask for its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the im-
mediate consideration of the bill?

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill first be read.
mlﬂlfne PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ele., That all claims of whatsoever nature whieh the
Sioux Tribe of Indians may have against the United States, which have
pot heretofore been determined by the Court of Claims, may be sub-
mitted to the Court of Claims, with the right of appeal to the Supreme
Court of the United States by either party, for ermination of the
amount, if any, due said tribe from the United States under any treaties
agreements, or laws of Congress, or for the mlmp%r:}ariatlon of any of
the funds of said tribe, or for the failure of the United States to pay
said tribe any money or other Cﬂ'operty due ; and jurisdiction is hereby
conferred upan the Court of ims, with the right of either party to
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, to hear and deter-
mine all legal and equitable claims, if any, of said tribe the
United SBtates, and to enter judgment thereon.

Sgc. 2. That if any claim or claims be submitted to sald courts the
shall settle the rights therein, both legal and equitable, of each and all
the parties thereto notwithstanding lapse of time or statutes of limita-
tion, -and any Psyment which may have been made upon any claim so
submitted shall not be pleaded as an estoppel, but may be pleaded as an
offset in such suits or actions, and the United States shall be allowed
eredit for all sums heretofore pald or expended for the benefit of said
tribe or any band thereof. The claim or ¢laims of the tribe or band or
bands thereof may be presented separately or jointly by petition, subject,
however, to amendment, suit to be filed within five years after the pas-
sage of this act; and such action shall make the petitioner or petitioners
pnﬂ{ plainiiff or plaintiffs and the United States party defendant, and

y band or bands of said tribe the court may deem necessary to a final
determination of such suit or suits may be joined therein as the court
may order, Such petition, which shall be verified by the attorney or
attorneys employed by said Sifoux Tribe or any bands thereof, shall
get forth all the facts on which the claims for recovery are based, and
said petition shall be signed by the attorney or attorneys employed, and
no other verification shall be necessary. Official letters, papers, doeu-
ments, and public records, or certified copies thereof, may be used in
evidence, and the departments of the Government shall give access to
the attorney or attorneys of said tribe or bands thereof to such treaties,
papers, correspondence, or records as may be needed by the attorney
or attorneys for sald tribe or bands of Indians,

Sec. 3. That upon the final determination of such suit, cause, or
action the Court of Claims shall decree such fees as it shall find rea-
sonable to be paid the attorney or attorneys elrtlrlo:red therein by said
tribe or bands of Indians under contracts ated and approved as

rovided by existing law, and in no case shall the fee decreed by said

ourt of Claims be in excess of the amounts stipulated in the contracts
approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affalrs and the Secretary of the
Interior, and no attorney shall have a right to represent the d tribe
or any band thereof In any suit, cause, or action under the provisions
of this act until his contract shall have been approved as herein pro-
vided. The fees decreed by the court to the attorney or attorneys of
record shall be paid out of any sum or sums recove in such suits or
actions, and no part of such fees shall be taken from any money in the
Treasury of the United States belonging to such tribe or bands of Indians
in whose behalf the suit is brouggt unless speciﬂcalil*y authorized in the
contract approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secre-
tary of the Interior as herein provided : Provided, That in no case shall
the fees decreed by sald court amount to more than 10 per cent of the
amount of the judgment recovered in such cause, 3

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole,

The amendment of the. committee was, in section 2, page 2,
line 21, after the word * tribe,” to insert * or any other tribe or
band of Indians.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

The title was amended g0 as to read: “A bill authorizing the
Sioux Tribe of Indians to submit claims to the Court of Claims,
and for other purposes.”
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BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED,

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows:

By Mr. McCUMBER :

A bill (8. 3452) granting an increase of pension to 8. 8. Hub-
bell (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. SHERMAN:

A bill (8. 3453) for the relief of Volney M. Curry; and

A bill (8. 3454) for the relief of Calvin S. James: to the
-Commiitee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 3455) granting a pension to Willlam Washington
Poor;

A bill (8. 3456) granting an increase of pension to John M,
Stephens; and

. A bill (8. 3457) granting an increase of pension to Thomas AL
Wilkey ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. POINDEXTER : .

A bill (8. 3458) providing additional time for the payment
of purchase money under homestead entries within the former
Colville Indian Reservation, Wash. ; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

A bill (8. 3459) to amend an act entitled “An act relating to
the liability of common earriers by railroad to their employees
in certain cases,” approved April 22, 1908; to the Committee on
Education and Labor. :

A bill (8. 3460) granting a pension to Amy E. Wingreen,
now Macomber (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. WATSON :

A bill (8. 3461) granting an Increase of pension to Samuel V.
Presley ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. CALDER:

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 122) directing the Secretary of
the Treasury to permit the entry under bond of certain ship-
ments of distilled spirits; to the Committee on Finance,

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED,

H. J. Res. 23. Joint resolution authorizing and directing the
Secretary of the Interior to make an investigation and report
upon the advisability of establishing and maintaining Govern-
ment fuel yard or yards in the District of Columbia was read
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on the District
of Columbia,

CONSIDERATION OF TREATIES,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Are there further bills or
joint resolutions? If not, concurrent and other resolutions are
in order. If there be no resolutions, the morning business is
closed, and the calendar under Rule VIII is in order.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, there is on the table a resolution
coming over from yvesterday.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order is that when called
for such resolutions shall be handed down, which the Chair does
at the request of the Senator from Idaho.

The resolution (8. Res. 178) was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and the same is hereby,
directed to prepare a revision of the rules of the Senate relating to the
consideration of treaties so as to provide that all treaties hereafter
ehall be considered in the open executive sessions of the Senate, and,
when such revision is so prepared, to report the same to the Senate
for its consideration.

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Towa [Mr. Kexyox] desires
to address the Senate this morning, and I ask that the resolution
may go over without prejudice to ifs present position.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be taken.

AMENDMENT OF THE FEDERAL FARM-LOAN ACT.

Mr. OWEN, Mr. President, may T not ask, before the Sen-
ator from Iowa begins his address, to have the conference re-
port on the bill (8. 3235) amending section 32, Federal farm-
loan act, approved July 17, 1916, first disposed of? If it will
not take any great length of time, I should be glad to have
that action taken.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oklahoma
calls up the conference report heretofore submitted by him on
Senate bill 3235, which wil be read.

The Secretary read the report (8. Doc. No. 160), as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S.
3235) amending section 32, Federal farm-loan act, approved

"1y 17, 1916, having met, after full and free conference have

agreed to- recommend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows: -
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House and agree to the same.
Roeert L. OweN,
Henry F. Horirs,
A. J. GroNNa,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
CARTER GrAss,
MicHAEL F. PHELAN,
Everis A, HavEs,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President, I have not had time to examine
this conference report in detail, but I take it from the report
as submitted by the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr, OweN| that
the only change made in the bill as it passed the Senate has
been to increase the appropriation from $100,000,000 to $200,-
000,000. T will ask the Senator from Oklahoma if I am cor-
rect in that statement?

Mr. OWEN. The provision is that this amount shall extend
to July 1, 1919, giving 18 months in which this legislation shall
operate instead of six months. The system could hardly get into
good running order in so short a time as six months. The lan-
guage is:

Such purchases shall not exceed the sum of $100,0600,000 in either
of such fiscal years.

The words “such fiseal years” referring to the fiscal years
1918 and 1919.

Mr. SMOOT. In other words, Mr. President, it is proposed
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase farm-
loan mortgage bonds to the amount of $200,000,000.

When the bill was before the Senate, I called attention to the
fact that it was simply a beginning of the requests that would
be made upon the Treasury of the United States for the pur-
chase of farm-loan mortgage bonds, From information which I
have received from different parts of the United States, I am
quite sure that the statement I then made was correct. Only
Yeserday, Mr, President, before the Public Lands Committee, we
listened to a plea that as to all homestead entries on publie
lands of the United States which had been made one year be-
fore the passage of an act, which was to be introduced in the
Congress yesterday, patents should be granted immediately to
the locator. It was specifically stated that the object of the
legislation was to secure title to the land, so that their owners
could secure money from the Federal Farm Loan Board. Asked
as to what amount they expected to receive, the question was
not answered, nor do I believe that it could be answered. If it
is to be, Mr. President, a universal custom that one class of citi-
zens are to receive patents to the lands which they have home-
steaded, all citizens should receive the same consideration.

Instead of this legislation involving an expenditure of $200,-
000,000, we shall find ourselves in such a position that we shall
have to advance a billion dollars for this purpose. Evidently
there is a majority of Congress that feels that this policy should
be adopted. .

Mr. President, if {he Government of the United States were
in a prosperous financial condition at the present time and its
obligations were not growing by leaps and bounds, by billions
upon billions of dollars every year, there is no class of legisla-
tion, paternal in its nature, that I should prefer to this; hut what
I am fearful of, Senators, is that our system is going to break
down. The demands that are going to be made upon the Treas-
ury of the United States will be such that, even with the im-
mense resources of the United States, our financial system will
be loaded beyond all reason and power to meet. I am fearful,
Mr. President, that when the people understand this, when they
begin to realize what will be required of them by way of direct
taxation and also by way of bonded obligations, they will luse
confidence in the judgment of the men whom they have sent
here to represent them.

I notice that the bill to which I have referred was introduced
vesterday in the Senate by the Senator from Montana [Mr,
Myxrs], and I have litt{le doubt that it will pass. I know that
all of those who are affected by the proposed legislation have
just as much right to expect advances from the Federal Farm
Loan Board as those who already have the title to their lands,
I was told by one person interested in this legislation that it
ought to pass, because while billions are being spent for other
purposes, we also can add billions for this purpose just as well
as not, and that those desiring the money are entitled to it
It may be, Mr. President, that they are entitled to it Just as
uch as those who are to be beneficiaries of the appropriations
covered by the pending legislation; but I know that the day ig
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coming when a halt will have to be called. I ‘know that we
can not go on appropriating and authorizing the expenditure
of money as recklessly as has been done in the last 12 months,
1 am fearful of the result, and I felt that it was my duty to say
this much on this occasion. However, in saying it, Mr. Presi-
dent, I do not think that anything will come of it in the way
of defeating this conference report. I do it because I think it
is n duty I owe to my country.

I am not going to say anything more about the report; I pre-
sume it will be adopted ; but I do hope and trust that Congress
will at least stop and consider where we are drifting and what
the result of these appropriations covering untold millions of
dollars will be.

Mr. OWEN. Mr, President, T agree with the general idea
that we ought to be careful in our expenditures. In this par-
tienlar case the farm-loan associations have applied altogether
for about $200,000,000 in loans. The Farm Loan Board has
been able to let out something between $20,000,000 and $30,-
000,000 of loans. After this system was inaugurated the
United States entered into this world war and has had-occa-
sion, of course, to call for very large amounts of credits from
the country, so that the demands of the Federal Government
have made it much more difficult and awkward easily to market
farm-loan bonds, although they comprise a very excellent
security.

In this case, however, the proposed legislation only authorizes
the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, upon the re-
quest of the Federal Farm Loan Board, to purchase at par and
acerued Interest certain portions of the bonds, not to exceed
$100,000,000 in any fiseal year. It is not believed that quite
s0 much will be required, but it is necessary when men desire
to have the loans made to have available somewhere funds
from which these loans can be supplied; otherwise the need
of the individual for the loan will be satisfied elsewhere, and
the system itself will not operate or function as Congress in-
tended that it should.

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— £

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Okla-
homa yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. OWEN. I yield.

AMr. KING. I was under the impression that this bill merely
aunthorized the purchase by the Secretary of the Treasury of
not to exceed $100,000,000 in all of the bonds.

Mr. OWEN. Well, that was drawn for the current fiscal
vear, and it was amended so as to provide for the next fiscal
veur, because the current fiscal year will terminate on June
30 next.

Mr. KING. Do I understand the Senator to mean that this
may go on indefinitely?

AMr. OWEN. No; not at all; only for the present fiscal year
and the ensuing fiseal year.

Mr. KING. I want to say to the Senator, with his permis-
sion, that I have received a largze number of letters from vari-
ous parts of the country objecting to and, indeed, protesting
against this legislation. The letters, in the main, are to the
effect that the writers and the corporations with which they
are identified have loaned and are ready to loan whatever
money the farmers may require; that they are being taxed
very heavily by the Government in the prosecution of the war,
and they think that it is very unfair for the Government to
tax them, to take their money, and then to loan their maney
out to individuals, thus entering into competition with the cor-
porations in loaning money to the farmers of the United States.

If this were to be g permanent policy it seems to me that it
would be not only unwise but exceedingly dangerous and would
be committing the Government to a line of policy that is not
consistent with its funetions, and, indeed, is in contravention
of the functions of the Federal Government.

1 shall vote for the conference report, but I shall do so very
reluctantly; and I hope we may have the assurance of the
distinguished Senator from Oklahoma that no more legisla-
tion of this character will emanate from his committee, at
least for some time. *

Mr., OWEN. This request, of course, comes from the Farm
Loan Board, who have been met with the diflicnlties which I
have pointed out. I do not think it will embarrass the Govern-
ment in the least, and it will afford a means by which to in-
crease the output of raw materinls—eotton, flax, and foodstulfs
of all sorts—which are essential, of course, to carrying on this
war. It is regarded as essential to stimulate the production
of these materials and to carry out the policy which was laid
down by the Congress of the United States in adopting the
farm-loan banking system. -
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Of course, I appreciate that the banks and the mortgage com-
panies that have heretofore lonned money to the farmers re-
gard this system with some aversion. That is not unnatural,
because lending money to farmers was a profitable business,
especially in some parts of the West, where the farmers, be-
cause of the difficulty in getting credits, had to pay a very
high rate, a rate so high that it reaily obstructed in a serious
way the development of agriculture in the western parts of
the country.

Those are the reasons which justify this amendment to the
Federal farm-loan act, and I trust the Senate will give it its
approval.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when this matter was first
before the Senate I expressed my dissent from the proposed leg-
islation. Perhaps I was influenced to some extent by the fact
that the savings banks of my State are loaning money to farmers
at 5 per cent, and want to continue to loan money at that rate.
Not a single bond has been taken in the State of New Hamp-
shire, so that our people have no interest whatever in the mat-
ter: but it is evident that the Congress feel differently than I
do. The House originally passed the bill granting $100,000,000
for two years consecutively. The Senate amended it by making
it $100,000,000 for one year. I voted for thaf, and I regret
that the conferees on the part of the Senate have yielded to the
House in this matter ; but they have done so, and all I can do is
to vote against the conference report, which I shall do.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, just a word more.

I learn from the Federal Farm Loan Board that 80 per cent
of the applications for loans are for the purpose of paying loans
that are already carried by other institutions or private parties.
The object is, of course, to get a lower rate of interest than the
farmers now are paying, I should like to see the farmers get
as low a rate of interest as possible. That being the case, Mr,
President, there is no necessity of trying to deceive ourselves
by claiming that the advance of this money is going to increase
the production of farm products in the country. At least 80
per cent of it is not going to increase production, because all
the farmer will do is to receive the money and pay the obliga-
tions held against him to-day by some corporation or some indi-
vidual.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if I may interrupt the Senator
from Utah, I suppose the theory is that the Government will
never collect either principal or interest. Is not that it?

Mr, SMOOT. That is not the theory of the legislation.

Mr. LODGE. No; not of the legislation, but that is the theory
of the farmers?

Mr. SMOOT. Well, I would not say that.

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I must enter my protest against
that suggestion, because, of course, that is not the theory of
anybody.

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator think that these loans are
going to be paid, principal and interest?

Mr. OWEN. Absolutely. The Government could not have a
better security than this—not only the individual land, but

Mr. LODGE. Like the irrigation bonds; they are going to be
paid in that way, I suppose. .

Mr. OWEN. Noj; not like the irrigation bonds; very different
even from the irrigation bonds. The bond is secured by the
individual land; it is secured by a group who have a common
interest, and besides that it is secured by the common credit of
all of the land banks.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if they are careful in making
the loans, and the property is worth what the mortgage calls
;or. &E is possible that every dollar of it will be collected, if en-
0reed.

Mr. LODGE. If enforced; yes.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly.

Mr, GALLINGER. The Senator knows, however, that an ap-
peal has been made to Congress to let up on the collection of the
indebtedness to the Government on the part of parties who have
taken advantage of the irrigation law, for which I voted. Does
not the Senator think there will be an appeal from the poor
farmer, after a while, in this matter?

Mr. SMOOT. All that the Congress has done in that regard
has been to make the payments extend over a period of 20 years
instead of 10,

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, at the end of 20 years I can not say
what may happen ; but I know that under the irrigation projects
the advance of the Government is absolutely secure, because
it covers irrigated lands, and those lands never will be worth
less than they are to-day, and undoubfedly they will increase
in value in the future.
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Mr. GALLINGER. But does the Senator think that the Gov-
ernment will ever enforce its claim?

Mr. SMOOT. Well, I rather think it will.

Mr. GALLINGER. I am glad the Senator has faith.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr: President, may I interrupt the Senator?

Mr. SMOOT: Certainly.

Mr, NORRIS. Has the Senator any doubt that the Govern-
ment is going to get its money back on these irrigation bonds?

Mr. SMOOT. 1 think it will, as I expressed myself.

Mr. NORRIS. T think so, too; but the Senator answered as
though he thought there might be some doubt about it. Can
anybody question that those bonds are going to be paid?

Mr. SMOOT. I know what the Senator from New Hampshire
had in mind when he asked the question. I know that some of
the organizations have petitioned to be relieved of the obligation.

Mr. GALLINGER. That has been done.

Mr. SMOOT. That has been done:

Mr. NORRIS. But there has not been any relief from any
obligation. Nobody has been relieved from the payment of any
of those irrigation bonds.

Mr. SMOOT. No.one at all.

Mr. NORRIS., T de not think anybody has asked for relief,
I have not heard of it.

‘Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator there have been peti-
tions asking that they be relieved, but Congress has not acted
favorably upon those petitions.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President——

Mr. NORRIS. As far as the security Is concerned——

Mr; SMOOT. It is unguestionable.

Mr. NORRIS, It seems to me that we could not conceive of
better security than those irrigation bonds.

SMOOT. I wish the security back of the Farm Loan
Board bonds were as good as the security back of the irriga-
tion bonds.

Mr. OWEN. If the Senator will permit me there, it is quite
as good.

Mr SMOOT. T will say to the Senator from Oklahoma that
I have received reports in some cases already to the effect that
ihe loans are not amply secured.

Mr. OWEN. The reports, I am satisfled, can not be true,
because out of $200,000.000 of applications they have only
granted about 10 per cent, and the board is very scrupulously
careful about it. Besides that, If there were an individual case
where by some accident of administration the lands were not
quite worth the amount of the loan the mortgage is secured by
the combined credit of all the land banks,

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, may I make an inquiry?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Illinois?

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly.

Mr, SHERMAN. I hail with great satisfaction the announce-

ment as well as the statement made by the Senator from

Nebraska and others that all of the irrigation bonds are good
T have a number of constituents holding irrigation bonds in the
Southwest that will be greatly pleased with that announcement.
They ean be had by the Government at much less than par, and
T can get hold of them within 48 hours. We paid par for them,
but we can not get it.

- Mr. SMOOT. I mean the Government reclamation projects,
not the irrigation projects that have been started by innumer-
able companies with the view of selling lands, knowing very
well when they began the project that it would not be suceessful.
I will admit that there are a number of those.

Mr, SHERMAN, The Senator, then, is confining himself en-
tirely to the Government reclamation areas?

Mr. SMOOT. Entirely so, and entirely to the $30.000.000 that
the Government has advanced for the purpose of building these
reclamation projects.

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will permit me, T have had a
great deal of correspondence from former residents of the Mis-
gissippi Valley who have gone to these reclamation areas, and
the conditions are far from ideal on the part of many of the
farmers; and either amendments of the law or some changes
will be required, or there will be great unrest, to say the
least of it.

Mr. LODGH. Yes.

Mr. GRONNA and Mr. POINDEXTER addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To whom does the Senator
from Utah yield, if to anyone?

Mr. SMOOT. T think the Senator from North Dakota rose
first. I yield to him, and then I will gladly yield to the Senator
from Washington.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, T simply want to say to the
Senator from Illinois that I trust he will not have it understood
that the bonds to which he refers are Government bonds or any-

thing that the Government has anything to do with. The bonds
to which the Senator from Illinois refers are private bonds,
bonds of corporations er individuals, and I do net think that has
anything to do with this legislation,

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I would rather have a farm
in the irrigated country covered by some of these private bonds
than in anything I have seen: that the Government has under-
taken to develop.

Mr. GRONNA. T could tell the Senator from Illinois some-
thing about these bonds. They are issued——

Mr. SHERMAN.. T could tell the Senator from North Dakota
a great deal about them, too. I have traveled in that country,
and some of my clients have investments there, They would
like to have their money back, but it is a glimmering hope, I
have chased a great many of those rainbows in my time.

Mr. GRONNA. With the permission of the Senator from
Utah, may I ask the Sfenator from Illinois a question?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

Mr. GRONNA. Are the bonds to which the Senator lms ref-
erence bonds issued by corporations?

Mr, SHERMAN. Yes, sir; but they cover projects in the
same territory in which the Government is endeavoring to 1ift
itself over its financial fence by its own bootstraps, and it will
meet with the same failure that individual effort does. The Gov-
ernment has no supernatural power of finance,

Mr. POINDEXTER. DMr. President, if the Senator will permit
me now——

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator from Washington.

Mr. POINDEXTER. It is perfectly evident that the Senator
from Illinois, if he has ever seen a Government reelamation
project, must have passed through it in a very hurried manner,
and that he knows nothing whatever abuut the general condi-
tion of affairs on those projects.

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, I know far too much

Mr. POINDEXTER. I decline to yield, Mr. President, until
I get through.

Mr. SHERMAN. All right; I shall be happy to have the Sena-
tor yield after the proper interval,

Mr. POINDEXTER. The Senator speaks about the possibility
of there being a condition of unrest on some of these projects.
I have never seen any place where there was not more or less
unrest. There has been a good deal of uncest in the eity of Chi-
eago. There has been a good deal of unrest in East St. Louis.

Mr. SHERMAN. And in Seattle,

Mr. POINDEXTER. There has been unrest in a great many
parts of the State of Illinois, but we would not necessarily eon-
demn such great States because some of the people are dissat-
isfied. No more ought you to condemn this great system of
reclamation of arid lands, which is a demonstrated success,
becnuse some people to whom the Senator has talked have not
found conditions to be ideal.

The same circumstances confronted the seftlers of the entire
West. All the pioneer country of the United States had its
periods of hardships and difficulties to contend with; but they
have gone on until they have added a good many prosperous
and wealthy States to the Union, and wealth and prosperity
will undoubtedly flow from the great majority of the Govern-
ment reclamation projects.

There is just one other word I want to say in connection with
my remarks, and that is that in my opinion there is nothing
unreasonable in the applieation of these settlers for the exten-
sion of the time of payment of the expenses of the reclamation
from 10 years to 20 years. My opinion is that it would be
more reasonable, it would be better security, it would be juster
to the settlers if the period were 40 years rather than 20 years,
with a system of partial payments each year, which in that
period of time would enable them to retire the principal as well
as pay the interest without hardship.

That has been the experience of other governments which
have had reclamation problems to deal with. They have dis-
covered that men going into a new and entirely wild country
can not begin making money the first year after they have put
water on the land; that a considerable period of time must
elapse before they can begin to get returns.

Mr, SHERMAN, Mpr, President

The PRESIDENT pro temipore. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Tliinois?

Mr, SMOOT. Yes; I yield to the Senator.

Mr. SHERMAN. The proverbial effort to extract blood out
of a turnip is a profoundiy profitable ocenpation compared with
the Government effort to get crops out of a large part of the
arid Southwest. The trouble is that where individual initiative
and industry will not get anything out of the soil, a Govern-
ment fiat will be equally a failure.
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- The most-of the profitable territory has been occupied by
private capital. The Government is now engaged, in the terri-
tory named, in an effort to attract, and it will attract, the same
character of loans that the rural-credit system will attract. It
will be loans that nobody else wants and nobody else will take.
That is the kind of loans you are getting now. You can not
deceive me on the farm-loan business. I know the territory
covered by the applications for farm loans in considerable
volume over the whole West and Southwest country; and the
margin between cost and investment is so narrow that no con-

servative investor or bond house would loan the money of any,

client upon that particular security. The Government, though,
being possessed of the endless resources of the faxpayer's
pocketbook, can take chances where no sane investment house
would do so. Outside of that it is business of that kind that
this $100.000.000 is required to finance.

Why, the truth is that the average irrigation system, planned
and executed by private undertaking, is successful where the
rvight kind of engineers and people who know the eountry and
have gauged its resources in advance have accurately esti-
mated what kind of development is possible. All of those are
successful. The Government has reached a water supply and
has covered territory that private capital would not take
chances on, or did not have the ability to develop, and has been
successful ; but it is a mistake to say that all the territories
to be developed are good securify.
west and the West wants, what they want in the Mississippi
Valley, where they are producing really the meats and the
breadstuffs of the world, is not Government coddling. They
want you to send them somebody that ean help do their work,
and on top of that can give them transportation and freight
cars to get to market the millions of bushels in the western
country that are now rotting In the fields.

Mr. President, commissions have come here, and advices from
London have told the American people to eat corn meal, and we
are enting it. We know how. It is a healthful diet. We are
saving our wheat and our flour for our allies that need it. In
one area in my own country, by actual computation, there are
more than 10,000,000 bushels of corn siill standing in the fields
in the shoek, There is not a grain elevator in all that magnifi-
cent corn belt that can buy a bushel of corn to-day, because they
can not sell a bushel of it in the market. They can not get
freight cars to reach it. The result is that all. this soft corn—
and the most of it in the corn belt is more or less frostbitten—
is standing there, a prey to inclement weather; and if there
should be an early wet spring before this corn is taken out of
the husk, literally millions upon millions of bushels of it can
be taken to the great centers, where I suppose the criminal grain
man lives, and has kilns and drying facilities of all kinds to dry
corn of this kind and to put it into food form. and in that way
it can be used. But If it stands where it is, with no freight cars,
it will rot in the fields, and the farmer in that country next
year or the coming spring will not put in the full acreage of
corn. That is the natural result.

What the farmer in this countiry wants is freight cars and
hired help. That he has not got, and no measure of this kind
will give it to him. -

Mr. SMOOT. Now, Mr. President, let us get back to the con-
ference report. -

Senators must not be deceived and think for a minute that
this $200,000,000 is not going to be used for the purchase of farm-
loan bonds, There are applications now to take the whole of it.

In justice to the Federal Farm Loan Board Congress ought to
express themselves at an early day by an amendment to the law
creating this board specifically stating what the policy shall be
hereafter, how far we want to go, and give the members of
the Farm Loan Board to understand that they can go just so far
and no farther.

Mr. President, in making that statement I know that I echo
the sentiment of some of the members of the board. As it is, the
board ean not differentiate between one application and another
unless after an investigation they decide that the security is not
good.

AMr. VARDAMAN. May I ask the Senator if they should not
be permiited to decide the question as to whether the security
is good or bad? Should not the board be permitted to exercise
their wise diseretion in determining that question?

Mr. SMOOT. They should be.

Mr. VARDAMAN. Do they? Does not the Senator think
that after the board employs all of its machinery for gathering
information regarding the value of the land upon which the loan
is made that it is =zafe to indulge the presumption that the
security is ample to make sure the payment of the loan?

Mr. SMOOT. It is not a question of the payment of the loan
that T am discussing now, nor the question whether the security

What ihe man in the South-

is good. It is a question as to how far we want to go in this line
of endeavor. The board do not know. They have applications
now for $200,000,000 that they can not meet. The only way to
meet them is for the Government of the United States to pur-
chase $£200,000.000 of these farm-loan bonds. I have no doubt,
I will say to the Senator, that in the next six months there will
be another $100,000.000, and within a year perhaps $500,000,000.
We might just as well understand that there are about $4,000,-
000,000 of farm loans in the United States, and, outside of a
small district on the eastern coast of our countiry, the rate of
interest runs from perhaps 6 per cent up. Every farmer who is
paying 6 per cent for his money and can gct it for 53 per cent
from the Government is going to make the application.

In this connection I wish to say, in answer to what the Sena-
tor from Oklahoma sald, that as far as the banks are concerned—
I mean the banks that are in commercial business or in the
saving business. and therefore for banking purposes only—in
many cases it will be a great advantage to them if the Govern-
ment of the United States will take the loans off their hands
that have been running so long. But where there is a loan agent
who ‘makes his'money by louning to farmers, who charges a
commission, and secures money probably from some individual
somewhere in the United States, all he is interested in is to get
his commission, and he naturally objects, but the objection does
pot come from the regular banks of the country to any great
extent.

Mr. VARDAMAN. The sooner the money sharks are put out
of busines the better for the farmer. The purpose of this act,
as I understand it, is to encourage and assist the farmer in the
development of his farm and promote the interests of agricul-
ture generally. It is not an investment by the Government—
the Government is not making the loan for the interest which
it earries, but the loan is made to stimulate the farmer in pro-
ducing all the things that grow in the ground—to encourage
the tiller of the soil, make farm life more attractive, and in that
way add to the material wealth of the country, and at the same
time strengthen those moral forces which we find always among
the sturdy progressive farming population.

The farmer has been the victim of the money changer for all
ages and the purpose of this aet is to liberate him and make
him independent. The borrower is too often the servant of the
lender. There is nothing more .humiliating and discouraging
than debt, and for that reason the Congress enacted this benefi-
cent law that the farmers might be free to use their betier
judgment—work with hope and enjoy the produets of their own
toil. It was supposed that it would greatly enlarge his enter-
prise, and in that way reflect prosperity over the entire country.
It seems to me that it is a very proper use of the Governient
function to render this assistance, if that will be the effect.

Mr. SMOOT. I know that is the claim which is made. and
as far as 20 per cent of appleations are concerned perhaps that
will be the result; but I want to say to the Senator there are
applications to borrow money upon property upon which money
has already been borrowed at a higher rate of interest as far as
80 per cent of the applications are concerned. All the advan-
tage there is in it would be to allow the farmer to borrow his
money at a less rate of interest than he is paying to-day.

Mr. VARDAMAN. The Senator will pardon the further in-
terruption, and permit me to say that the purposeé of this law
is to afford the farmer an opportunity to get from under the
control of the shylock, who by sapping his very industrinl life-
blood prevents the development of his farm, denies him the
comforts of home, and eats up all of his substance by demand-
ing exorbitant interest. If the money which the farmer borrows
from the Government at a low rate of interest shall be used for
the payment of an outstanding debt upon the land and the im-
provement of the land and, in addition thereto, stocking his
farm with a better breed of cattle, horses, hogs, and so forth, I
can not conceive of a better use to which the money could be
devoted.

As I have said heretofore that is the purpose of this legis-
lation. As the farm is the substratum upon which all indus-
trial prosperity rests, it is an inscrutable mystery to me how
wise statesmen can afford to oppose measures of this character
when they ought to know that the very class of people who ob-
jeet to the Government lending money to the farmer depend
in the last analysis upon the products of the farm for their
own material prosperity.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not want to say anything
further in relation to the report at this time, knowing that the
report Is going to be adopted.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, some observations have
been made apparently with the purpose of discrediting somewhat
or causing a lack of confidence in the farm-loan system as pro-
vided in the farm-loan act. I think it is wholly unjustified.
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This bill is made the excuse for an argument of that kind and
for intimations and claims that the system is proving unsatis-
factory, and, as stated by some one, that the whole scheme is on
the verge of ‘bankruptey. There is absolutely no foundation for
that. The plan and system are working admirably. The system
is n magnificent success. If it had not been for the war rondi-
tions there never would have been any need for this sort of legis-
lation, and I do not believe now there is any real need for it.
My own opinion is that these farm-loan bonds will sell through-
out the country as rapidly as the people get aequainted with
their merits. They will have to be somewhat pressed perhaps
in order that people may be informed of their nature and their
character and what they mean, T would guarantee——

Mr. NORRIS., Mr, President——

Mr. FLETCHER. Excuse me one minute, Senator. I wounld
undertake to take the stump in this country from one end of it
to the other and let any man on this floor go with me and offer
to sell Government bonds, and T will guarantee to sell five times
as many farm-loan bonds as he will sell Government securities,
at prevailing rates of interest and terms. Now, the situation is
one that simply ecalls for these bonds being placed before the
, public in a way that the public will know what they are and to
have to some extent at least their merits made known.

The first issue of these bonds at 44 per cent sold at a premium
of 1% cents without the slightest difficulty. No other bonds
offered in this country except Government bonds have ever sold
like these farm-loan bonds. They have sold in the distriet I
know in which my State is located, composed of North and
South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, as promptly as they
were offered; the demand for them exceeded the supply; and
the requests to-day for them are numerous. There would not be
the slightest trouble about selling those bonds down there. and
1 do not believe there would be trouble anywhere in selling the
bonds if they are known to the public and if there were not
some reason for not pushing them. I can see what the reason
might possibly be. The Treasury is in need of money. They
have offered liberty bonds to the publie, and the public has taken
the liberty bonds very patriotically. They are offering now
savings stamps and other governmental securities to the public.

It is possible that the officials in charge of the financial
affairs of the Government think it wise not to put in competi-
tion with Government securities these farm-loan bonds, think-
ing that it would be better to have the money which comes in
from the sale of Government securities to the extent named in

this bill—$100,000,000 for this year and the same next—come:

out of the Treasury and take up these bonds by the Govern-
ment. I do not speak as to that with any knowledge or
authority, It is just a supposition. It is an abselutely safe,
sound, and wise investment of Government money in these
bonds. They will draw 43 per cent interest, or, if they sell
them at 5 per cent interest, whatever rate they draw the Gov-
ernment will get:

It is perfectly ridiculous to intimate here that there is any
idea or possibility under this law for the farmers who borrowed
money to escape the payment of principal i:nd interest pre-
cisely as they agreed to do. It would be dishonorable in the
first place; but it is utterly impossilfle. No berrower ever con-
ceived of any such notion. There is not a man who has bor-
rowed money under the farm-loan system who does not propose
to pay every dollar of it as it falls due. He will be obliged to
pay it, and he understands that.

The people interested in this system are just as anxious to
make these securities safe as the people who buy the bonds,
because they know the minute the bonds become discredited in
any way, or there is the slightest lack of confidence in them,
that minute the rate of interest will go up and every man who
borrows will have to pay an increased interest, because the
bonds can not be sold at the low rate of interest that they may
be sold for when it is known that they are absolutely safe.
Every man interested in the system is anxious that the bonds
should be safe beyond any question and that they should be
taken on that basis. The borrowers are composed of members
of the National Farm Loan Associations. HEach association
must have 10 or more members, and the aggregate call for loans
must be not less than $20,000 from each association before it
is chartered. The property. is submiftted with each application
for a loan. Tt is examined by a committee appointed by the
National Farm Loan Association, An appraisal committee
from that association appraises the property. That is checked
up by an appraiser chosen by the Farm Loan Board, recom-
mended by the bank of the distriet. That appraiser passes
upon the value of every particle of the security offered for
loans; and the law says that mo loan can be made exceeding 50
per cent of the actual value of the land and 20 per cent of the
actual value of the improvements upon a farm, and the loans

‘Colorado mentioned that,
statement T was making, but it ought to be made perfectly plain

must be made to persons who are engaged in agriculture and
for the purposes set forth in the act.

There is no need of amending the act. There is no reason
for the suggestion of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Satoor]
that Congress ought to outline to the Farm Loan Board to what

‘extent they should make loans and for what purposes. The act

is plain and definite upon that point. One of the purposes is
to pay off existing liens; another is to improve the farm in
order that production may be increased, and so forth, The
act is perfectly plain. The Farm Loan Board have only to
see that the money is used for the purposes named in the act,
and each application before & man is eligible to secure a loan
is based upon the provision; of the act and must set forth
the purpese for which it is desired. So there is no need of any
legislation there,

The only reason that I can see for this legislation is that those
who are responsible for the financial affairs of the country feel
rhat it is wiser that the money from Government securities may
be used to this extent to purchase these bonds rather than have
the bonds offered to the public in vompetition with Government
securities. It is a perfectly safe investment. After the loan
is made to an extent not exceeding 50 per cent of the value
of the land and 20 per cent of the value of humprovements you
have the mortgage upon the land, you have the individual re-
sponsibility of the borrower, you have the guaranty of his
association back of the loan, you have the guaranty of the
bank and the guaranty of all the other 11 banks that the bond
is safe and the security is sound. There can be nothing more
secure than that.

Why, what are Senators thinking about? The capital In-
vested in the farms of this country to-day amounts to $50.000,-
000,000, according to the latest estimate, The value of the farm
products in 1917 was over $21,000,000.000. If that is not a basis
for security of any sort, if that does not protect the bondholder
where bonds are issued against mortgages on that kind of prop-
erty, in Heaven's name where are we to find security?

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I should like to emphasize,
as it were, one thing that I think the Senator from Florida has
not emphasized sufficiently, I agree that he has made a very

‘strong presentation of the safety and soundness of these se-

curities, but there is one other factor in it that it seems to me
has great strength, and that is the fact that every .one of these

‘mortgages is made by the men who form the farmers' association,

and then in addition the property itself is held as a sacurity for
the bonds that are issued.

Mr. FLETCHER. Precisely.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Then if there is an overvaluation made
upon one farm it means that all the other 9 men or 20 men in
the association have got their farms hypothecated for the pay-

‘ment of the bonds. Consequently I can not conceive how there

can be a loss. My fear at the time the original bill was pre-
sented wus that the other farmers would not unite to hypothe-

cate their own lands for the payment of every other loan that

was executed in the association; but they have dons it and
they are willing to do it. They have confidence in their asso-
ciates, and the bondholder does not take any risk whatever.,
Mr. FLETCHER. Precisely. I am glad the Senator from
I thought it was included in the

that when these mortgages are sent up to the bank from the
various farm-loan associations, having started from the indi-
vidual borrower, each association not only sends to the farm-
loan bank of the district the mortgages from that association,

‘which have the approval not only of the local association but of

the appraiser selected by the board and of the bank which has
passed upon them, but all those mortgages are put together, we
will say $500,000 all told in any district, and against those mort-
gages these bonds are issued. Those are the bonds in which it
is proposed the Treasury may invest $100,000,000 under the bill,
It is absolutely safe. They bear the interest that is specified in

‘the bond, and beyond all question it is as sound a security as

the Government could have under any circumstances for any
money it may have in the Treasury.

Mr. BANKHEAD. 1 should like to ask the Senator from
Florida if the bonds are not exempt from any form of taxation.

Mr. FLETCHER. They are exempt from every form, munici-
pal, county, State, national, income tax—everything except in-
heritance tax.

Mr. BANKHEAD. T wish to ask a further guestion. These
bonds bear 53 per cent interest on their face. Would not that
be equal to 63 per cent?

Mr, FLETCHER. I think so. And more than that. The

‘4} per cent bonds have sold at a premium of 1§ cents, as stated,
.and I should say that investment is equal to 2t least an ordinary

loan on mortgage at 6 per cent.
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Mr. BANKHEAD, In that ease, would not the public buy
these bonds instead of buying Government bonds which carry a
lower rate of interest?

Mr, FLETCHER. That is the very reason I stated in the
outset why I could sell more farm-loan bonds than any man on
this floor could sell Government securities if the effort were
made in that direction. I can see how that might be pressed so
far that it would interfere with the revenue coming in from the
sale of war serip and liberty bonds and all that sort of thing,
and it would be to the interest of the Government to derive this
revenue from other sources and then invest it in these bonds to
the extent named here, It is no favor to the farmer, =

Mr. BANKHEAD. I quite agree with the Senator from
Florida. He is eminently correct.

Mr. FLETCHER. There is no favoritism shown anywhere.
There is no discrimination anywhere. This is an absolutely
safe and sound proposition for the Government, and I can not
see the slightest objection to it.

As I said at the outset, I do not really see the necessity for
it. If proper effort were made to sell these bonds, I believe they
would be sold. I ean fully understand how the applications
now mount up to a considerable sum, but I rather commend the
Farm Loan Board for taking time to see that every borrower
lives up to and complies with the law. In making the system
absolutely safe, let them take enough time to do that. There is
no need to hurry so fast that chances are taken or risks un-
necessarily run. Fer that reason, up to this time, the amount
of actual loans does not perhaps equal what was anticipated;
but, in my judgment, that is simply an evidence of the caution
and ecare of the board. Perhaps sometimes there have been
unnecessary delays, but it is all the more commendable, so far
as they are concerned, that they are exercising such care and
caution. I think the conferees on the part of the Senate acted
wisely when they receded from the action taken by the {Senate
and In yielding to the House.

I shall, of course, support the report of the committee of
conference,

Mr. KENYON obtained the floor.

Mr, HOLLIS. Mr. President, I know there are several friends
of rural eredits who would like to speak on this conference re-
port, but I am sure they will forezo that pleasure if the Senator
from Towa will merely let us vete cn the matter now.

Mr. KENYON. I was going to make my remarks on the con-
ference report; but, of course, if there can be a vote now taken
upon it, T shall not do so,

Mr. HOLLIS T think no other Senator wi!l insist upon speak-
ing on the conference report, and that we ean get it out of the
way. I as™ that we miuy have a vote.

Mr. KEXYON. I want to be accommodating, and if the Sena-
tor from New Hampshire will gnarantee that there may be a
vote T sha'l yield for that purpose. I am, however, compelled
speedily to go to a committee meeting,

Mr. HOLLIS. I think I can guaran“ee that there will be an
immediate vote.

THe PRESIDENT pro tempore, The guestion is on the adop-
tion of the conference report.

The report was agreed to.

PEACE AND THE WORLD WAR.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I am not in the habit of taking
up much of the time of the Senate, but in view of the peace
propaganda that is now spreading to some extent throughout
the world T want to make a few observations about war condi-
tions and about pesace.

There has been a sort of monopoly of the Lord and His ut-
terances by the Kaiser; but in reference to the peace which he
is now attempting to bring to the world there are some things
in the Holy Seriptures, familiar, of course, to all of you, but
which I feel at liberty to point out, and which, it seems to me,
are very applicable to his situation. The old prophet Isalah
said:

The way of peace they know not; and there I8 no judgment in their
gninFS: they have made them crooked paths; whosoever goeth thereln
shall not know pence. (Isaigh lix, 8.)

And in Romans we find:

Their throat is an open sepulchre ; with their tongues they have used
deceit ; the polson of asps is under their lips.

Whose mouth is full of cursing and bitterness.

Their feet are swift to shed blood.

Destruction and misery are in their ways.

And the way of peace bave they not known.
mTilit-relés no fear of God before their eyes.

, 17, 18.)

Another passage in Ezekiel, which T commend to the Kaiser,
who Is so accustomed to quoting Seripture for his purpose, is
this: X

Destruction eometh; and they shall seek peace, and there shall be
none. (Ezekiel vil, 26.}

(Romans ii, 13, 14, 15,

We have just passed through the season of “ peace on earth,
good will to men.” Never before in the history of the world
has there been a time when there was so little peace on earth
and so much hatred among men.

In the last three and a half years probably 10,000.000 men
have been killed in war. Forty million, at least, are now under
arms. The war is costing the world $75,000,000 a day, and.in a
few years the war debts of the world will run into the trillions.

Staggering as these fizures are, however, it is not a time
for pessimism. Justice, somewhat delayed, is on its way to
trinmpn ; ideals are holding their place; and the world can re-
joice that out of the turmoil of the past year at least one in-
spirational event has happened, namely, the capture of Jeru-
salem from the atrocity-loving Turks, and there is a firm resolve
on the part of the civilized world that it shall never be returned
to them.

Our Nation has loved peace and hated war. It has looked
forward to the time when throughout the world “ swords would
be beaten into plowshares and spears into pruning hooks.” It
wanted no quarrel. It was willing that other nations should
live and enjoy the best there was in life. It sought no terri-
torial aggrandizement. America was content and happy itself
and desired only the same for others.

The great Republic has learned, however, that it does not
take two to make a quarrel. One person or one nation, deter-
mined und persistent in the determination, can always provoke
a quarrel if the other indlvidual or other nation has one spark
of red blood within it.

Everyone had a right to disagree as to the wisdom of entering
the war before we entered it, and to talk, work, and vote
against our participation therein; but since we are in this war,
and have undertaken the mightiest task the Republic has ever
attempted, the right now does not exist to say or to do a single
thing to make more difficult the accomplishment of the national
purpose. Most of those who opposed the war, in a spirit of
patriotism, I believe, now subscribe to the philosophy of De-
catur, “ My country—in its dealings with foreign nations may
it always be right; but right or wrong, my country!"” Our
people have come to better understand the great purpose of the
war. Many thoughtful men who hesitiuted long as to the wisdom
of our going into the war, who honestly believed that we might
have remained out of it, are now thoroughly convinced that they
were wrong, and whole-heartedly are determined that the mat-
ter shall be fought through to a peace that will make future
wars impossible. The time to have kept out of the war was
before we go Into it. Those who are now trying to help in
bringing about a patched-up peace and lend their influence in
that direction are weakening the American forces, injuring the
country, and interfering with the preparation we must make.
We have taken hold of this tremendous job, Are we going
to see it fo a finish, or are we going to dilly-dally and assist in
setting some kind of g peace that will amount to nothing? We
had better bear in mind the words of a German statesman who
a short time ago, when Germany first became anxious about
the United States entering the war, said that the amount of
indemnity they would ask from our country would be something
like $89.000,000,000. It will cost us more to lose this war than
it will cost us to win it., They will need a better collection
agency than ever yet has been devised to collect the

Possibly, Mr. President, we could have remained out of this
war for a few years; we could have indulged in our easy,
money making, and selfish life a little longer ; but eventually we
would have been presented with the alternative of either going
into war or submitting to a vassalage of Germany. Were we
ready to give up the Monroe doctrine? If Germany conquered
France and England and took a part of Canada, what would we
do about the proposition? Were we ready to give up the free-
dom of the seas? Are the people of this Nation willing to give
it up now, to acknowledge the right of Germany to say to us
that we counld send one boat a week on certain parts of the sea,
provided it was painted like a barber’s pole? Were we willing
to recognize that * while the earth is the Lord’s and the fullness
thereof,” the sea is the Kaiser’s? We would sink below a
second-rate power were we to give up the freedom of the seas.
What would become of our merchants, our manufacturers, our
farmers, if one nation were to be permitted to dictate the mar-
kets of the world by controlling the seas? And, pray, from
whom did Germany secure the right to control the sea?

Thank God—and I have thanked Him more since I have
witnessed some of the butchery of the conflict—we came with
clean hands inte this war. We did net bring on this war. We
saw American citizens, women and children, go down in the
Lusitania to a watery grave without a ehanee; we saw broken
the promises of Germany made as to the future; we beheld the
Susser sinking beneath the waters wounded by a villainous
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torpedo; plot upon plot was concelved in the office of BernstoriT,
the German ambassador ; spies invaded our land; Von Zimmer-
mann plotted against us in Mexico and tried to arouse the
Mexicans by promises of giving them portions of our country.
How much longer could we have stood this reign of intrigue
and trickery? Yes; we could have kept out of the war on the
same theory that a man can keep out of a quarrel when another
comes into his house and slaps and insults his wife. He ecan
run out info the kitchen, crawl through the window and out into
the flelds, like a craven coward; but that is not the American
spirit. We had one alternative presented to us, “ fight or run.”
The American Nation found itself. It was not too proud to
fight for righteousness, just as now it is foo wise, or ought to be,
to make peace until the menace of Prussian militarism is ended.

We did not start the angel of death fiddling over the world,
but we are going to have something to say about how and when
the war is going to end. We had a distinet American issue, the
issue that has been presented so many times, the murdering of
our people, the closing to us of the seas. We had the oppor-
tunity to fight with the allies helping us or fight the battle
alone, So it was a wise choice to fight with the allies. Who
can deny this now? I believe the President’s course was wise,
although he was subjected to such severe criticism for waiting.
He kept us out of war as long as he could, but when at last we
were compelled to go in he had practically a united Nation
behind him.

Out of this war, incidentally, there is going to be a greater
respect for American citizenship. You remember the incident
of Paul. When they bound Paul he said unto the centurion
that stood by him, “Is it lawful for you to scourge a- man that
is a Roman and uncondemned?” The centurion then went to
the chief captain saying, * Take heed what thou doest, for this
man is a Roman.” And the chief captain was afraid after he
knew he was a Roman, because he had bound him. So in the
future when any nation attempts to injure an American citi-
zen, wherever he has a right to be, that nation is going to hesi-
tate, for it will be said, * Take heed what thou doest; this man
is an American citizen, protected by all the power of the
mightiest Nation of the earth.”

There is a greater issue, however, than what might be termed
merely the American issune. There is a world issue, and we
can not divorce ourselves from it. We must be a part of the
great world’s work whether we will it or not. Destiny places
us there. There are to-day, as has been pointed out, two great
systems in the world struggling for the mastery—autocracy and
democracy. One of these two systems must triumph. Both ean
not live and flourish. To make the world safe for democracy is
only half. We must make the world safe for humanity. And
in order to make the world safe for democracy we must do our
part to see that the Anglo-Saxon race does not go down. Autoc-
racy has been preparing for this contest for 40 years, while
democracy has been sleeping. It takes some time to awaken
democracy, but it is now thoroughly awake.

The German people have been taught that Germany is to rule
every nation; that the voice of Germany is the voice of God;
that God is a German God; that German institutions and the
German system must spread over and congquer the world. I
saw a poor Belgian, who had been a professor in a college, now
a porter around a hotel in London, who said, “ We pray to God
and the Germans pray to God; and it looks as if God was a
German God.” The writers and thinkers of Germany have not
hesitated to declare with becoming modesty that German rule
is essential for the world. This self-constituted partnership,
however, between the Kaiser as Emperor of Germany and the
Almighty is going to be dissolved, and we are going to help
do it.

I have some choice thoughts from German philosophers and
writers, which I will not take the time to read, but I will refer
to one from Pastor Lehmann. He says:

[Gems of German Thought.]

95. If God is for us, who can be against us? It is enough for us
to be a part of God. (On the German God, by Pastor W, iehmann,
quoted in H., A, H., p. TT.)

Another great writer of Germany says:

[Gems of German Thought.]

116, There lurks in our people something of the God consciousness
which inspired the Old Testament prophets. Very childlike, indeed,
but of far deeper meaning than he could guess was the saying of a
little boy to his Elaynmte at the outbreak of the war, “ I am not in the
least afraid. The God will help us, for he is German."” (K.
Engelbrecht, D, D. S K., p. 45.)

I will ask, Mr, President, to insert in the Recorp other ex-
tracts to which I have referred, without taking the time to
read them.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The exfracts referred to are as follows:
[Gems of German Thought.]

We thank our German Army that it has kept spotless the shield of
humanity and chivalry. It i8 true we belleve that every bone of a
German soldier, with his herole heart and immortal soul, is worth more
than a cathedral. (Prof. W. Kahl, D. R. 8. Z., No. 6, p. 5.)

96. We have become a nation of wrath; we think only of the war,
We execute God's nlmifhty will and the edicts of his justice we will
fulfill, imbued with holy rage, in vengeance upon the ungodly. God
calls us to murderous battles, even if worlds should thereby fall to
ruins., We are woven together like the chastening lash of war; we
flame aloft like the lightning ; like gardens of roses our woumls blossom
at the gates of heaven. (F. Philippi, quoted in H. A. H., p. 52.

101. The German soul is the world's soul. God and f}ermany belong
{: one another. (On the German God, by Pastor W, Lehmann, quoted

. A. H., p. 83.

142. 1 luokpuggn) it as absolutely the deepest feature of the German
character, this passionate love of right, of justice, of morality. This
is something which the other nations have not got. (On the German
God, by Pastor W. Lehmann, quoted in H. A, H., p. 79.)

185. The German must conquer; and when once he has conguered—
toda&or in a hundred years—no duty is more urgent than that of forcing
;h933)rmnn language upon the world. (H. 8. Chamberlain, K. A.,

Mr. KENYON. I stood one evening a little way below San
Quentin, near the third line of {renches. It was a Sunday
evening. I stood outside in the utter blackness of the night,
just about church time in our own country. As far as you
could see, the flashes of the great guns were visible, some of
them 20 miles away, that you could not hear, others nearer.
Rockets were going up from No Man's Land. I had read a
book going over on the boat, called * Where Is God?"” and as
that scene unfolded before me in the blackness of the night,
hell-fire literally on black cloth, I could not help repeating that
question, ** Where is God, that lets a thing like this go on?"

Germany, in her opinion, is in partmership with the Al-
mighty. This system that she has developed is not one of ad-
vanced civilization, as we have been taught in the past; it is
merely a system of the beast.

Germany is attempting to terrorize the world. She does not
understand the spirit of the British or the American people.
They know a “bluff” when they see if, because each one has
tried it on the other so many times, and they are not frightened
by bluff. Terrorism does not dismay them, especially when
their cause is just. Can it be possible that the thinking people
of Germany, if there are any thinking people left, believe that
their conduct can bring about peace? Do they believe that the
wild vaporings of the Kaiser as to the mailed fist are going to
frighten anybody? They have left a reign of terror through
Belgium and northern France; but Belgium, with only a little
territory left, amounting to two or three counties, is not dis-
mayed, nor is France.

A leading Frenchman said to me when we were talking
about the Germans and their victory in Italy, * Better give up
Venice "—it looked then as if they would take it—" better
give up Rome, give up Venice; better give up everything but
liberty.” You can not conquer such a people.

I am glad, Mr. President, that in this great contest to make
this whole world a safe place for ordinary individuals to live
in we can help France. All of us, I think, feel pret'y deeply
on that subject. We go back to the time when France looked
upon us as a little struggling Nation in the great family of
nations, trying to struggle into the light. We needed help.
They came. People stood at the old Liberty Hall at Philadel-
phia and watched Rochambeau as he went by with his troops
to Yorktown. Lafayette came, willing to give up his life for
this country. France cast its bread upon the waters a hun-
dred years ago. Now, almost wrecked, bleeding at every pore,
the great Republic comes none too soon.

The Rainbow Regiment happened to land in France—por-
tions of it—at ports that can not be mentioned because of the
censorship. I happened to see, a day or two afterwards, a gen-
tleman who saw the landing. He said: “ These boats waited
for a day or so at the harbor; then they drew up to the dock,
lined with boys in the American uniform,” and that is a great
sight. I saw myself three transports come in loaded down
with those boys in the American uniform. *The people had
assembled in this town. They all knew Americans were com-
ing, and as the boats came up, one after the other,” he said, “a
band somewhere started playing the Marseillaise.” He noticed
a little girl with her mother on the dock trying to talk and her
mother trying to explain, and he heard the words “Americaner,
Americaner.” TFinally the little girl comprehended it, and she
turned and put her arms around her mother, and, in French,
uttered these English words: “ Oh, Mother, they have come to
save us!”

It is a great thing, Mr. President, to have part in saving a
nation like France. I do not mean by that to have any part
in getting back any territory to France. I do not believe we
are carrying on war for that purpose; but, as a part of saving
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civilization, we are saving those poor people of France, and
they look up to us as a poor, weak sister to a great, strong
brother coming to save her. YWhen this war is over. I have
sald before and I reiterate it, I hope this great. rich Nation
will say to poor. bleading France: ** Keep all of the money we
have lvaned you. We ask not for the return of a single dollar.”

I had occasion a short time ago to go through northern
France. Wreckage and ruin were everywhere—inconceivable
ruin, Herculaneum and Pompeii were never more ruined than
some of these cities of France. Huving done this, no wonder
the Kaiser is willing to move out! No wonder he is willing
to have peace! Count Yon Hertling's terms, if I read them
right the other day, were that. ns to northern Franee, it was
to be subject to the self-<letermination of the people there.
Let the people of northern France determine whether they
want to stay with France, with their men practically killed
off, with the German intrignes and the German treachery and
the German mouney that can come in there! Any huand that
ever signed a peuce treaty for this country that did not de-
mand the restoration of northern France ought to be palsied
by the Almighty.

On the remuining walls of the buildings of many of these
towns are written the words, “ Nicht argern; nurwendurn”
(" Itage not; only wonder ). Cathedrals have been destroyed
everywhere, and vn the walls of some of them are written,
“With the love of your enemies.” They destroy the eathedrals
and then wire to the noble troops: “ On with God ! ™

In the case of the old eathedral at Albert, with the statue
of the Madonna and the child Jesus—a beautiful ecathedral
before this war—even the Madonna was not sacred. It has
been shelled until the fizure of the Madonna reaches out at
right angles, holding over the stricken town the little figure
of the child Jesus. Yes; “on with God!’

I want to put in the Recorp another one of those choice gems
of thought in that connection, by Prof. Kolb:

We thank our German Army. that has kept spotless the shield of
humanity and ehivalry. It is true that we believe tkat every bone of
a German soldier, with his heroic beart and immortal soul, Is worth
more than a cathedral.

Count von Hertling recently said in a speech that Germany
was saving Europe from ‘averica. Saving it—what mockery !
I do not want to indulge in any recitation »f horrors or atroci-
ties. 1 think there have bean brought to this country stories of
atrocities that are tremendously exaggerated, but the truth is
enough. DLlatters that are subject to absolute proof are enough.
Saving Europe from America—yes!

They have placed women and children before their soldiers in
charges against the Freneh troops. That is not a matter of
dispute. They have shelled the Red Cross hospitals. That is n
maiter T am ready to prove, They have killed the woumled
after the battles. Germany has lost its soul. Could a nation
that had a soul permit such things to go en? It has no honor.
It has broken every treaty made and every provision of The
Hague conferences. It has ob=erved no chivalry in the free-
masonry of arms. It has killed prisoners, poisoned wells, car-
ried girls away for worse than death. It has treated women as
beasts. Along the highways of France you will see the fruit
trees cut down., You will see in the little peasants’ yards, what
there is left of them, rose bushes destroyed—pure vandalism,
with no wmilitary purpose. You will be told: “ We are eoming
to a town now; you had better get out.” You get out of your
automobile and inquire: * Where is the town?" * This is the
town "—nothing but cellur holes; absolute wreck and ruin.  All
that is left of one town, Fricourt, is a little board marked
# Fricourt.”

Rather than have the things come to our country that have
been dealt out by the Huns to Belgium and northern France,
rather than have the women of our country treated as those
women have been treated. we had better die, every man of us;
and we will die, every one of us, if we are men, before per-
mitting it.

One man alone is responsible. He can sit In his splendor,
with his entire family around him. None of his sons have gone
down in battle. True, indeed, was the response of the Belgian
woman to a German soldler c¢hiding her about tnelr lost country
when she said, 1 woeuld rather have a king who has lost his
country than an emperor who has lost his soul.” It is not the
Germany of the old days, of Schubert's Symphony, of Liszt, of
Schiller, of Beethoven, of Goethe. It is the Germany of lust
and murder.

Do we wonder at any cruelty when we know that the Kaiser,
thl'()!'.ll.lgt!., his boyhood days and young manhood, despised his own
mother?

What can be expected from a man who despises his mother?
It is that same spirit that has permeated Germany—the spirit

of the Kaiser addressing his troops embarking for China, when
he said: “When you come in touch with the enemy, give no
quarter; take no prisoners. A thousand years ago the Huns,
under their king, Attila, made thems-lves a name which still
lives in tradition. Do you likewise. Strike home, so that for
a thousand years to come no Chinaman dere look askance at
Germany."”

This is the man why now wants peace, but wants his kind
of peace, Will America nibble at his bait?

What a horrible heritage Germany is handing down to her
posterity, if there be any posterity left! If one were asked te
rive his judgment as to the worst thing that Germany has
done in the war, what eould he say?

He who loved art and sculpture might answer: “The de-
struction of such magnificent cathedrals as Rheims, Arras, and
others, shows the vandalism of the Hun.”

Another would say: * Where could you find a worse atrocity
than the hombing of Red Cross hospitals?”

Another would reply : “Ah, yes; that is infamous, but what
do you say to the torpedoing of hespital ships. sending poor,
suflfering men, struggling even then for their lives, down to the
depths, without a chanes to escape?™ :

Another wouhll say the worst thing that bas been done was
dropping bombs on Cefenseless women and children.

Others would protest that the tuking of women amd girls
from Belgium and northern France. compelling them to work
against their own country, and subjecting them to every kind
of infamy, could not be ¢xceeded in cruelty.

Another would say that the shelling of boats on which people
were trying to escape from torpedoed ships reached the heights
of infamy ; and so the list would go on.

Among all the damning eruelties that have been inflicted by
the Huns it would be difficult to pick the worst, but the all-
dominating fact is that the very making am bringing about
of this war is the worst fact in connection with it. It did not
come spontanecusly, It was not started to protect auny rights,
It eame about through a system of intrigue practiced through-
out the world, through a training of the German people that
their mission was to suhdue others, and that no one had a right
to live without their consent. We are engaged now in teaching
them that the people of the world propose to live without their
aid or consent.

Germany and Austria are in a conspirney against freedom.
We have declared war against Austria, and it is well, Germany
is assisting Turkey. No nation can be a partner of Turkey
without being an accessory to Turkey's infamous crimes. We
ought to declare war against Turkey unless there be some good
reason otherwise,

America’s part in this great contest can not be overestimated.
The allies are counting upon us for tremendous things. The
great problem of transportation is, of course, the most difficult
for us, but it is a problem that we will solve. We talk of
sending soldiers by the million, and we will; but we must
realize the difficulties of this problem. We will solve it much
sooner if all ambitions and wranglings are laid aside upon the
part of those who have charge of the construction of our ships.

Ships, ships, and more ships is the ¢ry of the hour. Our
duty is to hasten. The Russian situation has added to our
responsibilities. France is calling loudly to us for help. The
saddest words this Nation can ever write, if it fails in this
emergency by reason of delay will be the words, * too late.,”
There are no sadder words in langnage, When the Savior in
the Garden of Gethsemane ashked His discipies to watch with
Him and they went to sleep and, coming back again and again
to them, the Savior said: * Sleep on now; it is too late.” May
no historian write those words as an epitaph for the great
Republie. England was almost toe late. Had it not been for
the magnificent inspiration, courage, and wise statesmanship
of one man she would have been too late. That man stands as
the most beloved man among the continental allies, the 'remier
of England, Lloyd-George,

Peculiarly are the various forces correlated in this war.
Infantry can do nothing without artillery, artillery but little
without airships, airships do nothing unless they are trans-
ported across the sea. The peculiar relationship of artillery
and airships is illustrated by an incident near Vimy Ridge.

Infantry ¢an not be used without artillery. Artillery in this
war is of but little use without the aeroplane. The great guns
shelling day and night accomplish a purpose of course, The
continual hammering destroys the morale of the opposition
troops. The allies are putting over into the Boches. as they
call them, at least five shells te one the other way. This
would indicate that the allies are superior in artillery. But
there is the aeroplane. When I heard this iscussion about
aeroplanes blinding Germany I did mot attach the same im-
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portance to them that I did when I saw them floating above
trenches, going over and making sketches of enemy positions
and wirelessing back to the gunners. I might relate a little
incident as illustrating that. At a certain place a great gun
was under the hill and had to shoot up the hill and over to a
German battery, possibly 4 miles away. The aeroplane hov-
ereil high. At the first shot of this great gun under the hill
where they could not see the enemy the airship wirelessed
back * 100 kilometers too far,” At the next shot “ 50 kilometers
short.” The next shot landed squarely on the battery. That
would not have been accomplished possibly in hundreds of
shots without the aeroplane, So I come back from witnessing
some of those performances firm in my belief that with the
artillery and the aeroplane we must win this war. The more
aeroplanes we get the better, and the sooner we get them there
to blind Germany the better. Ten thousand aeroplanes starting
from behind the lines on a trip to Berlin would come mighty
near nailing the Stars and Stripes on the flagpole of the
Kaiser. -

When you travel the ocean nowadays you realize that tremen-
dous problem regarding ships. That includes destroyers, and I
pause to say that we have done marvelous work with our
destroyers. The captain of one of the great ocean liners told
me that within three days after the American destroyers ar-
rived it was noticeable in the submarine campaign.

Nobody can say we have not done anything in this war, be-
cause the record of our destroyers is a proud record. They are
beautiful little instruments of the sea. They especially appear
beautiful when you have been five or six days wondering what
the submarine zone is going to look like, and you find them aside
your boat some morning four or five hundred miles out from the
Irish coast. They bob up and down, with the waves going over
them. Those boys never sit down. At a meal they eat out of
their hands. . They are some of the unnamed and unknown heroes
of this war, and they seem to have a new way of doing this.
Instead of circling around as the British destroyers and the
French destroyers, when they see a submarine they go right
straight for it. There are chances in that; oh, yes; but they
are swift enough and skillful enough almost to dodge the sub-
marine, and the submarine has learned it. The American boys
on these destroyers have put the fear of God into the commanders
of the submarines. Let us increase the destroyers until wher-
sver there is a submarine the destroyers will be after them and
the sea will be rid of the most hellish of satanic devices pressed
to completion by the devil’s chief of staff, commonly known as
the Kaiser.

In this era of criticism I pause here to remark that no criti-
cism has been made of our Navy. Lloyd-George a few days ago
congratulated our Nation on the splendid work of our Navy.
Let no one say we have done nothing in this war, We helped
to destroy the submarine. Our Navy is doing some of the most
essential work of the war. All honor to the boys of the American
Navy, to the work of Admiral Sims, and fo the splendidly effi-
cient Secretary of the Navy, Josephus Daniels.

Our boys over there are doing splendid work. If we can not go
over and fight, let us insist that they shall have everything
reasonably necessary to their comfort. Heroes, all of them! Let
it never be said that the great Republic does not care for the
wives and children left béhind, and may it never be that those
boys over there when they shall come home, as most of them will,
will ever be in want.

Now, I want to say something about this. it will not suit some
of my friends. I have observed in the papers criticism of the
drunkenness of the American soldiers and comment as to certain
diseases. As to those diseases I want to say that they are less
than a fraction of 1 per cent—less than the statistics would show
of any large city in this country. As to the drunkenness, I am
as good a prohibitionist, I claim, as anybody in this country.
I am commonly and usually denounced as a ¢rank on that sub-
ject. I hate the liguor business. I will hit it every time I get
a chance. But I want to say to my prohibitionist friends, * Don't
father the stories of drunkenness among our boys across the
sea.” I have seen church publications for which I have great
respect setting this matter forth. It is not so. You may find
here and there a drunken man in the Army, just as you might
a number of years ago in the Senate. That does not condemn
the whole institution.

I want to say to you, my prohibition friends, we prohibition-
ists have a job on our hands. It is the important job of getting
constitutional prohibition in this country, getting the amend-
ment ratified by the States. That is job enough for us. That
is going to keep us busy. When we do that we have done a tre-
mendous work along the lines of ending the liquor business.
But for this war let us not make it harder for the men in com-
mand over there by accusing our American boys of drunken-
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ness. There is a man over there, the head of affairs, who is a
temperate man, a God-fearing, a clean man, a fighter from the
word “ go,” no blower, no grandstander, just an ordinary, thrifty
fighter—Gen. Pershing. He can look after that question better
than you and I can here in comfortabie chairs. Gen. Pershing
does not want a drunken army. Gen. Pershing does not want
a diseased army. Gen. Pershing is just as much interested in
the cause of our Army and in the great fight we are in as you and
I. Now, let us quit this and leave that matter to Pershing. I
hope that is not treason to the prohibition cause, but if it is
they will have to make the best of it.

These boys are there for serious fighting purposes. Up Vimy
Ridge the Canadians went and took it in two hours of tre-
mendous fighting. It is interesting to know that 9,000 American
boys went up the hill with them, storming the German lines,
and one of the first flags to be planted on Vimy Ridge was the
Stars and Stripes, carried by a lean, lank Texan.

While the Russian situation is not to our wish, let us be
charitable with the Russian people. They have done great
work in the past. They saved the west line. Let us be thankful
for what Russia has done and prepare all the more to take her
place in this contest. We must bring to the western front
2,000,000 men and have a inilHion in reserve. We must do it
as quickly as possible. We must cut the red tape, stop quarrel-
ing over the kind of guns and like things, and carry this thiug
through on business principles. Is it not pessible for each indi-
vidual in this country to quit thinking about what some one
else should do and resolve to do everything he can do? It is
not enough fo do our bit. We must do our best. Is it not pos-
sible for each individual in this country to think about his
Nation and get rid of every element of selfishness? There is
too much grandstanding and limelighting ; too much telling what
everyone else should® do; too much patriotic posing, and not
enough of sacrifice.

There is no reason for gloom. It took Great Britain two years
to get on a firm war basis. We need not be discouraged. The
British and French will hold the line until we can come; but
come we must with all reasonable speed that we can summon.
If our men are not there, properly armed, they will be a liability
instead of an asset. Never again will this Nation be found in
such condition of unpreparedness, and one of the best prepara-
tions for future trouble will be universal military training.

They are sacrificing over there. What are we doing over
here? The people of Great Britain and France have gone to the
limit of sacrifice. Have we even reached the point of feeling
ll;?! We need not worry about the spirit of our people. It is
right.

The women in England and France are in the munitions fac-
tories, they are in every kind of faetory, hundreds of thousands
of them also car conductors, truck drivers, motor-bus drivers.
They have earned, it is conceded over there by their conduect dur-
ing the war, the right to participate fully in the franchise, and
I hope that right is coming to them here.

We need not worry, however, about the spirit of our people.
We must think of what they are doing and the condition they
are in. I think I rode 15 miles along the battle field of the
Somme with graves on each side. Up the hill at Verdun a great
cemetery was so full of graves of the French that they had to
add an addition to it, and on the Marne, where the German
soldier is sleeping side by side with the French soldier, there are
palms over the French graves, so there is just a great sea of
palms. Those people have made the supreme test.

The patriotism of one section of the country is no greater than
the patriotism of the other. We are united solidly for this con-
test. We are ready for sacrifice and will meet the test: Let
us love this country as we would our mother. And what sacri-
fices we would make for our mother! Men of the East and of
the West, of the North and the South, are brothers in patriotism.

Patriotism does not consist in attending banquets with seven or
eight courses to argue the food conservation question. Nor is
it particularly evidenced by rising when the orchestra plays the
Star-Spangled Banner and then rushing to the telegraph office
and wiring Members of Congress, * For God’s sake, not to in-
crease the taxes on those things that afect us.” We must search
our souls in this country. We must quit thinking about our-
selves; about what our neighbor is doing. We must cease criti-
cizing others unless we are doing more than we think they
should. We must think in terms of war; marshal our industries;
marshal the spirits of our people not to expect profits ; nor desire
to grow rich during the war.

It is not enough to do our bit. That is, I think, an unfortu-
g;lte expression. It is not enough to do our bit, but to do our

st.

America is responding splendidly ; the great Red Cross move-
ment glorifying the womanhood of our country, the Young Men's
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Christian Association, the Knights of Columbus, bring the little
touch of home to the boys over there. And on the liberty loan
‘the whole country has responded nobly and will continue so to
do. Our business for the next year or two is war, and we will
have to bend every energy of our being; every particle of our
thought to that task. Let side issues wait. We will learn the
lesson of thrift and economy. Congress should set the example.

In his same feeling of sacrifice I refer to a bill I introduced
here for which I have received the usual customary denunciation
of being a demagogue, a bill to reduce the salaries of Members
of Congress. 1 do not know that it will pass. I am not here
to argue that every Member of this body and the other body is
not illy paid ; but regardless of that, in this era of serimping and
sacrifice, what an example it would be to the people of this coun-
try if Congress would voluntarily during the war put its salary
back to where it was before it was raised the last time. Ob, yes;
we have lots of duties, of course, and we have children to educate,
and all these things, and we can not live on our salary; that is
the talk. Go across the water and see what they are living on.
Members of the House of Commons receive $2,000 a year. We
could do it if we would. It would be a great thing for this
country. We have our meatless days and our wheatless days
and sweetless days, and I hope “ porkless " days in legislation.

Patriotism is awake in the land. It may not all be of the
shouting kind; but ofttimes the deep, quiet patriotism is more
lasting. We have shown it in every crisis in which our country
wias involved.

To-lay the grandsons of the men who fought with Sherman
and the grandsons of the men who fought with Lee are fighting
under the Stars and Stripes, side by side with the tricolors of
France. for the freedom of the people of the world.

Out of this war will come great things to our people. We
will have no hyphenated Americanism in this country. Those
in our country enjoying the blessings of American liberty, who
_are continually trying to harass the Government, who seem to

like some other country better than this, had better go to that
country just as quickly as they possibly can. If not voluntarily,
be assisted there. It is not a time for partisanship nor polities
and, may I say, it is no time for inefliciency in any departments
of our Government. I wish in this spirit of nonpartisanship that
pervades our country to-day we could have a coalition Cabinet,
made up of the strongest men of the Nation. What enthusiasm
it would bring to the people of this country if we had a coalition
Cabinet, with Elihu Root and Theodore Roosevelt members
thereof ; if in some of the missions abroad the services could be
utilized of such a great American as William Howard Taft. It
ie not injurious to the war that we have criticism. Honest
criticism is helpful; honest eriticism will help in winning the
war ; criticism helps bring out inefficiency, and inefficiency wher-
ever it may be—in the heads of bureaus, in Congress, or in the
Cabinet—must go, and the sooner it goes the better.

There is one thought that we should get into the German
skulls—and. it may take a surgical operation to do it—the
thought that after the war the civilized nations of the world will
not trade with Germany.

I had a Srate senator from my State down here. He had a
pencil, which he was earrying, marked “ Made in Germany.” He
cuf ofl that part before he went to bed that night, but said he got
to thinking about it, so in the night he got up and threw the
peneil out of the window. That is the way the world is going to
feel if this thing keeps up.

Who will buy German goods after the war? Who wants any-
thing in their homes made by the same hands that have shot
poor little children and women of Belgium; hands that have
bayoneted women and ecarried away as relies parts of women’s
breasts? Who wants any utensils made by those who have car-
ried women and children into exile; who have blown up the
homes «f the people in northern France; who have gent women
and children down into the seas with the hellish torpedo and
submarine; who have shelled boats in which people were-try-
ing to eseape from their devilish work; who have let drop the
murderous bomb upon hospitals where men, were already living
in pain; who have blotted out from the sky. contrary to all
edicts of warfare, poor men and their families. Who wants
anything made by the outlaw? Let her take her produets to
hell., That is the only place she should find a market. She
has been such an ally of the devil that he might assist her.
Let Germany know that the world knows her word can not be
believed ; that her treaties are nothing. She knows she can have
no virile national life without commerce, and the civilized world
will refuse to have any dealings with her when the war is over.

There is much talk in the world about peace. Yes; everyone
wouldd want an honorable peace. We are fighting for a per-
manent peace. Everyone would want the slaughter to stop.
The world is weary of war. But how can there be peace? Can
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you sit down and work out a peace problem with a mad dog?
Do you desire to sit down at a table and formulate peace plans
with one who has been engaged in killing members of your
family? You may say that while your family has been killed,
and while death is the penalty for murder, it will cost the life
of a sheriff or two to take the man. Hence it would be better
to sit down and enter into peace terms. No red-blooded man
would say it. When the Kaiser takes his bloody hands off of
Belgium and France it will be time enough to consider peace.
The Kaiser is a multimurderer and a murderer in the first
degree. The punishment for murder in the first degree every-
where is death. A million deaths would not atone for what he
has done, but one is all that can be administered to him.

In traveling over the sea and witnessing the deadly submarine
peril a few weeks ago, I could not help wishing that the Kaiser
might be compelled to traverse the sea in an unprotected bout
with submarines shooting at him every now and then along his
course,

In the ruined towns of France I could not help wishing that
the great palaces of the Kaiser might be blown up in like
fashion.

In witnessing an air raid on London I could not keep from
my heart the desire that the Kaiser might be placed where the
bombs from the infernal machines could drop around him,

When I saw the trenches and the brave boys in the wet and
cold standing through the night, I wished the Kaiser might be
compelled to stand for days and nights in those trenches with
the shells and the hand grenades and the machine guns popping
at him.

If there is no hell, there ought to be one. It has been sug-
gested that the Kaiser be turned over to a jury of the civilized
world under an indictment for miliions of murders, rapes with-
out number, and let the jury of the civilized world pass on his
cause before talking about peace. What would be the use of
any Hague conferences in the future? What would be the sense
of making any treaties? Do you want to sit down with the
Turkish partner of the Kaiser, their hands dripping with the
blood of the Christinn people of Armenia, and talk about a
righteous peace? Do we want peace by neglecting duty? Far
be it from us. As a Scotch second lieutenant said to me near
one of the battle fields, * Of"course, we do not like this. We
would like to go home, but we will fight this thing through,
and the Kaiser has no more chance of whipping us than a
celluloid eat has to catch an asbestos rat in hell,” Good spirit
those boys have. Peace, yes, but not with the Hohenzollern,
When they abdicate we can talk peace with the German people.
This Nation must be very careful as to the great propaganda
now being started by Germany throughout the world to create
a sentiment in every country favorable to the peace terms pro-
mulgated by Germany, which would, in fact, be a German peace.
This is another gold brick. Let us beware.

In my humble judgment, nothing could assist Germany more
than this present peace talk, and the talk likewise that Ger-
many is exhausted. Peace is alluring, of course; no one wants
to stand against it; éveryone wants peace; but what use is an
unavailing peace, and what would it amount to now? A mere
expedient, requiring going over the ground again in a few years
unless Germany should submit to disarmament. There can be
no lasting peace without disarmament. Will Germany submit
to disarmament unless Great Britain submits to giving up its
navy? Does anyone believe that Great Britain will be willing
to give up its navy? DBut the day must come when there shall
be disarmament throughout the world if we are to have peace.

Analyze the terms of the attempted treaty to be made with
the IRtussigns. If Russia falls into this trap and accepts the
peace terms, Germany will be stronger than she ever has been
before in her sphere of influence, Russia is learning the lesson
of German duplicity. No one ecan talk peace with a person not
on the square, nor with a nation likewise. Germany is not on
the square, In dealing with tricksters, beware. Germany is
the greatest trickster of all the ages. Let us not be gassed at
this time with peace talk. It is an alluring but asphyxiating
gas for us. This is a time for resolution; for nerve; for firm-
ness; a time to have our eyes open and our ears open as to the
tremendous propaganda with which Germany is attempting to
spread peace talk throughout the world.

We started out, so we were informed by high authority, to
end the Hohenzollern reign, in order that the world might have
permanent peace; thdat is our purpose. Let us plow that furrow
straight to the end and not be diverted from it; let us not be-
come wearied before we have started. Lloyd-George defined
Great Britain’s terms a few days ago. and the President later,
with great clearness, has declared our terms. I do not believe,
speaking only for myself, that our people would be willing to
wage a great war across the sea merely in order that Alsace
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and Lorraine might be returned to France; but we need not
cavil about that, because that is merely incldental to the main
purpose. Our purpose is well defined—to end the menance of
Prussian militarism. If out of that shall come Alsace amnd Lor-
raine to France, we will rejoice. but we are not fizhting for that.
Different allies may have different objects, and hence fizht to-
gether without binding each to the particular object of the
other. Our present business is clear—to help win this war; and
all o these incidental questions ean then be settled.

In conclusion, Mr. President. I want fto say that we have a
peice in our country. It is * that peace that passeth all under-
stunding.” It is a peace amid the roar of the cannon and the
bursting of the shells. It is the peace that comes from the
lasting conscience of Americu. It is a peace of miml, a peace
of righteousness. a peuce thut comes to us because we know
we nre fighting to save worth-while eivilization. for a civiliza-
tion based on justice and not on greed, with that peace of miml
avhich the military powers of Germany cun not understand we
war on.

America knows now why it is in this war. Our country
knows that democracy can pot be safe in America if nutocracy
succeeds in Europe. We lenrned in 1861 that this Nation could
not be half sluve and half free. and so we know to-day that the
world can not be half cruelly autoeratic aml half bhumanely
We kpow that righteousness amd not ruthlessness
must rule the world, There is a deep. set purpose in the hearts
of our people to fulfill every obligation to the great duty that
God has placed upon us. Loyalty, sacrifice, efficiency will win
this waur. In this contest of the allies and the United States,
which the historian will regurd ns the most unselfish of all times
on our part. to preserve the freedom of men and women
throughout the universe. we rejoice to believe that there is no
East, no West, no North. no South; a united people nnder
one flug, marching on to the music of humanity; a people un-
deceived and unbeguiled by false neace moves horn of Germaun
intrigue; a people determined that when peace comes it shall
be a pernmnent pence; a people with vision enough to know that

a peace now, without the destruction of the Prussinn military,

muchine, means simply getting ready for another terrific war.
This people. devoted to pence, with the highest ideuls of human-
ity, with the most unselfish pufboses. knowing that no per-
manent pence cun come by any arrangement with the present
ruling ¢lass of Germany. fight on with determination and with
their faces fully to the light.

Mr. THOMP'SON. Mr. PPresident. before the Senator takes
bis seat 1 should like to ask him a question for information.
Before doing =0 I wish simply to state that the Senator has
made a very able, interesting, and instructive address, and one
which. 1 am sure. hus been enjoyed by his collengues, ns it will
be appreciated by che country. The Senator has personally
vigited the front, as I understand. and in his address he has
stated that in one gallant charge 1 a battle which I think
took place before the decluration of war between this country
antd Garmany

Mr. KENYON. Just after that.

Mr. THOMPSON. There were 9.000 Americans who partici-
pated. Did the Senator learn, or can he tell us. without giving
any confidential information. as to the number of Americuns
who had volunteered prior to that time for service with the
allies and also the number who have gone to the front since
that time?

Mr, KENYON. The Senator asks me two questions. I can
not give the exact information in reply to the first question,
and hence I rather dislike to answer it. The general under-
standing is that somewhere between 40,000 and 50,000, American
boys were with the troops of the allies before we declared war,
The number of our troops now in France I have heard estimated
by very competent authority, but would prefer that the Senator
gecure that information from the War Department.

During the delivery of Mr. KExyon's speech,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa will
suspend a moment. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which will
be stated.

The SecreTARY. A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 101) to provide
further for the national security and defense by insuring to the
Government of the United States an adequate supply of print
paper at a fair price and by insuring a supply and equitable dis-
tribution at fair prices to the industries of the United States.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 1 ask that the unfinished business bhe
laid aside until the Senator from Iowa finishes his address,
when 1 shall eall up the joint resolution.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered. The Senator from Iowa will proceed.

After the conclusion of Mr., KENYON’s speech,
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Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, the appeal of the Senator from
Towa [Mr. Kexvox] that Ameriea should do her utmost in this
war, of course, will be apprecinted and responded to by every
loyal man, I have myself helieved—and I wish to ecall the
attention of the Senate to It—that, as & means of coercing Ger-
many, we cught to take concrete, direct, positive steps to or-
gnnize all of the world against Germany—the finaneial powers
of the world and the commercial powers of the world, as well as
the naval and military forces of the workd., I* would be entirely
possible for the United Stutes, through proper representations
and through proper missions sent to the Republics of South
America, to bring every one of those Republies into this gigantie
conflict for democracy. We ought to organize the world together,
s0 that the comhined powers of the world that are agninst the
German militaristic policy shoulid serve notice upon the Gernmn
people, who are backing the Kaiser in this war, that the whole
world are defensively and offensively orgnnized to establish
liberty and justice nml to fight the Hohenzollern ambition to
rule the world by foree to the death. To let the German people
know the truth if they ean be made to see it, aml, if not. to en-
force the rights of nations by the material, Industrial, com-
mercial. and military powers of an organized world, The
psychology of this upon the German people now, I believe,
woukl have a substuntial effect in bringing about a realization
in that country what the possibilities for harm may be if the
Germian people continue to uphold the Kaixer in the nmking
of this wicked, unwarranted, prearranged war, which has no
purpose except the glorification and extension of the powers of
his own dynasty.

SUPPLY OF PRINT PAPER.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I ask*that the unfinished business be
laill before the Senate.

There being no obhjection. the Senate. as in Committee of the
Whole. resumed the consideration of the joint resolution (8. J.
Ites. 101) to provide further for the natiomd seeurity and de-
fense by insuring to the Government of the Unitedd States an
adequate supply of print paper at a fair price nm by Insuring
a supply and equitable distribution at fair prices to the indus-
tries of the United States,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President. I desire to ask the Senator from
Arizona if he will not allow the joint resolution to be laid aside
to-day? There are three exuminations going on now by com-
mittees of the Senate. There are two Members of the Senate
who desire to speak on this measure who are In attendance on
those committees., They expected to speak between the hours
of 12 o'clock and 2 o'clock to-day. while the committee stoml in
recess, but they had to leave even before the close of the splen-
did address of the Senator from Jowa [Mr. Kenvox]. Inas-
much as an executive sexsion is desired now, I will ask the Sena-
tor if he will not allow the Senate to go into executive session?
I know of no other husiness that is to come up to-morrow, so
we can take up the Senafor's measure in the morning hour, and
then go on with it for the full day.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. President, It is almost impos-
sible for me to resist a reasonable appeal, or any appeal. from
the Senator from Utah. My desire to secure early action on
this measure is, as I have heretofore suggested, largely per-
sonal. I have the joint resolution under charge. If I could
leave it to other hands, I would not press it to a vote nt any
particular time; but I feel that it is necessary for me to et
away from Washington, and I will have to get away as quickly
as I possibly can.

Mr. SMOOT. I think I am safe In saying to the Senator that
the joint resolution will pass before the end of the week,

Mr. SMITH of Arizonn. If I could be certain that I could
get this joint resolution throngh——

Mr. KIN(i. Mr. President

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I want to make a statement before
the collengue of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Saroor] modifies
whnt he has stated. If I could obtain a vote on the joint
resolution, or if I could to-day obtain unanimous consent for
a final disposition of the measure, I would be glad to yield
for an execut've session. Of course, an agreement to vote on
the joint resolution would involve the adoption or the voting
down of the amendments which I have suggested. The amend-
ments, as Senators know without my telling. have been sug-
gested very largely on my own initiative, because In many par-
ticulars I have thought the joint resolut’on hmad gone further
in the direction of seizure of property or the products of
property than it ought to go. and, accordingly. tae amendments
I have offered have been due to an effort on my part, after
consultation with the one man on the Federal Trade Board
who knew more about the subject thanm I or anybody else, to
liberalize the measure to the point of making no seizure, and
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probably none would be made under the amendments I have
proposed.

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to say to the Senator that I do not
think there is going to be any particular discussion upon the
amendments the Senator has offered. The remarks that were
to be made were to be made upon the joint resolution itself.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. On the principle of the joint reso-
Jution.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; on the principle of the joint resolution.
I do not want now fo have the Senators who desire to speak
called from the committees on which they are in attendance.
The Senator realizes the urgent necessity of those hearings
coming to a close as soon as possible.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I appreciate that very fully. I
should like to ask the leader of the majority, my friend, the
Senator from Virginia, if he knows of any probability of this
joint resolution being displaced by any other important mat-
ters in the Senate?

Mr. MARTIN. I am very sure that there will be no attempt
to displace the joint resolution.

Mr. SMOOT. - T will say to the Senator that I will vote with
him at any time against any proposition to displace it as the
unfinished business.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That is perfectly satisfactory to me.
I yield for a motion for an executive session, with the under-
standing that the joint resolution remains the unfinished
business.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. MARTIN. T move that the Senate proceed to the con-
slderation of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock
and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,
Friday, January 11, 1918, at 12 o'clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS.
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate January 10, 1918.
C'oMMISSIONER OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Louis Brownlow, of the District of Columbia, to be a Com-
missioner for the District of Columbia for a term of three
years. A reappointment; term expires January 21, 1918.

AUDITOR FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT.

David C. Reay, of Morgantown, W. Va,, to be Auditor for

the Interior Department, in place of Oscar A. Price, resigned.
REGISTER OF THE LAXD OFFICE.

Joln T. Cogan, of Sioux Falls, 8. Dak,, to be register of the
land office at Pierre, S. Dak., vice John E. Kelley, term expired,

CONFIRMATIONS.
Breculive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 10, 1918.
Receiveg oF Pugric MosEYS.

H. Clay Sharkey, to be receiver of public moneys at Jack-
son, Miss, -
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE.
William F. Cummins, to be register of the land office at Jack-
son, Miss,

APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

The following-named captains to be rear admirals:
Thomas W. Kinkaid,
William 8. Smith,
Spencer 8. Wood,

Joseph L. Jayne,

Charles W. Dyson,
Clarence S. Williams, and
John D. McDonald.

The following-named commanders to be captains:
Clark D, Stearns,

Robert K. Crank,

Henry B. Price,

Stephen V. Graham,
William P, Seott,

Joseph M. Reeves,

Roscoe C. Moody,

Frank Lyon,

John MecC. Luby,

Hutch I. Cone,

Robert W. McNeely,
George E. Gelm,

Frank H. Brumby,

James P. Morton,
George L. P. Stone,
Harris Laning,
Franklin D, Karns,
David W. Todd,
John V. Klemann,
Henry V. Butler,
Walter R. Gherardi,
James J. Raby,
William H. Standley, and
Kenneth M. Bennett.

The following-named lieutenant commanderS to be com-

manders :

Hilary Williams,
Fletcher L. Sheiflield,
Louis Shane,

Henry C. Dinger,
Walter G. Roper,

Allen Buchanan,
Richard D. White,
Hollis T. Winston,
TFrederick R, Naile,
Emil P. Svarz, .
Herbert C. Cocke, -
William V. Tomb,
Bayard T. Bulner,
Lewis Coxe,

Robert T. Menner,
Benjamin G. Barthalow,
Merlyn G. Cook,
Wallace Bertholf,
Frank MeCommon,
Theodore A. Kittinger,
Guy Whitlock,

Jesse B. Gay,

Levin J. Wallace,
James O. Richardson,
James P. Murdock,
David A, Weaver,

Neil Nichols,

Otto C. Dowling,
Charles W. Early,
Wilson Brown, jr.,
Robert Henderson,
Edward C. 8. Parker,
Joseph O. Fisher,
William T. Conn, jr.,
John H. Blackburn,
Frank B, Freyer,
Carlos Bean,

Roscoe C. Davis,
William D. Puleston,
Charles W. Densmore,
David Lyons,

Joseph F. Daniels,
@Gaston DeP. Johnstone,
Frank Rorschach,
Stephen C. Rowan,
Walter S. Anderson,
Henry D. Cooke,
Samuel M. Robinson,
William W. Smyth,
Ralston 8. Holmes,
Francis J. Cleary,
Fred H. Poteet,
William J. Giles,
Ralph A. Koch,

Lamar R. Leahy,
Milton 8. Davis,
Charles C. Moses, and
Sam C. Loomis. .

The following-named lieutenants to be lieutenant

manders :

Charles C. Ross,
Howard M. Lammers,
Archer M. R. Allen, and
Francis J. Comerford.
The following-named officers to be ensigns:
Eugene L. Richardson,
Bennie C. Phillips,
James D. Rorabaugh,
Loar Mansbach,
William Pollock,

Fred J. Pope,

Louis M. Palmer,

coms-
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George H. Wheeler,

Alexander 8. Neilson,

George H. Cooley, and

Elias Q. Horton, \

Lieut. Commander Ward K. Wortman to be a commanler,

Lieut. Commander Frank D. Berrién to be a commander.

Lieut. Herbert B. Riebe to be a lieutenant commander,

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Herman E. Welte to be a lieutenant.

The following-named medical directors to be medical directors
with rank of rear admiral ;

Edward R. Sitt and

George H. Barber.

Asst. Surg. William W, Hargrave to be a passed assistant sur-
geon,

Commander Luke McNamee to be a captalin,

The following-named lieutenant commanders to be com-
manders :

William R. Sayles, jr.,

Kenneth G. Castleman,

Ward K. Wortman,

Frank D. Berrien,

Charles 1T, Train,

William P. Cronan,

Hugo W. Osterhaus,

Charles . Huff, and

Byron A. Long.

The following-named lieutenants
manders :

A. Beall, jr.,

William A. Hall,

Herbert B. Rtiebe,

John P. Miller,

Owen Bartlett,

Edward 8. Moses,

John F. Connor,

William H. Booth,

Edwin B. Woodworth,

James P. Olding,

Walter W. Lorshbough,

Douglas L. Howard,

Pierre 1. Wilson,

Stuart W. Cake,

Archibald G. Stirling,

John T. G. Stapler,

Lesley B. Anderson,

John 8. McCain,

Matthias E. Manly,

Ronan C. Grady,

Reuben L. Walker, and

Alexander Sharp, jr.

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieuten-
ants:

Zachary Lansdowne,

Herbert R. A. Borchardt, and

Archibald McGlasson.

The following-named officers to be ensigns ;

Howard W. Kitchin,

Walter 8. Gallagher,

William W. Cole,

Karl E. F. Sorensen,

Jeremiah K. Cronin,

Allen J. Gahagan,

Bruce M, Parmenter,

Benjamin F. Schmidt,

Jumes W. Lennon,

Frank 8. Miller,

Arthur Boilean,

William A. Tattersall,

William J. Russell,

Benjamin F. Blume,

Robert J. Ford,

Willinm J. Poland,

Haden H. Phares,

John P, Conraddi,

Thomas Fertner,

James Moran,

Ellis H. Roach,

Emil H. Petri,

Olaf J. Dahl,

Ralph F. Streitz,

Warren W. Wesley,

Stephen J. Drellishak,

August Skolasky,

Edwin . Bilson,

Werner L. Follin,

to be lieutenant ecom-

James J, Morgan,
Frederick Bense,

Carl E. Nelson,
Carter E, Parker,
Charles M. May,
Walter H. Thomas,
Frederick G. Lemke,
Lester M. Harvey,
Edmund F. Sale,
Adolf .J. Hofman,
Edward L. Moyer,
Edward Eger,
Thomas C. Ryan,
William Johnson,
Otto H. H. Strack,
John Erikson, jr.,
Dellworth Ballard,
Harlie H. Brown,
Garrison Payne,
Emmett M. Wanner,
Walter H. Stuart,

Leo E. Orvis,

Harold Bye,

Harold E. Fosdick,
Nels E. Smith.

Archie (. Mundale,
Mauritz M. Nelson,
John C. Hicks,

Orie H. Small,
Charles W. Henckler,
William I3. Anderson,
Henry Quinton, -
William P. Crowley,
Harvey C. Brown,
Louis M. Bliler,

Joe 8. Wierzbowski,
Robin Southern,
George V7. Allen,
Elmer A. Posey,
Edmond T. Coon,
John I". MeConalogue,
George H. Turner,
Joseph K. Konieczny,
Frederick A. Ruf,
Christian V. Pedersen, =
Thomas M. Arrowsmith,
Henry Eismann,
William R. Giddens,
Walter E. Sharon,
Ernest C. Marheineke,
Hermun G. Mecklenburg,
John D, Cornell,
Earle 8. Nuson, and “
Lawrence Crilley.

The following-named enlisted men to be ensigns:
Carl 1. Ostrom,
Itobert DeBellefeuille,
James Williams,

John H. Burke,
Willinm H. Newman,
George E. Comstock,
George Encs,

Ralph M. Jeffries,
Fred P. Brown,
Frank L. McLellan,
Thomas E. Orr,
Frederick 1. Rose,
Harry L. Thompson,
William A. Blazo,
Hurry E. Adams,
John D. Lennon,
Herbert G. Haynes,
Edward V. Brewn, =
Harry L. Ritchie,
Willinm M. Price,
William 4. Reynolds,
Roy E. Hall,

Leslie K. Orr,

Leon W. Thomas,
Horatio S. Ford,
Frank Mogridge,
George W. Haynes,
Chub J. Smith,
Charles Braun, jr.,
John R. Rayhart,
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Johu .J. Dabbs, Lieut. William ‘H. Booth to be a lieutehant commander.
Clyde Morrison, .Ensign Boleslaw L. Dombrowski to be a lieutenunt (junior
Ira A. White, grade).

Joseph A. Curzon,

John ¥. Warris,

Elmer B. Robinson,

Emil Roeller,

Emerson B. Manlay,

Albert L. Bishop,

Edward D. Berry,

Walker P. Rodman,

Stephen W. Burton,

Willjam Kuskey,

James 8. Cuff,

John L. Wilson,

George L. H. Dolan,

Paul H. Current,

Luther Foust,

Theodore R. Raderick,

Ernest N. Varnado,

Edgard J. Thonnesen,

Alfred G. Lewis,

John E. Shaw,

George W. Pounder,

Wiilie L. De Camp,

Thomas O. Kirby,

Carl A. Stevens,

Elijah E, Tompkins,

Walter J. Thomas,

Svend J. Skou,

Abe Toretsky,

Harry B. Lough,

Loring McCormick,

Thomas C. Macklin,

William A. Gordon,

Oswald T. Schubert,

John W. Seanlin,

Carlton C. Tipping,

Cullie C. Manning,

Frank R. Williams,

Jacob Schnell,

Leonard E. Bray,

James D. Rodgers,

James B. O'Reilly,

Emil G. B. Wandt,

Anthony P. Sauerwein,

Ray W. Marsh,

‘arren O, Carr,

Harold L. Arnold,

Clarence E. Owens,

John J. Andett,

Harold J. Gordon, and

Stanley Kazmarek.

The following-named surgeons to be medical inspectors:

Frederick L. Benton,

Royall R. Richardson, and

Jacob Stepp.

The following-named passed assistant surgeons to be sur-
geons:

James M. Minter,

Spencer L. Higgins, and

Renier J. Straeten.

Asst, Surg. Henry C. Johnston to be an assistant surgeon.

The following-named officers of the United States Naval Re-
serve [Porce to be assistant surgeons:

Lawrence K. McCaflerty,

Stephen R. Mills,

James A. Brown,

Albert N. Champion,

Alvin L. Mills,

Millard 'F. Hudson,

Isaac Dellar,

Carlton L. Andrus,

Floyd G. Tindall,

Harold E. Ragle,

Lawrence T. Hopkins,

Esdras J. Lanois, and

George A. Alden.

Thomas White to be a dental surgeon.

Naval Constructor William G. Du Bose to be a naval con-
structor with rank of captain.

The following-named naval constructors to be naval con-
structors with rank of commander:

James Reed, jr., and

Edwin G. Kintner.

Ensign Alexander 8. Neilson to be an ensign.

Ensign Henry K. McHarg to be an ensign.

The following-named officers of the National Naval Volunteers
to be ensigns:

Henry C. Mcllvaine, jr.,

Henry 8. Austin,

J. Walker Eaton,

James F. Cooper,

Milton M. Fisher,

Joseph C. M. Small,

Albert L. King, and

Frank J. McManamon.

The following-named surgeons to be medieal inspectors:

Charles N. Fiske,

Charles G. Smith,

Ttcbert A. Bachmann, and

Howard F. Strine.

The following-named passed assistant surgeons to be surgeons:

Frank H. Stibbens,

Reynolds Hayden,

Edward V. Valz, 4

Montgomery A. Stuart, and 7

1tudolph I. Longabaugh.

Ensign David A. Smith to be an ensign.

Surg. Herbert M. Tolfree to be a medieal inspector.

Passed Asst. Surg. Frank X. Koltes to be a surgeon.

Pay Clerk George W. Armstrong to be a c¢hief pay clerk.

The following-named citizens of the United States to be as-
sistant civil engineers:

Raymond V. Miller,

Willard A. Pollard, jr.,

John J. Manning,

William M. Angas,

Vernon R. Dunlap,

Lewis B. Combs,

Valentine J. McManus,

Arthur L. Nelson,

George W. Horsley,

Hugo C. Fischer,

Fritz C. Nyland,

Emil Praeger, - \

Lewis Thornburg,

Ira P. Griffen,

Lewis N. Moeller,

Harold W. Johnson,

Henry H. Overesch, jr.,

Charles R. Johnson,

Carl F. Friteh,

Frank F. Addicks,

Carl H. Cotter,

Andrew G. Bisset,

Henry Brinkmeyer, jr.,

Robert L. McLellan,

Louis B. Hyde,

John B. McTigue,

Charles 'D. Riddle,

Theron A. Hartung,

Herbert S. Bear, and

Arthur C. Eberhard.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

TrurspAy, January 10, 1918.

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m.

Rev. Willlam A. Sunday, evangelist, offered ‘the following
prayer:

Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, we thank Thee and re-
jolee that through faith in Thee and Thy word this Government
was built upon that foundation. We thank Thee that the com-
pact signed in the cabin of the Mayflower by our ancestors was
for democracy, liberty, freedom, and the right to worship Thee
according to the dictates of our own conscience. We thank
Thee that as a Nation we have the courage to proclaim to the
world our continued belief in Thee by stamping on our coins
the inscription “In God we trust.” We thank Thee that we
are Americans and live beneath the protecting folds of the
Stars and Stripes. We thank Thee -that Thou canst look over
the battlements of glory on our land and see that there is not
one stain on any star or stripe in Old Glory. ‘We thank Thee
for our -happy homes. We thank Thee for our wives and little
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ones. We thank Thee for the fruitful trees and bountifal
harvests. We thank Thee that as a Nation we have never
gone to bed hungry nor scraped the bottom of our flour barrel,
and we pray Thy continued mercy and blessing upon us. We
pray Thee that Thou wilt forgive our transgressions and blot
out all our iniguities.

Thou knowest, O Lord, that we are in a life-and-death strug-
gle with one of the most infamous, vile, greedy, avaricious,
bloodthirsty, sensual, and vicious unations that has ever dis-
graced the pages of history. Thou knowest that Germany has
drawn from the eyes of mankind enough tears to make another
sen; that she has drawn blood enough to redden every wave
upon that sea; that she has drawn enough groans and shrieks
from the hearts of men, women, and children to make another
mountain. We pray Thee that Thou wilt make bare Thy mighty
arm and beat back that great pack of hungry, wolfish Huns,
whose fangs drip with blood and gore. We pray Thee that the
stars in their courses and the winds and waves may fight
against them.

We pray Thee that Thou wilt bless our beloved President and
give him strength of mind and body and courage of heart for
his arduous duties in these sorrow-laden, staggering days. We
pray Thee to bless the Secretary of State, the Secretary of War,
and the Secretary of the Navy; and bless, we pray Thee, the
Naval Strategy Board. Bless, we pray Thee, Lord, the gen-
erals at the head of our Army. DBless the boys across the sea,
“ gomewhere in France,” and bless those protecting our trans-
ports, londed to the water's edge with men and provisions.
Bless our boys at home who are in the cantonments. Bless,
we pray Thee, the Senate and House of Representatives, and
give them wisdom and strength, for they seem to have come
into the kingdom for such a time as this. And Lord, may
every man, woman, and child, from Maine to California and
from Minnesota to Louisiana, stand up to the last ditch and be
glad and willing to suffer ahd endure until final victory shail
come, Bless our allies, and may victory be ours. And in Thy
own time and in Thy own way we pray Thee that Thou wilt
release the white-winged dove of peace until Thou shalt dispel
the storm clouds that hang lowering over this sin-cursed, blood-
soaked, and sorrowing world; and when it is all over we will
uncover our heads and lift our faces to the heavens and sing
with a new meaning—

, Mot gt e
Of thee I sing. £

And the praise shall be to Thee forever, through Jesus Christ.
Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

RESIGNATION FROM A COMMITTEE.

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a resigna-
tion from 5 committee, which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

. Jaxvary 10, 1918,
Hon. Caaump CLARK,
Speaker of the House, Capitol.

DeAr MR, CLARK : Having been appointed a member of the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I beg to submit my resignation
from the other committees of which 1 have been a member, namely,
Elections No. 2, Industrinl Arts and Expositions, Reform of Civii
Service, and Roads, under the exclusive rule governing such cases.

Yours, very sincerely,
J. Y. SANDEES.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resignation is aec-
cepted,

There was no objection.
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

Mr. Riorpax, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies,
the papers in the case of Henry Metz, H. R. 14040, no adverse
report having been made thereon,

Mr. McArTHUR, by unanimous consent, was given leave to
withdraw from the files of the House papers in the cases of Eda
M. MeCammon, H. R. 18641, and Mary J, Davis, H. R. 19580,
of the Sixty-fourth Congress, no adverse report having been
made thereon.

WITHDRAWAL OF A RESOLUTION.

Mr. EMERSON rose,

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Ohio rise?

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, at the first session of the
Sixty-fifth Congress, at the request of the chairman of the
Military Committee of the Mayor's Advisory War Committee
of Cleveland, Ohio, I introduced House joint resolution 122,
I have been requested to withdraw that resolution. It is

in relation to the service flag. I ask unanimous consent to
withdraw that resolution. y

The SPEAKER It does not have to have unanimous con-
sent. It is withdrawn.

The Chair wants to admonish the galleries that they are here
by courtesy of the House. They are not here to help conduct
the business of the House, and it is against the rules for them
to show any signs of assent or dissent by applause or other-
wise, If I eateh anybody vielating that rule, I will clear the
part of the gallery where they are. [Applause.]

WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr, Speaker, by direction of the Committee
on Rules I present a privileged report.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 215 (H. Rept. 236).

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the
House shall proceed to the consideration of House joint resolution 200.
There shall be not exceeding four hours’ general debate, to be divided
between those favoring amd those oppos n§ the rl-solutio‘n. but such
general debate shall be concluded at not later than b o'clock |]) .
At the conclusion of such general debate the resolution shall be
considered for amendment under the five-minute rule, Whereupon
the previous question snall be considered as ordered on the resolution
and all amendments thereto to final passage, without any intervening
motion, except one motion to recommit: Provided, That all debate
shall be confined to the subject matter of the resolution.

Mr. CLARK of Florida rose,

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Florida rise?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. There was some confusion in the
Hall while the resolution was being read und I did not hear
how many hours were given to general debate.

The SPEAKER. Four.

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Camererr],
the ranking minority member of the committee, I take it, is In
favor of the resolution now before the Honse?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to
submit to the gentleman from Illinois a suggestion that we
might agree upon time upon the rule. Has the gentleman from
Illinois any suggesiion as to that?

Mr. FOSTER. I would suggest that we agree upon one hour's
time on the rule.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia.
man yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Can we not agree to adopt the
rule without debate and let the time that would be devoted to
the discussion on the rule go to the general discussion of the
proposition before the body? In other words, my suggestion is
this, amplified a little: That we have no roll ealls in connection
with the adoption of the rule or the previous question. Let it
be agreed that the rule shall be adopted and that the previous
question shall be ordered, and the time saved in that connection
could then be devoted to the discussion and added to the time
of general debate.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I think, Mr. Speaker, that ¢
roll eall may be avoided, but the suggestion that there be no
discussion on the rule comes after some arrangements have
already been made with respect to the discussion. That will
largely revolve around the main question, rather than on the
merits of the rule.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Could not that time be utilized
in the discussion of the main question? It would more ap-
propriately come in in connection with the discussion of the
main question.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from
Virginia will recognize that it is the custom on the rule to
discuss the merits of the proposition.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. That is the reazon I suggest
that we add that to the general debate, and consolidate the de-
bate upon the main proposition.

Mr. FOSTER. So that whatever time would be given to the
discussion of the rule shall be given to the discussion of the main
proposition. I suggest that there would be no practical dif-
ference.

Mr. GILLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr, FOSTER. Yes

Mr. GILLETT. I notice that the rule does not fix any time
for voting. That, of course, leaves it in the power of those in
control of the measure to close debate under the five-minute
rule at any time,

Mr. FOSTER. That is true,

AMr, GILLETT. May I ask what the program is—how much
time you intend to devote to the five-minute rule; whether you
intend to have a vote to-day; and if so, at what time?

That is agreeable to me.
Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
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Mr. FOSTER. The intention is to have a vote before the
House adjourns to-day, and I will say that when the resolution
comes before the House I am unable to say as to what time the
debate under the five-minute rule will be closed, but I appre-
hend that the gentleman who may be in charge of this reselution
will give sufficient time for the offering of amendments under
the five-minute rule.

Mr. GILLETT. Genuine amendments?

Mr. FOSTER. Oh, I think so.

Mr. GILLETT. T suppose it follows that any time wasted
now in roll ealls would either postpone the time of voting or
would take so much from the debate.

Mr. FOSTER. It will.

Mr. GILLETT. So it will be better not to have any roll
calls?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimouns consent that
debate upon the rule be limited to one hour, and that at the
end of’ that time the previous question shall be considered as
ordered, and that the time be controlled—if satisfactory to the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Caaprert]—one-half by myself
and one-half by the gentleman from Tennessee: [Mr., GARreTT],
who is opposed to the rule. :

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. That was not the suggestion
made in the committee, £

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTER]
asks unanimous consent that debate on this rule be confined to
one hour, half the time to be controlled by himself and the
other half controlled by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
GarneTT], and that at the elose of the hour's debate the previous
question shall be considered as ordered on the rule.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I did not quite eatch how the
time was to be controlled.

Mr. FOSTER. My suggestion was that the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. Garrerr] who is opposed to the rule, be per-
mitted to control one-half the time.

Mr. LENROOT. And the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fos-
TER] half and the gentieman from Kansas [Mr. CampseLn] the

other half of the time for the resolution? Is that the sugges-
tion?

Mr. FOSTER. No; not of my own time.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I could not consent to that.

- Mr. LENROOT. Reserving the right to object, if I may. call
the attention of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTER] to the
informal understanding in the committee, it was that he should
control one-half the time, dividing it equally on his side between
those for and against, and that the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. CampeeELL] control one-half, dividing it equally upon: this
side between those for and against.

Mr. FOSTER. I will state to the gentleman from Wisconsin
that that is satisfactory as far as I am concerned.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That was not my understand-
ing.

Mr. GARNER. That does not give the opposition any chance,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, My understanding was that we
were to have the control of the time in our own right.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
should like to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTER]
whether or not he proposes to let the gentleman from Tennessee
control the time in opposition to the resolution?

Mr. FOSTER. That was what I first proposed.

Mr. GARNER. Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Caxp-
BELL] propose to yield half his time to those in opposition?

Mr, CAMPBELI. of Kansas. That, of course, is my pur-
pose.

Mr. GARNER. If so, who is to contrel that time?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. When it comes to the resolu-
tion, T assume that the teutative suggestion made yesterday will
be carried out—that Miss Ranxin will control for the majority
and that Mr. Meexer will control for the minority, the opposi-
tion here. Upon the rule, any gentleman opposing the rule on
this side of the House may have half of my time,

Mr. LENROOT. May I suggest that there is a distinction be-
tween the Democratic members of the Committee on Rules and
the Republican members, in this, that all of the Republican
members are for this proposition. [Applause.]

Mr, FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, my impression is—

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Reserving the right to object, I
should like to ask the gentleman from Illinois if he thinks, and
if the Rules Committee think, that four hours are ample tithe
for the House of Representatives fo discuss a great constitu-
tional question like this?

' SeveRar Meassens., Oh, yes!

Mr. FOSTER. M. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman from

Florida, I believe that two-thirds of this House have made up

their minds to adopt this resolution [applause], and I see no
oceasion for discussing it a great length of time.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, that may be true; but
posterity has a right to know why this great fundamental change
was made at this time.

{Llir. GARRETT of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular
order,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas demands the reg-
ular order,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to make one more request.
Do T understand that the gentleman’s request for unanimous
consent goes to the extent of ordering the previous question on
thir ;ule. so as to cut out the offering of mmendment to the
rule

Mr. FOSTER. It does.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Then T object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida objects.

A Mr, FOSTER. I move the previous question on the resolu-
on.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves the previous question
on the resolution,

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
ayes appeared to have it.

A Memser. Division!

The SPEAKER. A gentleman can not sit in his seat and
demand a division.

Mr, FOSTER. Mr, Speaker, the resolution before the House
providing for the consideration of House joint resolution 200
simply provides that there shall be four hours general debate,
but that these four hours shall expire not later than 5 o'clock
p. m. to-day. If it extends beyond that time, if the four hours
have not been occupied, then it will close at 5 o'clock. I have
no- doubt the resolution will be adopted, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, T believe I am
entitled to 20 minutes.

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. How do T understand the time
to be divided?

The SPEAKER. The rule of the House provides for 40
minutes’ debate, 20 minutes for and 20 minutes agninst.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. That would deny this side of
the House any time on the rule.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. If the gentleman from Tllinois
[Mr:. FosTER] controls the time for the rule and the gentleman
from Tennessee [Mr. GarrerT] controls the time against it, this
side of the House iz without time,

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will yield, I suggest a way
that it can be solved. I understand the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts, the minority leader, is oppesed to the resolution, and
20 minutes’ time can be given to him to yield to Members who
are opposed to the resolution.

‘Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, May I ask if the gentleman
from Ilinois [Mr. Foster] will yield some of his time to this
side of the House?

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly I will; I had made promises for
more time, but I will see that that side gets an equal division
of the time.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield 10
minutes to this side?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, T understand
that it is settled now that I have 20 minutes under my control.
Is that correct?

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. I do not understand that
the proposition was that the gentleman from Tennessee should
have 20 minutes.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, I am entitied to it under the
general rule.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this does not go
by political lines. The rule of the House is that there shall be
40 minutes’ debate allowed on @ rule where the previous ques-
tion is ordered without debate, 20 minutes to the proponents of
the proposition and 20 minutes to the opponents of it. Now,
the gentleman from Tennessee was the first Member that arose
to oppose the rule, and the gentleman will proeeed.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min-
utes to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Pasxen].

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr, Speaker, I deprecate
bringing a constitutional question of this sort bhefore this House,
especially at this time, when all of our energies ought to be
given to ecarrying on the war. This is not a war measure. It
is said that it has been regarded as such in England, and that
suffrage has been granted in rather limited form to the women
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of England as a war measure, It Is a sufficient answer to say
that there is now no suffrage whatever in England; that
Parliament by successive resolutions has refused to allow any
general election for four successive years and has extended
their own term of office, because they did not want to go into
an election in England at the present time, and certainly not
into one into which an enlarged electorate is brought, un-
hinging the whole foundation of government.

I will not debate the question as to whether in a time of war
women are the best judges of policy. That great student of
human nature, William Shakespeare, in the play of Macbeth
makes Lady Macbeth eager for deeds of bloed until they are
committed and war is begun, and then just as eager that it may
be stopped, while the man, as man should be, is slow to enter
into a quarrel, but, being in, knows that he must so bear him-
self that his opponents may beware of him.

Mr. Speaker, I maintain that certain rights are reserved by
the Constitution to each individual State, and that one of these
is the right to determine what its electorate shall be, [Ap-
plause.] ;

I deny the moral right at any rate of any State to enforce an
electorate upon another State. There was a seeming exception
to that principle after the Civil War. There is now no such
necessity as seemed to be upon the States then. It is a funda-
mental right of the loeality to determine its own electorate. It
is one that may have to be determined as to cities. There are
now parts of some cities in which the janitors east the vote
and the clerks who live in the tenements cast the vote, while
those most interested in the hundreds of millions invested there
have no control over the business affairs of the town. The
electorate is the foundation of local free government. It must
often be determined by the loeal conditions as to what is the
right thing to do, but it is certainly wrong in time of war,
when our whole energies should be devoted to measures to carry
on the war, that there should be thrown into every State a dis-
cussion on any such subject as this. It was wrong as to the
amendment as to national prohibition, and it is wrong as to
this, and I oppose the passage of this rule.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Kansas [Mr, Camesern]. Before he uses it 1 yield
five minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Cantrirn].

Mr, CANTRILL. Mr. Speaker, in the presidential campaign
of 1916 I was Democratic campaign chairman for the State of
Kentucky. For five long months, day and night, I gave the
best that was in me, physically and mentally, and cheerfully gave
several thousand dollars of my individual funds for Democratie
success in my State. On the night of the election I was full of
hope and eager for results. I was deeply grateful that Ken-
tucky rolled up her biggest majority in 30 years for the Demo-
cratic ticket. When.the returns began from the great States
of the North and East my heart sank within me. State after
State in the North and East, which we Democrats were sure of,
rolled in big Republican majorities, and, as the night grew, these
majorities against us grew until it seemed that all hope was
lost. Nearly every big Democratic newspaper in the country,
except the Courier Journal, conceded Judge Hughes' election
after all of the man suffrage States of the North and East had
reported their returns. Not, until the early morning hours came,
was there a single ray of hope for Democratic success. Then
there came a report from the West showing a Democratic vie-
tory, then another and another until our hopes began to brighten.
State after State from the Golden West, where woman suffrage
prevailed, sent in cheering victories for Woodrow Wilson and
Democratic policies. When all seemed lost, the tide was turned
from defeat to victory, and, every Democratic heart sent up a
prayer of thanksgiving and praise for the woman suffrage States
of the great West. It was on the morning following the eleé-
tion that I resolved, as a Democrat, that I would take advantage
of the first opportunity to show my appreciation of the women’s
vote of the West. That opportunity for the first time presents
itself to-day, and I will return, in part, my obligation as a
Democrat, by voting in favor of the woman-suffrage amendment
now before the House, I would feel myself an ingrate if I did
otherwise.

Woodrow Wilson, the President of the greatest Republic on
earth, and the spokesman of the world for humanity and liberty,
speaks to the nations of the earth because the women of the West
by their ballot so decreed; CHAMP CLARK, one of the greatest
champions of the rights of the people, presides over this House
because the voters of woman suffrage States joined hands with
the Southern States in support of Democratic policies, The
Democratic Party of the Nation controls the legislation of our
country in the Senate and in this House, and upon our country
depends the safety and happiness of the world. Our party has

taken this position of world leadership for civilization and
Christianity because the woman-suffrage States of the West by
their votes made it possible. This being true, then right and
justice demand that those of us on the Democratic side of the
House should stand by those States which have stood by us.

In taking this position I find myself in good Democratic com-
pany. Many of our most distinguished leaders in all parts of
the country have declared in favor of the woman-suffrage amend-
ment ; nearly all of the members of the President's Cabinet have
declared for it; the great Speaker of this House favors the
amendment; the President of the United States is in favor of
this Congress now sending the woman-suffrage amendment to
the States for ratification,

It was my privilege yesterday afternoon to be one of a com-
mittee of 12 to ask the President for advice and counsel on this
important measure. [Prolonged laughter.] Mr. Speaker, in
answer to the sentiment expressed by part of the House, 1 de-
sire to say that at no time and upon no occasion am I ever
ashamed to confer with Woodrow Wilson upon any important
question [applause], and that part of the House that has jeered
that statement, before it adjourns to-day, will follow absolutely
the advice which he gave this committee yesterday afternoon.
[Applause and laughter.] After conference with the President
yesterday afternoon he wrote with his own hands the words
which I now read to you and each member of the committee
was authorized by the President to give full publicity to the
following: “ The committee found that the President had not
felt at liberty to volunteer his advice to Members of Congress
in this important matter, but when we sought his advice
[laughter on the Republican side] he very frankly and earnestly
advised us to vote for the amendment as an aet of right
and justice to the women of the country and of the world.”
Now, you gentlemen on that side of the House can jeer that
statement, if you want to do it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania rose.

The SPEAKER. TFor what purpose does the gentleman from
Pennsylvania rise?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. To ask if the gentleman will
yvield in order that I may ask him whether the I’resident wrote
that with his own hand?

Mr. CANTRILL. He certainly did write it with his own
hand, I will state for the information of the gentleman. To my
Democratic brethren who have made these Halls ring with their
eloquence in their pleas to stand by the President, I will say
that now is your chance to stand by the President and vote for
this amendment “as an aet of right and justice to the women
of the country and the world.”

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANTRILL. I decline to yield. Do you wish to do that
which is right and just toward the women of your own country?
If so, follow the President's advice and vote for this amend-
ment. It will not do to follow the President in this great crisis
in the world’s history on those matters only which are popular
in your own districts. The true test is to stand by him, even
though your own vote is unpopular at home. The acid fest for
a Member of Congress is for him to stand for right and justice,
even if misunderstood at home at first. In the end, right and
justice will prevail everywhere.

This terrible war has made it necessary for the Congress to do
many things which it would not have considered for a moment
before the declaration of war. No one thing connected with the
war is of more importance at this time than meeting the reason-
able demand of millions of patriotic and Christian women of the
Nation that the amendment for woman suffrage be submitted to
the States. An aflirmative vote to-day does not commit one
to woman suffrage in the State in which one lives, but it is
simply a vote to permit your State to say, through its legisla-
ture, if your State favors woman suffrage. Eighteen States
of the Union, with 184 electoral votes, have already given
women presidential suffrage, and severuLi other States in addi-
tion recognize the right of women to vote in other matters. The
question has reached such magnitude that it is deserving of
being submitted to the States for final settlement. One of the
chief arguments used by the opponents of woman suffrage is
that women are unable to bear arms in war, but the fact stares
us in the face that when the men who are bearing arms in
France had a chance to vote on the question of woman suffrage
they voted 2 to 1 in favor of the proposition.

If the men who are daily risking their lives in defense of our
Nation in the trenches are willing to trust the women to vote as
to their welfare, surely those who are fighting the war behind
mahogany desks can trust the women of the land with the
ballot. Gen. Pershing says, *“This war is being fought by
women ; it is women who suffer and lend courage to us; women
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are the ones who will deserve honor for their aid in establish-
ing democracy.” No one asks for the passage of the Federal
suffrage amendment as a pretty compliment to womanhood. It
is urged as a vital, sound, tremendous step in putting every
ounce of power that ean be marshaled behind our country in
its time of need. However bitterly in the past I might have
opposed woman suffrage, in the face of the statements from
Gen. Pershing, our great military leader in Europe, and of the
statement from the President, Commander in Chief of our
Army and Navy, I would cheerfully support the woman suffrage
amendment now. As the President states, it is a question of
right and justice to the women of the country and of the world.
The American Congress at this critical time must do those
things which are just and right toward all mankind., Every
single one of our great allies have given or are about to give
suffrage to the women of their countries. We must do the same
for the women of America, because this country, above all
others, boasts of liberty and justice. What becomes of our
boasted democracy when we deny to half our population the
right to participate in the affairs of government? No man on
the floor of this House will dare say that the women of America
are not as patriotic as are our men. As Gen. Pershing says, they
are the ones who suffer most. Justice demands that those who
sufler most for the Nation should have at least some recompense
for their suffering. The least reward that can be given them
is to say that they should have a voice in the affairs of the
Nation which takes away from them their fathers, brothers,
sons, and husbands to bleed and die that democracy might live.

What answer can we give to the nations of the earth when
we send millions of our men, the very flower of our manhood,
to fight for democracy and then at home deny the very funda-
mentals of democracy to millions of our own women? What
answer can we give when we spend billions of our wealth that
the world may be free and then at home tax millions of our
own women without giving them the right to vote on questions
of taxation? What answer can we give when we give our all
for freedom of foreign countries and keep in political slavery
our own women? No, Mr. Speaker, right and justice will not
permit us to do these things. The war in Europe is for the
freedom of mankind in the centuries to come. This amendment
here to-day is for the freedom of American women, which free-
dom has too long been denied to them. Let the American Con-
gress catch the spirit of the times; let the lawmakers of the
Nation cateh the spirit of the men in the trenches who are up-
holding our laws with the bayonet; let the Members of Con-
gress join the Speaker of this House and the President of our
Republic in justice for American womanhood. Right, justice,
liberty, and democracy have always been, and will always be,
safe in the tender care of American womanhood. From this
day on, let the men and women of America be equal and united,
citizens all, for the common good of our beloved Nation and for
the welfare of all mankind.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky
has expired.

Mr., CANTRILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, for the present I object.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Mr. Specker, I yield five
minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moox].

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, before addressing myself briefly to
the questioa, I ask unanimous consent to revise and extend the
remarks I may make. ¥

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there ob-
Jjection?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, for the present I shall object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts objects.

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I suspected as much. That is about
all the gentleman from Massachusetts is capable of doing., I
shall say then what I have to say in the time granted and to be
granted fo me.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker—— s

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr, FIELDS. 1 ask unanimous consent that all gentlemen
be permitted to extend their remarks in the Recokp upon this
question.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent that all gentlemen shall have five legislative days
in which to extend their remarks on woman suffrage. Is there
objection?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I hope this does not come out of
my time.

LVI—49

The SPEAKER. It does not.

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, a few hours for debate upon a
question that will add 14,000,000 of voters to the electorate of
the United States is a want of consideration of one of the most
important questions ever presented to this House. The time
onght to be extended for this debate or gentlemen ought at least
to be permitted to express their views in the Recoxp.

For the gratification of those most excellent women and men
whe desire the passage of the pending woman's suffrage amend-
ment to the United States Constitution I would be much pleased
to vote to submit it for ratification to the States, but my sense of
duty and my loyalty to the platform of the national Democracy
and to the principles of my party and obedience to the will of
an overwhelming majority of the people I represent forbids
that I do so. It is not because I have any opposition to women
exercising the right of franchise that I cast a negative vote on
this amendment, but because of the manner in which it is sought
to be obtained. A restrictive amendment upon the rights and
the liberties of the people of a State attached to the Federal
Constitution can not be desired by any person who has given
careful thought to our system of government and the basis
upon which loeal rights and liberty rests.

There are various reasons assigned why the amendment
should be passed and many why it should not be passed. There
are many people who believe in the right of women to exercise
suffrage who can not, so long as they represent the will of the
majority of the people and oppose the desctruction of the rights
of States, consent to the granting of suffrage by Federal amend-
ment. Some contend that the mingling of women in politics
would purify the electorate and make the Government safer and
better. They may be correct. Others contend that such con-
duet would render women less modest and therefore less worthy
of the respect of men, and at last produce a race wanting in
that delicate refinement and feeling of sentiment that comes
from the tender and confiding life of a pure woman, unstained
with the gross and sinister methods of political life. This may
possibly be true. It is most likely true that both ideas present
a remote contingency and can not be of much value in the prac-
tical determination of the question.

Logically, no man can deny that a woman is entitled to all
the rights and privileges, including the right of suffrage, that
men enjoy; nor has man the moral right to determine whether
it is best for women to exercise the right to vote or not. Women
should be permitted to determine for themselves that which they
think is best for them. For men to determine that women ought
not to vote is to destroy the equal justice to which the sexes are
entitled. The power, aside from the moral right, however, to
make men and women equal at the ballot box under existing
law rests with the qualified voters. The qualified voters are
men, and women therefore have no voice under the Constitution
and law as it exists in securing their own enfranchisement.
1t therefore becomes the duty of men under our dual system of
government to determine the manner in which it shall be done,
if they conclude it shall be done at all. There are two methods
by which women may be entitled to equal political rights with
men. One is by amendment to the Federal Constitution, the
other is by amendment by each State to its constitution or by
its law if permitted under the State constitution to grant suf-
frage to women. A large number of the States have already
granted suffrage to women. They have exercised their political
power and sovereignty in the matter and determined in the
interest of the rights of women. Other States might be of the
opinion that it is not proper to grant this power to women. The
proposed Federal amendment, if passed, would deprive the State
of its legal right to determine its electorate. . It may be said
that the amendments that have already been passed to the
Federal Constitution that are restrictive of the rights of States
do also pro tanto deprive the State of sovereign power. That,
so far as it goes, is true, but it affords no reason why the
State should be further deprived of sovereignty, nor are the
powers of which the States are deprived under the Federal Con-
stitution essential to the maintenance of loeal self-government.
The enumerated powers of the Federal Government under the
Constitution are those powers which are essential to the trans-
action of the greater functions of government that are national
in their nature. They do not restrict the States in the most
vital function that enables them to maintain local self-govern-
ment. When you deprive a State of the right to say who its
electors are or place restrictions upon the State in determining
the qualifications of its electors, you strike down absolutely and
unconditionally the life of its sovereignty. The power that
names the voter is the sovereign and the only sovereign. The
man who assumes that there should@®be further restriction upon
the right of the State understands not the principles of free
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government or the foundation upon which American liberty must
rest. [Applause.] -

There is no necessity for placing thit sovereign power In
the hands of the Federal Government. It ought to remain in
the control of the States where it is. and a restriction upon it
in any way or modification of the State’s rights is a practical
destruction of the power. I do not object to women voting if
they get the right to vote exactly as men get their right to vote—
by virtue of the State constitutions where they live. There is
no reason why women should have the right to vote In any
other way. The thoughtiess advocate of suffrage does not ap-
preciate that one method preserves the rights of the States and
the other destroys it. They say that it makes but little differ-
ence how women get the right to vote. so they get it. A right
ohtained in the wrong way does more wrong than can be done in
any other way. If women must have suffrage, let them have
it by the acts of their neighhors and friends and fellow citizens
of the States in which they live. If g State is not willing to give
it to them. let them abide the hour until it is willing. for in no
other way can local self-government exist. The destruction of
the sovereignty of Stutes is more fatal to liberty than the denial
of votes to women. The concentration of all power at Washing-
ton must and will ultimately undermine our institutions. We
have gone too far in that direction already.

The contention that it Is difficult in some States to amend the
constitntion affords no reason for subverting their constitution
by a Federal amendment which will coerce them into submission
to a mere policy against what they think is their interests,

Aguin, the advocates of the Federal amendment say to you.
“Why. the Constitution prohibits the denial of the right of
suffrage to any person by renson of race. color. or previous
condition of servitude. Are you not therefore willing to give to
the white women of the country the same rights that the negro
man has?” Of course this Is a mere ad hominem argument.
Just like a god woman wlways uses, The negro man does not
get affirmatively his right to vote by the fifteenth amendment.
But that amendment Is a restriction on the liberty of the State
aml its sovereign power in the selection of its electors. It should
not have heen passed. The fact that this wrong was done (does
not justify the perpetration of another wreong along the sume
line. Then, too, this amendment was passed at the close of a
long and bloody war, when the real South had no voice in the
Government. Many of the States of the South that were forceil
to vote for this amemiment voted at a tine when n majority of
its best citizens were disfranchised and had no voice in the local
government of the States. It Is the only amemdment to the
Federal Constitution that was coerced. I have no obhjection to
the colored man voting, but this privilege should have come from
the States.

Aganin. with a gond deal of eomplacency some of the advocates
of the Federal amendment say that gentlemen who voted to
submit for ratification to the States the prohibition nmendment
must upon the same ground vote to submit the suffrage amend-
ment. The weakness of this suggestion ought to be apparent
even to anyone, conditions being different. A man who voted
to submit rhe prohibition amendment in obedience to the will
of the majority of the people of the district or State he repre-
sented did right, because the highest principle involved in rep-
resentutive government is obedience to the will of the majority
of the people as understond by their representative. The repre-
sentative must comply with the will of the majority as he under-
stands it. or, if he be an honorable man and can not do so, he
must resign his commission. The people of the States whose
representatives voted to submit the prohibition amendment (id
g0 In obedience to the overwhelming will of the people. Those
who voted in the negative, if in obedience to the will of their
constituents. also voted right.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee
has expired.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield three
minutes more to the gentleman.

Mr. MOON. So it follows that whether a representative be-
lieves in a proposition or not personally he must in his repre-
sentative capacity carry out the will of the people. If I believed
thut the mnjority of the people of my State or my distriet desire
that I shoulil vote to submit the suffrage amendinent for ratifi-
cation to the States I should do so, yielding to their will, regret-
tinz and condemning their judgment. This is the people’s Gov-
ernment and they have a right to control it. In my opinion, the
restrictions by the Federal Constitution are already too great
upon the people of the States. We must seriously doubt the
wisdom of any further extt;psinn of Federal power and author
ity. Already that power is overwhelming. The Constitution

itself is pregnant with the seeds of lmperialism, Its dormant

and undeveloped powers. if exercised by an ambitious tyrant,

'| are sufficient to make us an Imperial Republic rather than a

representative government. No man knows the extent to which
power may be granted by the Congress to the Executive or how
far judicial construction will extend existing powers of Govern-
ment. It is not wise fo further deprive the people of loeal
self-government. I shall not discuss those extraordinary powers
now being exercised pending the war in which we are engaged.
The necessity of the situation has perhaps justified the extension
of power that the Congress has granted to the Executive. Just
a little more of Federalization of States’ rights and and the
power of the people over their local affairs forever ends,

When men deride the rights of States and of the people for
loeal self-government and seek to bury them in an arbitrary
policy to be fixed in the National Constitution. where only prin-
ciples should find a place, they betray an absence of the knowl-
edge of the principles on which a representative government
rests. A monarchy with single power is just the same ns a
Republic of sovereign States for such people. They are honest,
but see no difference. Some of the must intelligent men think
that if any proposition can secure the vote of two-thirds of
Congress for submission and three-fourths of the States should
ratify it under the Constitution nothing more is desired. By
this method the Presiilent might be given the power to name the
officers of a State. This would be an infringement of State
rights, but it would be proper in the minds of those who favor
centralized power and think that nmendments should be made
to the Constitution to enforce a mwere policy. While this may
be an extreme case, it is no less to be considered than the slow
processes that have been going on for years in taking away all
power of the people locally in the States by eentralizing that
power at Washington. Power diffused among the people may
prove at all tiries effective. No republic is as stable and power-
ful as a monarchy. But it Is free. The power over vast terri-
tory like that of the United States. with millions of people,
centralized at Washington, controlling the things that ought
to be controlled alone by local power, will be an inevitahle source
of tyranny. I believe in the full exercise of Federal power
under the Constitution, but oppose its extension unless nhsolutely
necessary for the national defense and in the full exercise of the
rights of the States. We must look beyond the mere language
of an amendment to the conditions in the various seetions of our
country amd the effeet on the neople in passing an amendment te
the Constitution.

It has been insisted that the real purpose of this amendment
is the basis for political legislation that will nitimately deprive
the Southern States of representation in part in Congress and
their force in national affairs. This may be and probably is
true. It could occur if Congress should force all persons to
vote under penalties. For Tennessee to grant suffrage to her
women would be no material harm to the State, but to deprive
her of the right by Federal amendment to do so or to force
her to do so would be to deprive her of her sovereign power.
Some of the Southern States are in a different attitude from
Tennessee and Kentucky and other border States which have but
a small colored population. In those Southern States where the
colored populatioa outnumbers the white to double the number
of ignorant voters by giving the colored woman the right to
vote would produce a condition that would be absolutely intol-
erable. We owe something to the wishes and the sentiments
of the people of our sister States stroggling to maintain law and
order and white supremacy, and if suffrage can be given to
the women State by State, as the States will it, and the errors
and Injustice as to some of the States could be avoided which
a Federal amendment would produce, it would seem the part of
wisdom to do so.

We are engaged now in a great foreign war. It is not the
proper time to change the whole electoral system. It is not
the time to consider amendments to the organic law. YWhen the
German Empire shall have been overthrown and peace given to
the world, it will he time enough to urge this question as a part
of the policy of our country. DPatriotism, in my judgment, for-
bids the injection of this issue into national politics at this time,
This is not the hour for any honest American or patriotic man to
press this issue upon the people. [Applause,]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I place ic the Recorp a portion of
the minority report and an editorial from the Baltimore Sun:

[From minority report.]

Opne of the very ablest of living ublicans, the Hon, Elihu Roo
of New York, whose great learning and knowledge of the Constitution
entitles any utterance of his to most careful co deration, has said :

*“There i1s nothing more tially and vitally local to a communit

PEED
than the W:.jr in which it skall select the officers who are to govern i
Any external power which can control that can control the local gov-
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ernment. Nothing is more clear in the Constitution under which our
Union was formed than that this is a matter of p ¥ local concern,
Former President Willlam H. Taft, in discussing this question, said :
“1f in any of the States now acting on the question I were called
upon to vote, I would vote against the suffrage, because I think
to force it on an unwilling or indifferent majority is to add to the
electorate an element that will not improve its governing capacity.
Thomas Jefferson, author of the Declaration of Independence and
patron saint of Democracy, thus expressed his opinion of women

mingling in political strife:
“All the v?:ﬂd is now politically mad., Men, women, and children
t naturally they talk much, loud,

talk nothing else, and you know t
and long. %oeiet is spoiled by it. But our good ladies, I trust, are
olitics. * * * American

too wise to wrinkle their foreheads with
women have the good sense to value domestic happiness above all
other and to cultivate it beyond all other.”

Former President Grover Cleveland, the first Democratic Presideni
after the Civil War, gave utterance to his conviction on this subject

in the following language :
“ 1 am willing to admit that it was only after a more thoroutgh appre-
clation of what female suffrage really means that I became n]lfm%oe?'-

vinced that its inauguration would vastly increase the unhapp{
fections and shortcomings of our present man-voting suffrage. Its espe-
cial susceptibility to bad leadership and other hurtful influences would
constitute it another menacing condition to those which already vex and
disturb the deliberate and intelligent expression of the popular will.”

Our present President, Woodrow Wilson, never exemplified his great
qualities of statesmanship more clearly than when with reference to
woman suffrage he said in the New York Times October 7, 1915:

“7T believe that it should be settled by the States and not by the
National Government.”

Again, in a letter to Jane Jefferson Club, of Denver, Colo,, October T,
1916, he gave expression to this statement:

* Both the great political parties have In their recent platform favored

+ the extension of suffrage to women through State action.”

The President at various times has discussed the ?uestion of suffrage

fully and at length, and always with the wisdom which he brings to the

. discussion of any question. his textbook, State and Federal Govern-

ﬁ%rt‘lt:s of the United States, he announces the following indisputable
8:

“ The suffrage in particular is a privilege which each State may grant
upon terms of its own choosing, provided only that those terms be not
inconsistent with a republican form of government.

“All the powers of the General Government are plainly such as affect
interests which it would be impossible to regulate harmoniously by any
scheme of separate State action, and only such ; all other Fowers what-
e:;_r remain with the States. With them rests the regulation of the
suffrage.

“ Federal law does not determine who shall vote for Members of the
House of Representatives., The Constitution provides, simply, that all
those persons in each Btate who are qualified under the constitution
and laws of the State to vote for members of the larger of the two
houses pf the State legislature may vote also for Members of the House
of Representatives of the United States. The franchise is regulated,
therefore, entirely by State law.”

In conclusion we desire to say that we stand with the views ex-
pressed bg the President on this question of woman suffrage when,
on December 23, 1914, he declared : * I still believe that it is a matter
to be fought out in the indlvidual States,” This sentiment the Presl-
dent has since then on more than one occaslon in effect reaffirmed.

Respectfully submitted. m

E. W. SAUNDERS. .« «
Jacop B. MEEKER.
FrANKE CLARK.
[From the Baltimore Sun.]
SELLING THEIR BIRTHRIGHT FOR A MESS OF POTTAGE.

Southern Members of Congress and southern leadership in Congress
have been the subjects of bitter criticism for months in many northern
and New England newspapers which are In sympathy with President
Wilson and which can generally be counted on to support the Demo-
cratic Party in presidential elections. While criticism of some southern
leaders has been justified by their obstinate attitude with regard to con-
seription at the outset of the war and by the narrow and sectional spirit
which they have manifested with regard to principles of war taxation,
the Sun has been strongly inclined to resent the disposition to include
sll southern Members in thls category and to regard a few as repre-
sentative of the whole.

But In view of the reported change in the attitude of many southern
Congressmen toward the suffrage amendment, and the motive unblush-
ingly avowed for that change, we are compelled to believe that the
SBouth will have reason to join with the North and East in their scorn-
ful appraisement of the average Congressman from the Southern States.
In ondag's Sun Representative James C. CasTrILL, from the once
proud State of Kentucky, was quoted as follows:

“The fact that the Congress is now almost evenly divided between
the Democratic and Republican Parties,” he says, “ should force the
Democratic Members from the South to give heed to the situation. - This
statement is based on the supposition that each Democrat is looking
to the welfare of his party in the Nation and that he will not be gov-
erned by local conditions in his own district. The Democratic Party is
mow in control of all branches of the Federal Government. Almost
every commlittee assignment, so far as the chalrmanships are concerned,
is held by southern Democrats, who thus far practically dictate the
legislation of the Nation. We have this control, as everyone knows,
because the woman-suffrage States in the last presidential election voted

almost solidly for Democratic electors and candidates. For the Demo-
cratic Pa.rtf n Congress to vote agalnst the States that gave them this
wer would, For the southern

in my oﬁnion. be political suicide.
emocrats in Congress say to the millions of patriotic women of the
Nation that suffrage shall not be given them would bring down upon
our heads such condemnation from the suffrage States that we would
be driven from power."”

"Mr, CaNTRILL assumes that the women voters of the West decided
the (Preaidentlal election. Whether that be true or not—and it is open
to dispute—Mr. CANTRILL deliberately proposes to his southern col-
leagues to trade the South’s birthright of local self-government for a
mess of political pottage. Committee chairmanships, in his view, it
would seem, are more important than * local conditions " in the South-
ern Btates. And he thinks a Democratic majority in Congress is more
essentinl than the protestion of the South from negro domination.

n a word, the new code proposed to southern Members Is a code
o; olitical expediency and Job-holding and not the old southern code
o nor.

The proposition re‘fresenta the practical abandonment of a policy
which has n considered vital to progperltg and good government in
the Sounth. She is being betrayed in the house of her friends. As
Judge HarrisoN, of V ia, points out, the adoption of this amend-
ment will again force the people of the South * to face the hateful
conditions which have prevalled In many parts™ of that and other
Southern Btates in the past. The conditions will, indeed, be more
“ hateful " and more menacing than before, because a new element will
be added to the electorate, * deadlier than the male.”

This southern desertion to suffrage is insincere and dishonest, and it
will reap the reward of insincerity and dishonesty. The southern
Members are hitching up to partners who have no respect for their
race prejudices, no sympathy with southern feeling, and who will throw
them overboard at the first 02 rtunity. We trust the people of the
South will put on their blacklist forever men who think committee
chairmanships are thin of greater value than the maintenance of
white supremacy in their section. his .is the plain issue that these
strange southern representatives have ralsed. :

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr., Caume-
BELL] is recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, will the Chair call
it to my attention when I have used five minutes? Mr. Speaker,
the man who does not know that to-day witnesses the dawn of
a new era in the progress of civilization of mankind fails to
comprehend what is passing in the world. Old things are pass-
ing away and we are coming into new and greater things. We
are about to vitalize and make real the old theory that Govern-
ments derive their just powers from the consent of the gov-
erned. That theory has been the hope of mankind through the
centuries. We are about to make that theory a glorious reality
for the women of America. [Applause.] The new day that is now
dawning will witness a leveling up of mankind throughout the
world. It will witness the granting of all the powers of gov-
ernment by the governed throughout the world. Why, then, in
our own glorious Republic should one-half of the intelligent
people be denied by any State the right to participate in the
Government they love and support? The resolution under con-
sideration denies the right of any State to enact a law that will
deny any citizen the right of voting because of sex. It is not an
affirmative grant, as assumed by the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. Moox]. It is the removal of an implied inhibition on the
right of women to vote.

‘Mr. Speaker, it has been said that women should not be -
granted the right of suffrage because they can not bear arms.
The women of the world to-day have given to every battle front
and to fighting ships on every sea the fighting men who are
fighting the battles of this epoch-making war [applause], and
the women of the world are the inspiration to those men on
every battle front. And more, they are doing as much for
the success of this war in America and throughout the allied
countries-as are the men behind the lines. They are doing -
every kind of work to-day that men are doing behind the lines—
manufacturing arms, munition, clothing, and so forth—doing
every manner of work. At this very moment in these galleries *
the women who are listening to this discussion are working for
the soldiers.. Not a man to-day in these galleries is doing any-
thing except idly listening to what is going on. The women are
doing something for the comfort of the soldiers on the battle
fields and in the trenches and on the fighting ships. [Applause.]
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moox] said that this reso-
lution should not be agreed to or considered at a time when
the Nation is engaged in an awful war. There never was a
more propitious time for this Nation, that entered this war to
secure for those who are governed the right to have a voice in
the Governments under which they live than at this hour for
Americs to grant the right of suffrage to the noble women of
the Republic.. If it is right for America to participate in this
war in behalf of the consent of the governed in other lands, it
can not be denied that Congress should go as far as it can go
to grant the right of suffrage to all the women of the United
States. I am for the resolution. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used five minutes,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min-
utes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GREENE].

Mr., GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr, Speaker, the question
before this House is adoption of a rule. I object to the adop-
tion of the rule with such extreme haste. The gentleman who
has just preceded me has many times spoken in this House, and
spoken very strongly, against bringing in a rule and adopting
it with a provision for only 40 minutes for debate, 20 minutes
for each side. Here is an important matter which is brought up
for consideration. The question of an amendment to the Consti-
tution of the United States is, to my mind, a very much dif-
ferent proposition than the presenting for consideration and
enactment into law of a measure which might be a proposition
of only minor importance. But in my opinion a constitutional
amendment, which vitally affects the entire country, should
have more mature consideration. I shall not argue as to the
privilege of any man in this House or any man in the country
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or any woman in the country to have the right te their own
views on the question of the adoption of this amendment,
which the arbitrary action of the Committee on Rules forces
us to discuss and consider. I o say for myself I believe it is
literally wrong for Members to stand here and talk about the
adoption of a rule and then bezin to use as an argument for
the propoesition that we follow the rule if adopted, and then
Propose to limit the debate in which 435 Members of this House

ought to have the privilege of participation when less than 300

minutes are granted for debate.

We are here to consider the guestion of the advisability of
the adoption of this rnle with such a limited debate. Now. I
have been a Member of this House for nearly 20 years and I
have seen rules®brought in here from time to time with very
limited time allowed for debaté on the question of the rule.
I have seen gentlemen on the other side of the House, when the
Republicans were in the majority, pound us as hard as they
could, because we brought in a rule providing for a limited e-
bate on a simple proposition, and they solemnly and vigorously
protested that when the Demeocracy came into power there
would be no such arbitrary rules presented. DBut if you will
examine the Recorp I think you will find that very many more
drastic rules have been brought into this body during the
limited thme the Democracy has been in power than was ever
done by the Republican Party when we were in power during
the long term of our service.

I oppose this rule because I believe it is wrong to take up a

constitutional question and to act on it with such limited debate.

Even when the ruole is adopted, we shall have so little time for
debate that the gquestion can hardly be brought to a decent
consideration. Now, I have rarely voted for a rule in this
House. 1 do net believe in bringing matters up in that way.
I do not believe that this rule is necessary. We have a very
limited calendar, and there would have been ample opportuuity
to bring up this proposition. and have it properly considered,
before the time when the cengressional session ‘will be brought
to a close, because we are going to be in session for a great many
months, and there is ao reason in the world for this Heuse to
bring up and force its fmmediate consideration such a drustic
rule. I am opposed to the rule on that ground. When it comes
1o the question of the adoption or the passage of the resolution,
if I can get a little time, I shall talk briefly on that proposition;
but I am speaking now on the question of this drastic rule,
brought in by unanimous vote of the committee, and putting
such a limited debate on an amendment to the Constitution.

I am not a lawyer, but I am one who has read the Constitution
A great many times. A very few Members of this House, I
fear, have read it, but I have read it many times. and there
have heen just 17 amendments adopted since the original Con-
stitution was framed by the master minds whom God had in-
spired in the cabin of the Mayflower to formulate the Constitu-
tion of the Plymouth Colony which was made the basis of the
Constitution of Massachusetts and subsequently resulted in the
estnblishment of the Constitution of the Uunited States under
which we now live. The thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth
amendments were passed by this bedy and were concurred in
by the Senate. That is, the men from the Sounth conld not
obtain representation in this House and return to the home of
their fathers unless they voted for the acceptance of these
amendments which were intended for the protection of the
slave whose freedom was provided as the result of the Civil
War., They voted for these amendments beeause they wanted
fizuratively to get back to the fleshpots of Egypt.- They «lid not
want to stay out in the cold any longer. They had been
whipped in the war and wanted to get back, and they were will-
ing to adopt any smendment in order te get back home once
more, But it is fo their everlasting discredit that they have
ignored these amendments ever since. 'They are here now with
the privilezes their snceessors now enjoy.

I still strongly desire to state that I think the rule is wrong
and ought not to be adopted, and I shall vote against it because
I do not believe in it and I wish to reserve my individual rights.

1 append a brief reference to some reasons why I shall vote
against this amendment. There are many other reasons which
might also be referred to. but I deem these I have presented
sufficient to justify my actions.

Since the second session of the Bixty-fifth Congress opened T
have met several women suffragists from the State of Massa-
chusgetts, 1 have immediately propeunded to them this one
question: “ Do you approve or disapprove of the suffrage bhan-
ners in front of the White House with the Tollowing wards
emblazoned thereon, namely, * Kaiser Wilson, what will you o
for woman suffrage?'”™ The banners with these words in-
scribed thereon were flaunted many days during the last session

" selves act upon it.

of the Sixtyfifth Congress. The day the Russian visitors
called on President Wilson they were especlally offensive. The
answer in nearly every case to my inquiry was, “1 glory in that
demonstration.” President Wilson, while not my choice for
President, is the Commander in Chief of our Army and Navy,
and this action in time of war was insulting to him and to the
Nation in the terrible struggle in which we are now engaged
and were then endeavoring to make successful. DBesides, the
response to my question was very offensive, and I Immediately
ordered these suffrage advocates from my office.

I have watched the suffrage movement at close range. I am
very much opposed to the efforts made at the Capital and else-
where in the propaganda having for its purpose the adoption of
the suffrage amendment. Large sums of money have been con-
tributed, and have been and are to he expended, to bring ahout
the adoption of sald amendment, This method is objectionable
and is corrupting in its niture. Threats have been uttered to
me by suffragists that they wouldl be present in my district and
oppose my reelection next year. I am not disturbed by this
threat. But I respectfully beg leave to state that I can not
perform my duty as a Member of the House of Nepresentatives
in accordance with my oath of office by rupporting this amend-
ment. and T shall record my vote against it.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
‘man from Tenncssee [Mr, GArreTT] se some of his time?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I have only twe minutes re-'
maining. There will be only one other speech.

Mr. FOSTER. I huve three minutes remnining, and will |
grant it to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Campreri].

Alr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Then 1 yield five minutes to
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenzroot].

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, when the resolution similar
to this was before the House three years ago I opposed it. I
opposed it upon two grounds. 1 opposed it ag a matter of
principle, on the ground that Congress ought not to submit
constitutional amendments unless it was reasenably probable
that, if submitted, the amendments would be adopted in the
near future. Three years have zone by and that condition is
changed. That argument no longer applies, and I think that
nearly everyone will agree that if this amendment be adopted
during this session of Congress it will be ratified by a sufficient
number of the States within less than five years. [Applause.]

Another ground that I then took was that if submitted by
the States the people directly vote upon the question. wherens
if submitted by the Federal-Government the legislntures them-
But it was a matter of some humilintion to
me, within a very few weeks after the House considersd that
resolution, to find that my own State legislature hac refused to
permit the people of my State to vote upon the question of
woman suffrage. And so T have been compelled to change my
mind upon that question. Therefore I am heartily supporting
this amendment to-day. [Applause.]

Mr. Spenker, there should be no partisanship in the consid-
eration of this resolution; and yet T mmst congratulate the Tle-
publican side of the House that because of the fact that an
overwhelming majority of them will vote for this resclution to-
day they have compellted the President of the United States to
change his mind upon this proposition, [Applause on the
Republican side.]

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker

Mr. LEXROOT. I can not yield.

Mr. Speaker. T am hopeful from that fact that as time goos
on the President may in some other matters be suseeptible to
Republican influence oceasionally. [Applause on the Repub-
lean side.] Mr. 8penker, there shoukl be ne sectionalism in
the consideration of this resolution to-day, nnd yet we might as
well squarely face the fact that if this resolution dees not this
afternoon secure the necessary fwe-thirds vote it will b~ due to
one section of this eountry und to Demoeratic votes—the solid
South. From a Republican standpoint, from a partisan stand-
point, it would be an advantage to Mepublicars to be able to
£o hefore the people in the mext election and say that this rese-
lution was defeated by southern Democrats. But. Mr. Speaker,
I hope that you will not give us Republicans that opportunity,
I hope there will mot be a solid South upon this proposition.

Mr, CALDWELL. Will the gentleman yiel}?

Mr. LENIROOT. I shall have to decline to yield.

You gentlemen of the Sauth, how often you have stood on
this floor and deeried sectionalism! T have agreed with you.
Let us not have sectionalism upen this proposition to<day. No
other section of the country stands as you have stood npon this
proposition. and, as I said a few moments ago. if thi~ resoly-
tion is defeated to-day the country will understand whom to
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hold responsible—one section of the eountry, controlling a por-
tion of the Democratic Party.
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. [Ap-
The gentleman yields back one minute.

plause.]

The SPEAKER.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, there will be only
one other speech, Has the gentleman from Kansas exhausted
all his time?

The SPEAKER.
that?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I yield it back to
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTER].

The SPEAKER. That gives the gentieman from Illinois [Mr.
Fosrter] four minutes.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Goroox].

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. LeExroor], who has just taken his seat, and who refused
to yield, gives as a reason for voting for this joint resolution
that the legislature of his own State refused to permit the
people to vote on the question of woman suffrage. Here is the
logic of his argument, namely, that because the legislature of
his own State refused to allow the women to vote he is going to
vote for a joint resolution that deprives the people of every
State of this Union of the privilege of voting upon it. [Ap-
plause.] That is the logic of his argument, He made a good
speech against this proposition three years age. [Laughter.]
Now he has changed his mind.

Mr. LENROOT. Others have.

Mr. GORDON. Gentlemen, this proposition involves treason
to the principle of representative government, and is a gross
vinlation of the national platform of the Republican and Demo-
cratic Parties adopted in the last campaign. [Applause.] Mr.
Hughes bolted the platform before election, and he got his for
it. [Laughter.] He lost the State of Ohio because he repudi-
ated his party platform on the question of the right of the
States to eontrol the granting of suffrage.

Mr. MADDEN. What will happen to Mr. Wilson?
ter.]

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Wilson is not running for office now.

A Meumper. He has kept us out of war. [Laughter.].

Mr, GORDON. Any man in this House, whether Democrat
or Itepublican, who votes for this resolution, and who did not
in the campaign in 1916 publicly repudiate that plank in his
platform, is guilty of bad faith with his constituents, every
single one. The Republican platform declared that the ques-
tion of suffrage is one that should be determined by the people
of the States. Now, because in some of the most important
States the people themselves have voted down this proposition,
you propose to force it upon them by a constitutional amendment
through Congress and the legislatures of other States. I say
this is an outrage, and every decent man—Demoerat or Repub-
lican—who votes for -this resolution ought to blush for his
vote. [Laughter and applause.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTER]
is recognized for four minutes.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kerry].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog-
nized for four minutes. ;

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania.
of the House, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gorpon] is mistaken
when he says that those who favor equal suffrage by their votes
to-day will blush for their action. By a large majority this
afternoon this House will go on record as favoring a fundamen-
tal principle of government by the people, and those who blush
for their attitude will be those who vote against it. [Applause.]

The gentleman seemingly does not recognize the fact that we
are living in a new world and that old conditions will not return

again,

Except one minute. Does he desire to use

ILnugh—

New conditions teach new duties ;
Time makes ancient good uncouth ;
Th%must upward still and onward
o would keep abreast of truth,
Lo! before us gleam her campfires;

We ourselves must pilgrims be;
Lnunch aur Mayflower aud steer boldly
r the wild, tempestuous sea,

Nor attempt the future’s portals
With the past's blood-rusted key.

Amerieca is in a new epoch since last April, and we must meet
conditions as they exist to-day. The gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. Parxker] states that this is not the time for action

on this great question. His argument is reiterated by the gen-:

tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moox]. Gentlemen of the House,

this is the time above all others. If America does neot-act now
she will be a laggard instead of a leader in this great movement'

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen

for the democraey for which liberty-loving nations are battling
around the world.
Even in the midst of the welter of war the allied nations, the

_peutrals, and even the central powers are pledging equal suf-

frage to their peoples. At this very moment the question is
pending in the British Parliament, in the Chamber of Deputies
of France, and the legislative body of Italy. The heroic King
of Belgium has promised that one of the first aets after his
Kingdom is restored will be to see that women are enfranchised
as a reward for the valiant service they have rendered in time
of disaster,

These nations, even in the shadow of the Prussian mailed fist,
have thought this great task of liberation worthy of considera-
tion and action. Surely America ean not rightfully take the
position that this question should be delayed indefinitely.

Even in the German Reichstag, in Bohemia, and in Fungary
the right of equal suffrage has been discussed, and in some
instances that right has been pledged. Surely Ameriea will not
allow the exponents of autoeracy to lead the way in this advance
of democracy. Now is the appointed time for action. Let the
oldest and greatest democracy in the world lead this movement
instead of straggling in the rear.

But, Mr. Speaker, Congress should also adopt this amend-
ment now because there is a Nation-wide compelling demand
from the peeple that this fundamental question be submitted
to them for settlement. The Rules Committee, the Judiciary
Committee, and the Woman Suffrage Committee have all held
hearings at which were represenfed millions of American citi-
zens, all asking action on this amendment. From every town
and hamlet and city have come petitions urging that at least
Congress give the people the right to act upon equal suffrage.
Already more than one-fourth of the membership of this House
and of the Senate come from States where women vote.

There have been 20 State elections held where this question
was an issue. In these eleetions the total vote of men voting in
favor of granting the franchise to women was 4,703,371. These

were elections at which only mnle voters cast their ballets.

While the number is increased by the fact that a second election
was held in two States. still it is a conservative estimate, count-
ing the women voters and those who favor it in States where
no election has been held, that there are to-day at least 7,000,000
American voters who would go to the polls and vote that this
amendment should be submitted to the States for decision,
Whenever there is such a demand as that this House has no
right to refuse to submit any question to the people. Putting
aside the merits of the question itself and how individual
Members feel about equal suffrage, the fact remains that it is
the duty of Congress to refer this question or any question to the
States when demanded by such a large proportion of the Ameri-
can electorate and citizenship.

Mr. Speaker, there must also be considered the faet that this
amendment is essential to the equality eof rights upon which
this Government stands. Women to-day in many States help
to elect a President and to choose a national administration.
‘Women in other States are absolutely disfranchised, a situation
which is manifestly unjust and unfair,

But still worse, the women voters in equal-suffrage States

‘have no protection at all when they change their residence

into other States. An amendment to the National Constitution,
the recognition that America i8 a Nation and not a colleetion of
States, is essential if there is to be “ Equal rights to all, special
privileges to none.”

Congress should pass this amendment now, because this
Nation needs as never before the votes of its women. It will
add to the molding force that element of citizenship which
naturally looks to the common welfare in time of peace, The
evils in society are regarded as hostile forces by women, for
they see their effects upon the home. The problems of bad
housing, unwholesome food, conservation of life and health,
commercialized vice, evil working conditions, all need the reme-
dial hand of the home maker.

But if that is true in time of peaee, it is doubly true in time
of war. Ameriea needs the help of its womanhood as never
before. The problems of this armed conflict include the prob-
lems of food, clothing, nursing, thrift, eonservation. and others
which are muech more in woman’s line than in man’s. Every
call sent out by the Nation to the women has been answered with
enthusiastic devotion. Their work has been one of the splen-
did things of the past year, but I maintain that all these efforts
would be vastly more effective if with them went the power to
-express patriotism, devetion, and convictions in the place where
they count most after all—in the wvoting booth on the day of
election.

Let us release the energy which has been expended by neces-
sity in the effort to secure an undoubted right and turn it into
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the channels of activities which will make surer the conquest
of democracy over autocracy. When we remember that more
girls are graduated every year from high schools and collegzes
than boys; when we remember that only one-fortieth of the
inmates of our jails and penitentinries are women, we must see
that this step of liberation will mean an addition to the edu-
cated, moral, law-abiding electorate which is needed now and
in the trying days which lie ahead.

Mr. Speaker, one of the guiding maxims of Napoleon was
“A clear pathway for merit.” He told his army that every
soldier carried in his knapsack the baton of a marshal of
France, Because this idea was the exact opposite of the
Bourbon idea and because Napoleon's career itself showed that
his poverty, low birth, and other handicaps did not act as a bar
against ability and genius, the people of France followed the
Little Corporal as the very personification of the spirit of their
new nation.

America to-day must have a clear pathway for merit. At a
dreadful cost in blood and treasure she wrote into the fabric of
this Nation that neither color nor race nor previous condition
of servitude should bar entrance to that pathway.

To-day, by orderly, peaceable methods outlined in the organic
law of the land, we have the opportunity to say that the path-
way for merit shall not be barred on account of sex.

That is the issue, for it is a fraudulent affront to argue that
the vote will not be used wisely by women. Every observer of
actusd conditions has testified that the effeet of women obn
political conditions has been elevating. But even if that were
not assured, still suffrage is fairly due the women of America,
and the debt should-be paid. No henest man who owes another
$10 refuses to pay his debt because he feels that perhaps the
money will not be wisely spent. The ballot is n debt owed the
womanhood of America, and now is the time to pay the debt.

Mr. Speaker, the people demand the submission of this amend-
ment to them. The nations of the world are preparing to
enfranchise their own women, and America must not prove
recreant. The Nation needs the votes of its women in peace
- and in war.
national solution for a national question. I sincerely hope
and believe that this amendment will be adopted by a two-
thirds majority, and that this Congress will nobly measure up
to its responsibility and its opportunity. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired. All time has expired. The guestion is on
agreeing to the resolution,

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker. one moment.
Those of us who are opposed to the resolution have not inter-
posed any sort of delay by way of votes or demands for roll
ealls, by which we have saved a good deal of time. I ask
unanimous consent of all of the Members of the House that
the time that would otherwise be taken in roll calls be added
to the general- debate. It would be about an hour. I ask
unanimous consent to amend the report of the Committee on
Rules by inserting “five” where “ four" occurs, the effect of
which will be to give five hours of debate in this body instead
of four hours. I think that is a reasonable request, because,
.as I said, we have not interposed a moment’s delay.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent that, in consideration of not calling for the yeas
and nays, the time it would take be added to the general
debate.

Mr. FOSTER. With the understanding that we conclude this
matter to-day?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia.
I am concerned.

Mr. FOSTER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
let me ask the gentleman from Virginia if he would not be
willing to fix the time, which may be a little later than 5
o'clock ?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia.
am agreed,

Mr. FOSTER. Let me say to the gentleman from Virginia
that if we can fix it at 5 o'clock, I have no objection. I ask to
amend by fixing it not later than 5 o'clock.

The SPEAKER. That is the time that the rule fixes.

Mr. FOSTER. I understand that; but it also provides that
not exceeding four hours of general debate shall be had, and
in any event it shall not go beyond 5 o'clock. ‘I ask that general
debate shall not run later than 5 o’clock.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that the rule shall be so amended that debate
shall close at 5 o'clock. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. The question now is on the passage of
the rule as amended.

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to,

Oh, yes; certainly, so far as

So far as I am concerned, I

This amendment is the only way to secure a

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the joint resolution,
The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resoluticn (H. J. Res. 200) proposing an amendment to the Con-
tutlon of the United States extending the right of suffrage to
women.

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United
States of Ameriea in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each IHouse con-
curring therein), That the fellowing article be proposed to the legisla-
tures of the several States as an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of sald legisla-
tures, shall be valid as part of suld Constitution, namely :

“Article —.

“Secriox 1. The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall
not t{e (}rnied or abridged by the United States or by any State on ac-
count of sex.

* BEC. 2. Congress shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to
enforce the provisions of this artiele.”

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires fo ask those in the man-
agement of this debate if the Chair understands the situation
correctly, The Chair’s understanding is that the four following
Members shall each control one-quarter of the time: The gentle-
man from California [Mr. Raxer], the lady from Montana [Miss
RaxkIN], the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Sauvspers], and the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Meexer]. Is that correct?

Mr. RAKER. That is the understanding, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. CLARK of Florida, And amendments will be in order
after debate is closed?

The SPEAKER. Yes.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia, That gives to each one of the
four Members an hour and a quarter.

The SPEAKER. It gives to each one one-quarter of the time,
wil;:(tlever there is. The gentleman from California is recog-
n -

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members who speak on the resolution be
given the privilege of revising and extending their remarks.

Mr, NORTON. That is included in the rule.

The SPEAKER. No; there is no such provision in the rule.

Mr. NORTON. It is in the rule that I have in my hand,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the wrong rule. The
gentleman from California asks unanimous consent that all gen-
tlemen have five legislative days in which to print remarks in the
Recorp. 1Is there objection? -

Mr, SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, that was not the request of the

1 gentleman from California.

Mr. RAKER. I intended to make that request after I got con-
sent to my first request. ;

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani-
mous consent that all Members speaking on the resolution may
?_aw; leave to revise and extend their remarks. Is there objee-

lon

Mr., STAFFORD. Reserving the right to objeet, I wish to
have that qualified so that those who do extend their remarks
will not have leave to incorporate telegrams or letters, but that
it shall be their own speech.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman objecting?

Mr. STAFFORD, I am, without that qualification.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California adopt
ihat qualification?

Mr. RAKER. I do, under the circumstances.

Mr. McARTHUR. Reserving the right to object, I would like
to ask the gentleman how many days we will have?

The SPEAKER. From now until the close of the session,
under a general leave of that sort.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Is that broad enough to in-
clude those who have already spoken?

AMr. RAKER. I intend that it shall.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent that all
Members have five legislative days in which to extend remiarks
upon this resolution,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani-
mous consent that all Members have uve legislative days in
which to extend remarks on the resolution. Is there objection?

Mr. MEEKER. Reserving the right to object, I think the
same stipulation should be made that there shall not be tele-
grams and letters included.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California accept
the qualification? % 3

Mr. RAKER. I do.

Mr., SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, personally I had intended to
object, because I think it is a bad practice to make the Recorp
show what does not happen; but there have been so many indi-
vidual requests for time that I do not desire to punish anybody,
and therefore I shall not object.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman from California yield?

Mr, RAKER. Yes.
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- ]
Mr. WALSH. T desire to inquire if it would interfere with

the gentleman’s plan in any way if he permitted the lady from
Montana [Miss Rankin] to open the debate on this resolution?

Mr. RAKER, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my tlme,
and will permit the lady from Montana to open the debate under
the circumstances. [Applause.] -

Miss RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, we are facing to-day a question
of political evolution. International circumstances have forced
this gquestion to an issue. Our country is in a state of war.
The Nation has had a terrible shock. The result has been a
sudden change in our national consciousness. The things we

have for years been taking for granted are suddenly assuming

a new significance for us.

We as a Nation were born in a land of unparalleled resources,
of vast acreage of fertile soil, of minerals, of coal, oil, gas, of
timber, and water power. The combinations in which these
resources were found, together with our great natural highways,
gave us opportunities for development which no other nation
could boast. And we had people, people in whose veins ran the
blood of all nations, people imbued with the buoyaney of youth,
fearless, and with the will and energy to make their dreams of
freedom come true.

Without restraint we drew upon the stored treasure of the
past. We spent recklessly, cnd we wasted our natural re-
seurces and our human energy with youthful abandon.

And then came the world war, and with its coming our care-
free attitude was suddenly replaced by a new seriousness. To-
day we are mobilizing all our resources for the ideals of democ-
racy. We are taking stock of our available energy. And we
are finding that. with all our past wastefulness we still have
limitless resources upon which we can count. We have men—
men for the Army, for the Navy, for the air; men for the in-
dustries, the mines, the fields; men for the Government. And
the national leaders are now reaching out and drawing men of
talent, picking those with the best minds, with expert knowledge,
and with broad perspective to aid in war work.

But something is still lacking in the completeness of our na-
tional effort. With all our abundance of coal, with our great
stretches of idle, fertile land. babies are dying from cold and
hunger; soldiers have died for lack of a woolen shirt.

Might it not be that the men who have spent their lives think-
ing in terms of commercial profit find it hard to adjust them-
selves fo thinking in terms of human needs? Might it not be
that a grent force that has always been thinking in terms of
human needs, and that always will think in terms of human
needs, has not been mobilized? Is it not possible that the women
of the country have something of value to give the Nation at
this time?

It would be strange indeed if the women of this country
through all these years had not developed an intelligence, a
feeling, a spiritual force peculiar to themselves, which they hold
in readiness to give to the world. It would be strange if the
influence of women through direct participation in the politieal
struggles, through which all social and industrial development
proceeds, would not lend a certain virility, a certain influx of
new strength and understanding and sympathy and ability to
the exhausting effort we are now making to meet the problem
before us.

For 70 years the women leaders of this country have been
asking the Government to recognize this possibility. Every
great woman who stands out in our history—Susan B. Anthony,
Elizabeth Cady Stanton, Clara Barton, Mary Livermore, Harriet
Beecher Stowe, Frances Willard. Lucy Stone, Jane Addams, Ella
Flagg Young, Alice Stone Blackwell, Anna Howard Shaw, Mrs,
Catt—all have asked the Government to permit women to serve
more effectively the national welfare. All have felt that the
energy, the thought, and the suffering that was spent in trying
to obtain permission to serve directly should us quickly as pos-
sible be turned to the actual service. And in the meantime they
did all they could indirectly. They learned to read and to know
each other. They became interesied in each others’ problems,
for they found them to be heir own problems. As they were
the stabilizing influence in the home and kept the family unity,
so they have become a great possible stabilizing influence in
society, asking now to help keep the unity of the Nation to its
highest standard of service.

They have stood back of the men. They have pioneered with
them, rejoiced with them over their suecesses, and., when they
failed, encouraged them and helped them to begin again, The
women have done all that they were allowed to do, all that the
men planved for them to do. But through all their work they
have pleaded for the political machinery which would enable
them to do more: .

To-day as never before the Nation needs its women—needs
the work of their hands and their hearts and their minds.

Their energy must be utilized in the most effective service they
can give. Are we now going fo refuse these women the oppor-
tunity to serve in the face of their plea—in the face of the
Nation’s great need? Are you gentlemen representing the
South, you who have struggled with your negro problem for
half a century, going to retaliate after 50 years for the injus-
tice you believe was done you so long ago? Have you not
learned in your struggle for adjustment in the South to be
broad and fair and open-minded in dealing with another fran-
chise problem that concerns the whole Nation?

The women of the South huve stood by you through every
trial. They have backed you in every struggle, and they gave
themselves and all they held most dear for the eause for which
their men laid down their lives. Now they are asking to help
you again in a big, broad, national way. Are you going to
deny them the equipment with which to heln you effectively
simply because the enfranchisement of a childrace 50 years
ago brought you a problem you were powerless to handle?

There are more white women of voting age in the South
to-day than there are negro men and women together. Are you
going to say to these thoughtful women: “After 50 years we
have been unable to accomplish more than a temporary adjust-
ment of our problem; and now we refuse to let you disturb us,
even to help us”? Dare you say that in the face of our tre-
mendous national erisis—in the face of problems too great to
rest upon the old doctrines of our youth, but demanding the
action of a Nation united in spirit and using all its power?

These are herole times, and they call for the strength and
the courage and the dignity to think and act in national terms,
We thought in national terms when we restricted activities by
the prohibition amendment a few weeks ago. Why can we not
now- think in national terms and extend opportunities?

Our President emphasized the greut nationalizing process our
country is undergoing when he took over the railroads of the
country to meet this crisis. The food and fuel problems must
soon be solved by nationalization. We are working and thinking
to-day not as separate States but as a Nation. We must dis-
cuss public affairs not as Montanans or New Yorkers or Flor-
idians but as Americans, taking always a national perspective
and looking toward the welfare of the entire country.

We have made the protection of our child workers a national
question. We declared war not State by State but by Federal
action. We mobilized and eguipped our Army not State by
State but through Congress. 8hall our women, our home
defense, be our only fighters in the struggle for democracy who
shall be denied Federal action? It is time for our old political
doctrines to give way to the new visions, the new aspects of
national and international relations which have come to us
already since the war began,

For we have had new visions; we have been aroused to a new
way of looking at things. Our President, with his wisdom and
astuteness, has helped us to penetrate new problems, to analyze
situations, to make fine distinetions. He startled us by urging
us to distinguish between the German Government and the
German people. We who have been steeped in democratic
ideals since the days when our forefathers signed the Decla-
ration of Independence find it diffiecult to think of government
as something separate from the people.

Yet, as we learn to make this distinction for Germany, will
not our minds revert to our own situntion and be puzzled? How
can people in other countries who are trying to grasp our plan
of democracy avoid stumbling over our logic when we deny the
first steps in democracy to our women? May they not see a
distinction between the Government of the United States and
the women of the United States?

Deep down in the hearts of the American people is a living
faith in democracy. Sometimes it is not expressed in the mest
effective way. Sometimes it seems almost forgotten. But when
the test comes we find It still there, groping and aspiring, and
helping men and women to understand each ether and their
common need. It is our national religion, and it prompts in us
the desire for that measure of justice which is based on egunal
opportunity, equal protection, equal freedom for all. In our
hearts we know that this desire ecan be realized only when
“those who submit to authority have a voice in their own
government,” whether that government be political, industrial,
or social.

To-day there are men and women n every field of endeavor
who are bending all their energies toward a realization of this
dream of universal justice. They believe that we are waging
a war for democracy. The farmer who knows the elements
of democracy becomes something of an idealist when he con-
templates the possibility of feeding the world during this crisis.
The woman who knits all day to keep from thinking of the
sacrifice she is making wonders what this democracy is which
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she is denied and for which she is asked to give. The miner is
dreaming his dreams of industrial democracy as he goes ahout
2,000 feet underground, bringing forth from the rock precious
metals to help in the prosecution of this war.

The girl who works in the Treasury no longer works until she
is married. She knows now that she will work on and on and
on. The war has taken from her opportunities for the joys that
young girls look forward to. Cheerfully and willingly she
makes her sacrifice. And she will pay to the very end in order
that the future need not find women paying again for the same
cause,

The boys at the front know somethinz of the democracy
for which they are fizhting. These courageous lads who are
paying with their lives testified to the sincerity of their fight
when they sent home their ballots in the New York election,
and voted two to one in favor of woman suffrage and demoe-
racy at home. [Applause.]

These are the people of the Nation. These are the fiber and
sinew of war—the mother, the farmer, the miner, the industrial
worker, the soldier. These are the people who are giving their
all for the cause of democracy. These are the people who are
resting their faith in the Congress of the United States because
they believe that Congress knows what democracy means.
These people will not fight in vain.

Can we afford to allow these men and women to doubt for a
single instant the sincerity of our protestations of democracy ?
How shall we answer their challenge, gentlemen: how shall
we explain to them the meaning of democracy if the same Con-
gress that voted for war to make the world safe for democracy
refuses to give this small measure of democracy to the women
of our counfry? [Prolonged applause.]

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I respectfully request the Mem-
bers of the House that I be permitted to proceed without inter-
ruption, and I will beg the Chair to advise me when I have con-
sumed 10 minutes. This proposed amendment should be passed
*“as an act of right and justice” to the women of America.

To my mind, this is one of the most important questions that
has been presented to the Congress since I.have been a Mem-
ber, one that has far more wide-reaching effect upon the people
of the country, in so far as what the country stands for and
what we stand for, than any other guestion since the writing
of the Declaration of Independence and the adoption of our
Constitution. ' There are 20,000,000 of American women in this
country who are of age and entitled to vote, and they simply
ask that you extend to them the same right that has been ex-
tended to the men of the country. The present amendment does
not seek to make any change in that respect; it does not make
the change that the opponents claim it does. It does not fix
the qualifications, The fact is that her sex, for which she is
not responsible, has been the basis for a denial to women of the
privilege of participating in this Government. The same
qualifications that exist in the States for men, giving them the
right to vote, will apply to women. At present when she goes
to register or to the polls to vote she is denied that right be-
cause she is a female and not a male. There is not one of the
qualifications provided In the several States that she can not
meet. There is no qualification provided for in any of the
State constitutions or their laws that every American citizen
can not meet. He must be 21 years of age and a resident of the
State, and so forth, and only a few States fix limitations on
account of property, and we are truly sorry for that. We pro-
vide that those under 21 years of age, because of their want of
knowledge of the condition of affairs, shall not vote: that the
insane and idiots and those convicted of crime shall not vote.
Suffrage is extended to every man in the United States except
under the conditions named, and the woman simply asks now
that she be given the same right as the man.

Mr, MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

‘Mr. RAKER. Not at present, if the gentleman will pardon
me, This is unquestionably a war measure——

Mr. MADDEN. I was trylng to get some explanation about
some matters in the report that I do not quite understand.

Mr. RAKER. I will yield for a question then.

Mr. MADDEN. I notice on the first page of the report
written by the gentleman the names of a number of gentlemen
and of the lady who have introduced resolutions with respect to
suffrage, and on the second page I notice the gentleman from
California says that Mr. Tavror of Colorado has been a true
and loyal advocate of this measure and is one of the pioneers
in this work, but he does not say anything about what the others
have done. What has that to do with this question?

Mr. RAKER. Nothing, only I like to give credit to whom
credit is due.

Mr. MADDEN.

I thought maybe they were all entitled to
equal credit. - ;

Mr. RAKER.. I try to give them all eredit.

This is a war measure, unquestionably, The American women
of this country are doing the same as the men. In the factory,
in the field, in the shop, in fact, in every field of endeavor
where aid and assistance could be given to the Government in
its mighty struggle for democracy this has been demonstrated.
In foreign countries the women are necessary to wage the war, so
that the supply of munitions and other things to carry it on
may be kept up. In justice to the *romen of America we say
that they should be given the right to vote in this country and
thereby become actual and living factors in its affairs and
activities.

Mr. MEEKER. Mr, Speaker, will the genfleman yield?

Mr. RAKER. I can not yield for more than a moment. I
yield to my colleague on the committee for a question,

Mr. MEEKER. Does the gentleman realize that a very large
majority of the women who are doing actual war work do not
want this vote?

Mr. RAKER. No; it is just the contrary.

Mr. MEEKER. It is not the contrary.

Mr. RAKER. I want to call the attention of the House to the
fact that in Canada, where many hundreds of thousands of their
men have gone to the front, the Canadian Government realized
the need of the support of its patriotic women. Five Provinces
of Canada have granted provincial suffrage. The Canadian
Parliament realized and recognized that these women must have
the power of the vote, and in September of this year granted
the Federal franchise to women, which gave the vote to a mil-
lion and a half of them, and those loyal Canadian women, with
the loyal Canadian men, joined in support of the Canadian
Union Government. When the question of conscription was up
and to carry on the war, the women by their vote helped to
win it. It has been recognized by the premier and the other
leading men of Canada that if it had not been for the loyal
women's vote in Canada the result might have been disastrous
or serious to Canada. In the same way in Engla nd, where they
have been in this struggle for three years, Parliament has seen
fit and proper to give enough time to this question to consider
it, and it has passed the House of Commons by vote of 7 to 1,
and has gone to the House of Lords, where within the next two
weeks they to pass it, and it will then receive the King's
signature. The women of Australia have stood loyally and
patriotically by their Government in this war. They have voted
for conseription, they have voted for war, because this is a war
for democracy, in which the women are as much interested as
the men. And while our men at the front are unable to par-
ticipate, they have by their vote in the New York election dem-
onstrated how they feel upon this question. When the soldier
vote came back it was 2 to 1 for woman suffrage, hbecause they
know that mother, wife, and sister at the polls will do every-
thing in their power to uphold the hands of their Government
in the way of lives, money, and until, if need be, the last saerifice
has been made, although we hope it will not be needed, to win
this war for democracy. :

I want to recall to my Republican friends this fact, and I
want to say to you, my Republican friends, that our action on
this matter is ideal, although it followed hours, and even days,
after the declaration of the President. You deserve credit for
the position you have taken,

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAKER. I yield for a question.

Mr. DENISON. It was known by the committee {:iat went
to see the President that the Republicans were going to take
this matter up and pass it in eaucus, was it not?

Mr. RAKER. I want to say to my Republican friends upon
this question that I have been in conference with the President
for over three years upon this question, and that over three
weeks ago I went to him for his advice and to ask him how
the matter stood. He told me the same then as he told the
committee yesterday afternoon; and I leave it to the members
of that committee if this was not his own language. He said:
“Raker knew, but he knew how to keep his advice and counsel
unfil the proper time.” [Applause.]

Now, to my Democratic friends I want to say this: The
Speaker of this House, the chairmen of the committees of this
House, and the officers who constitute the organization of this
House hold their positions to-day as the result of the votes of
women., Without the votes of the Democratic Members from
California, the Speaker would not be in the Chalr. These
Democratic Members from California would not have been
elected without the votes of the women of California. Every
man who holds a chairmanship of a committee owes it to the
woman vote of the West. And I want to say further to the
Members on the Democratie side that the returns indicated two

[Applause.]
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hours before we closed our polls in the West that the Presi-
dent was defeated

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAKER. Just a moment. But when the final vote was
taken the women, realizing what had been done and where the
President stood, voted to the last minute for President Wilson.
They realized that the Democratic Party had stood for certain
things: that they had revised the rules of the House, provided
for the election of United States Senators by direct vote of the
people, established the postal-savings bank act, Philippine inde-
pendence, the Porto Rican bill, the child-labor bill, the antitrust
law, revision of the tariff downward, the anti-injunction bill,
labor legislation, eight-hour lay for railroad employees, Alaska
railroad, Alaska coalleasing law, public-land legislation, irri-
gation-extension act, Federal farm-loan law, Mine Bureau legis-
lation, Department of Labor, and many other progressive and
liberal laws demanded by the people.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair desires to notify
the gentleman that he has used 10 minutes,

Mr. KEARNS. How did the women of California find out
and learn where the President stood on this thing just before
election last fall? Nobody else seemed to know it.

Mr. RAKER. They knew it.

Mr. KEARNS. How did they find it out?

Mr. RAKER. I will take a minute or two——

Mr, KEARNS, I wish the gentleman would.

_Mr. RAKER. The President went home and registered.
President went home and voted for woman suffrage.

Mr. KEARNS. He said he believed in it for the several
States——

Mr. RAKER., One moment—and the people of California and
the women of the West realized that a man who performs and
does acts i3 better than a man who promises and never does.
[Applause.] Therefore they voted for the man whom they be-
lieved would earry out the principles for which they stood.

Mr. KEARNS. That is the only information they had upon
the subject, is it?

Mr, WILLTIAMS. Is it not a fact they voted for him because
he kept us out of war? Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAKER. T can not yield.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Just for a question.

Mr. RAKER. I can not yield. Again I want to appeal to my
Democratic friends. Lying on this table here are hundreds of
telegrams from the loyal women of the South. From every
organization and association these women are appealing to Con-
gress that they be recognized as are the men of this ecountry in
regard to the right to vote. They say that the negro question
is a eamouflage, and that they can well take care of it. There
are over 8,788,000 white women in the South and 4,000,000
colored. You will have over 4,000,000 more white women than
you will have colored. The total negro population is 8,204,274,
and white women outnumber both negro males and females by
nearly half a million. Therefore, from every conceivable point
this resolution should pass. Here are telegrams open for your
inspection which show that tens of thousands of loyal women
of the South in every Southern State are writing, demanding,
and pleading that they be given the right fto participate in the
affairs of their Government.

Woman suffrage is no longer a controversial question; it is
an established fact in nearly half the territory of our country.
Wyoming in 1869 led the way and New York in 1917 carried
the question “ over the top.”! No one denies that the coming of
woman suffrage over the entire country is inevitable. The ex-
periments already tried over a succession of many years have
proved certain incontrovertible faets. (1) When the opportu-
nity offers women vote in about the same proportion to their
numbers as men, (2) Their vote has wrought no mysterious
unfeminizing influence upon them, as the world once feared, nor
caused neglect of children, home, or husbands. (3) It has not
overturned political parties, nor the social order, nor in any
way proved an abnormal or discordant influence. (4) On the
conirary, by strengthening the demand for good laws govern-
ing home conditions and care of children mothers have been en-
abled to do their work in the world to better effect. Thelr in-
fluence upon politics and society in general has been a positive
and not a negative force. The opinions of the men and women of
the suffrage States are practically unanimous on these points.

With the overwhelming testimony on the one hand that woman
suffrage In practice is a success and the unanswerable argument
for the justice of woman suffrage on the other, there is nothing
for a fair-minded American to do but to recognize the fact that
woman suffrage is a sound prineiple in theory and in practice.

With woman suffrage established as a sound principle, the

only question remaining is, How shall it be written into the law
of the land? _

The

All political parties are pledged to woman suffrage by the
planks of their 1916 platforms. Some construe the planks of
the Democratic and Republican Parties to mean suffrage for
women by amendment of State constitutions only ; but the planks
of neither party stipulate that there shall be no Federal action,
While they declare for suffrage by State action, they do not
declare against suffrage by Federal action.

Since the adoption of those platforms circumstances and
opinions have radically changed under the quickened impulse
toward democracy brought about largely by the war. The re-
versal of opinion in New York is indicative of the change of
view of the whole country.

To carry into effect this change of opinion by State action is
clearly impossible at this time. The process is slow and the
provisions of many State constitutions practically prohibit
amendment. To cling to that plan of procedure longer is, there-
fore, to repudiate real democracy in the Nation for a method not
applicable to present conditions nor responsive to the present
demand.

Meanwhile woman suffrage has made amazing progress in
foreign lands. In every belligerent country the services of the
women in the munition factories, the railways, the shipyards,
the offices of administration, have first amazed men and then
filled them with admiration and gratitude. The expressions
have been numerous among the chiefs of the war deparfiments
in Great Britain and France that the successes so far attained
would have been impossible without the aid of women. The
most conspicuous change of front is that of Mr. Asquith, long
premier of Great Britain and an implacable enemy of woman
suffrage. Sald he:

Short of actually bearing arms in the fleld, there is hardly a service
which has contributed or is contrlbuting to the maintenance of our
cause¢ in which women have not been at least as active and as eflicient
as men, and wherever we turn we see them doing, with zeal and success
and without any detriment to the prerogatives of thelr sex, work which
three years ago would have been regarded as falling exclusively within
his is not a merely sentimental argument,
as well as our judgment. But what
I confess moves me still more this matter is the problem of recon-
struction when the war is over. The questions which will then nec-
marll{ arise in regard to women's labor and women's functions and
activities in the new ordering of things—for, do not doubt it, the old
order will be changed—the questions in regard to which I, for my part,
feel it impossible, consistently either with justice or with expedicncy,
to withhold from women the power and the right of making their voice
directly heard.

The greater respect for the claims of women to a share in
government which the war has brought the world around has
resulted in remarkable actual gains,

BUFFRAGE ADVANCE IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES, 1917.

Great Britain: Premier Lloyd-George on behalf of the Liberal
Party has pledged the parliamentary vote to British women (all
other electoral rights were extended long ago), and by a vote
of 7 to 1 the measure passed the House of Commons in June,
It is expected that the bill will be through the House of Lords
and receive the King's signature before the middle of February.
Lloyd-George said, “To give the women no voice would be an
outrage; it would be unjust, inequitable. That is why the
woman question has become largely a war question.”

Canada: Five Provinces within the last two years have ex-
tended full suffrage to ywomen by acts of their legislatures, aud
in September a bill was passed by the Dominion Parliament
giving the parliamentary vote to all women who are mothers,
wives, widows, sisters, or daughters of soldiers, making the
parliamentary vote practically universal, except for those of
alien-enemy birth naturalized since 1902, Premier Robert Bor-
den has pledged full suffrage.

In Mexico, in November, 1917, the State of Guanajuato con-
ferred the privilege of suffrage in all municipal matters upon
women of reputable character.

In France a suffrage commission appointed by the Chamber of
Deputies has brought in a favorable report on woman suffrage,
declaring that women should have the vote “ first of all as an
act of delayed justice and secondly as a move dictated by public
interests.” The measure is now pending.

Bohemia: The city of Prague has appointed a commission with
instructions to bring in a new plan of franchise for the city, in-
cluding woman suffrage.

Hungary : The city of Budapest unanimously demanded of the
Hungarian Parliament suffrage for men and for women, and the
minister of justice has pledged the party in power to grant the
petition.

Italy: The premier of Italy, on behalf of the majority party,
has pledged municipal suffrage for women.

Sweden: All the Scandinavian countries, except Sweden—that
is, Finland, Norway, Denmark, and Iceland—have universal
suffrage for both men and women, The King of Sweden has
recommended full suffrage for women of that country, where

the province of men.
though it appeals to our feelin
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they have long enjoyed municipal suffrage, and the Premier of
the Liberal Party now in power has pledged his party to
grant it.

Belgium : The King of Belgium has said that if ever his king-
dom is restored to him one of his first acts will be to see that
the women are enfranchised as a reward for the wonderful
service they have rendered to their country in its time of stress.

Germany : Woman suffrage was recently proposed in the Im-
perial Reichstag as a reward for the war service of the women
and was debated.

While other nations are fighting for their very lives in the
world war for democracy, they have found time to take steps
toward its establishment at home. Yet those nations are sup-
posed to be more conservative than ours, and most of them are
pledged to institutions that are more or less monarchial rather
than democratic.

The Congress of the United States has not acted upon this
question; it can pass the question on to the States. That is the
purpose of this proposed amendment. For the Congress of the
supposedly most demoeratic country in the werld to refuse to
take this action, to block the progress of democracy at home
while professing to fight for it abread, would be se high handed
a performance as to fill the world with suspicions of eur pur-
poses in the war. To deny the States the opportunity to estab-
lish woman suffrage if they wish to do so is an act of autoeratic
injustice which would certainly be misunderstood abread and
would deeply incense the millions of women who are voters as
well ag the millions more who are petitioning for the vote. The
opinions of millions of men and women are exp in an
editorial of the Los Angeles Times of December 24, 1917

lneT e e S i TG R T R s B

lane than before women were
the women of America have taken in the
war crisis proves incontestably that they are qualified both mentally
and temperamentally to assist in the direction of the destinies of the
Nation To oppose the right of equal suffrage is simply to play
the role of illogical obstructionist.

The West wants the opportunity of ratifying the Federal suf-
frage amendment and thus to stop delay in the establishment of
this measure of democratic justice. Gov. Lister, of Washing-
ton, calls attention to the fact that the legislature of that State
by joint memorial asked Congress to submit the amendment,
and that the State is ready to ratify it. Gov. Stewart, of Mon-
tana, wires, “1 hope the Federal amendment will pass. Mon-
tann is for woman suffrage.”

The governor of Wyoming wires, “After 40 years' experience
with woman suffrage Wyoming enthusiastically and unguali-
fiedly recommends the adoption by the Nation of the Federal
woman-suffrage amendment.”

Gov. Gunter, of Colorade, wires, “ Woman suffrage has been
beneficial to Colorado and I recommend the extension to the
women of the Nation.”

Gov. Capper, of Kansas, wires, *“ Woman suffrage has been an
unqualified success in Kansas. I hope Congress will pass the
Federal suffrage amendment and give the woman of the Nation
the right to vote, a right which should never have been denied
them.” .

Gov. Boyle says Nevada’'s people “ want to see suffrage estab-
lished Nation wide as part of Federal Constitution.”

“ Idaho is in favor of national enfranchisement of our women.
It is in favor of the Federal suffrage amendment, woman suf-
frage having worked in Idaho so satisfactorily that we believe
its benefits should be Nation wide,” wires Gov. Alexander.

Oregon’s governor, James Withycombe, wires that he is a
strong advoecate of the Federal suffrage amendment.

“The Utah Legislature, by unanimous vote, recommended the
adoption of an amendment to the National Constitution granting
woman suffrage. I heartily concur in this recommendation and
feel that such an amendment will be favorably acted upon by
Congress,” reads the telegram signed by Gov. Simon Bamberger.

“The people of Arizona have already ratified an amendment
to the State constitution giving full suffrage to both sexes alike.
I regard such ratifiention as an index to the manner in which
the people of this State would receive a Federal amendment pro-
viding for universal suffrage,” wires Gov. W. P. Hunt,

Gov. Whitman, of New York, says: “I believe that the pro-
posed Federal amendment providing for egqual suffrage should
be passed, and I believe, too, in the event of its passage that it
will be ratifiedd by at least three-fourths of the States. The
State of New York by an overwhelming majerity has given the
vote to its women, and I think that it is the wish of our people
that our Representatives in Congress should support this
measure,”

Justi
cleanly and occupies a hl{grr
to vote; and the part which

The Legislature of California in session in 1917, both houses
concurring, unanimously passed a joint resolution, which reads
as follows:

Assembly joint reseolution 22, relative te urging Congress to submit {o
the legislatures of the States for their ratification an amendment to
the United States Conmstitution granting women the right to vote,

Whereas the women of the United Btates are being called n to share
the burden and sacrifice incidental to the present national crisis; and
Whereas they are patriotically responding te that call : Be it
Resolved, That denial of the right of women to vote in any
the Nation on equal terms with the men is an injustice; an
the senate concuwrring therein), That we

further
Resolved by the assembly
do urge upen Congress the missien to the legislatures of the States
for their ratification an amendment to the United States Constitution
granting women the right to wvote.

In other words, the people who have seen woman suffrage in
operation, who know what it is and how it works, recommend
it whole-heartedly to the rest of the country, and those who are
blocking its progress are those who do not know what it is nor
how it works but are governed by preconceived notions ema-
nating from traditienal prejudice.

The fact that the soldier vote of New York went 2 to 1 for
suffrage should not be forgotten. These men, or those of them
who come back, will be our Congressmen, our governors, and
so forth, a few years hence. To vote with them on this guestion
aowi i? not to be regarded by them later as bigots und obstruc-

onists.

It should be remembered the suffrage amendment is only a
referendum. Those who vote for it are not committed to
woman suffrage; they are merely committed to the proposition
that they are willing to grant the States an opportunity to act.
Those who vote against it are obstructing this mevement which
has already so far succeeded that 10,000,000 women of voting
age live under woman-suffrage laws,

In 1916, 91 electoral vetes were controlled jointly by men
and women, and it was commonly admitted that women in the
Western States played an important role in deciding the elec-
tion. During the year 1917 the number of electoral vetes cast
by equal-suffrage States grew from 91 to 193. These voting
women, as well as the millions of nonveting petitioners, are
certain to be deeply incensed if the same Congress which re-
ferred prohibition to the States refuses equally fair treatment
to woman suffrage.

It must be borne in mind that it was the Natien, not the
States, whih declared war, conscripted men, voted a neces-
sarily huge war tax, and has taken over the control of foed and
fuel. It is the Nation which has appealed to women to take
the places of men, to give their money, their labor, their sons.
All these things which but a few months ago seemed impossible
have happened, and the Nation is engaged in the greatest war
of its history—a war for democracy.

This erisis of our Nation calls for bolder action than would
have been necessary a year ago. We can not consistently pro-
fess to lead in a war for democracy and be the last nation teo
establish it at home. Nor can we claim that the Nation is fight-
ing for democracy abroad and leave the States to demonstrate
our understanding of democracy at home. The loyal votes of
women who would vote in the places of absent men are a na-
tional concern. The war has made woman suffrage a national
question. The Congress should treat it as such.

The Congressmen who called on him to ask his advice were
advised very frankI? and earnestly by President Wilson to vote
for the nmendment “ as an act of right and justice to the women
of the country and of the world.”

The women of America will be grateful to President Wilson
for his advice and consequent great assistance in their cause,
fu(:‘ld the Members of the House can well afford to follow such
advice.

Mr. Speaker, T reserve the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has used 13
minutes.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield three
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gorpox].

Mr, MEEKER. Mr, Speaker, I also yield the gentleman five
minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio is
recognized for eight minutes, :

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, House joint resolution No. 200 is
entitled * Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States extending the right of suffrage to women,” and
provides for an amendment to the Constitution of the United
States which prohibits the several States from refusing to
permit women to vote in any and all elections.
~ Section 2 of this resolution prevides: “ Congress shall have
power, by appropriate legislation, to enforce the provisions of

of
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this article.” Here the authority is conferred to enable the
Government of the United States te take charge of every elec-
tion held in the most remote precinet of every State in this
Union, and to override and nullify every constitutional pro-
vision and statute in each of the States of this Unioh enacted
to protect the purity and sanctity of the ballot. All these con-
stitutional provisions and legislative enactments in each of the
States are subordinated, subverted, and submerged to the will
of the Federal Government by the terms of this proposed amend-
ment. We are told that this revolutionary proposition must be
engrafted upon the organic law of this Nation, because the
people in different States of this Union have voted down pro-
posed amendments to their State constitutions, conferring the
right to vote upon women in those Commonwealths. The only
reasons which can be assigned for proposing this amendment
are: (1) The qualifications of voters are defined in the consti-
tutions of the several States, and any change proposed therein
must be submitted to a vote of the qualified electors. (2) By
submitting this proposed ameudment to the legislatures of the
several States, instead of to constitutional conventions calied for
the purpose of passing upon it, the purpose to prevent even an
indirect expression of the people on the amendment is apparent.
The advocates of this amendment have a legal opinion from
their counsel to the effect that even in those States which have
constitutional provisions authorizing a referendum upon all
legislation, a referendum can not be invoked upon the action
of a State legislature in ratifying this amendment. The real
underlying motive, then, for this proposed amendment is to
override the action of the people of a number of the States, at
the polls, by an appeal to Congress and the legislatures of other
States.

This joint resolution is a naked and impudent repudiation
of both the letter and spirit of the last national platforms
adopted by the two leading political parties in this Nation, and
every man on this floor, elected as a Democrat or Republican,
who did not in the last campaign openly repudiate the platform
of his party on this question is guilty of an act of bad faith in
voting for this joint resolution. The Democratic national plat-
form adopted at St. Louis, June 16, 1916, reads on suffrage as
follows :

We recommend the extension of the franchise to the women of the
country by the States upon the same {erms as to men.

Here is a plain and unequivocal recognition of the right of
each State to control the question of suffrage in accordance with
the wishes of the people of the several individual States. The
Republican national platform adopted at Chicago on June 10,
1916, deals with this proposed joint resolution in the following
terms:

The Republican Party, reaffirming its faith in Government of the
people, by the ple, for the people, as a measure of justice to one-half
the adult people of the countrg. favors the extension of suffrage to
women, but recognizes the right of each State to settle this question
for ltself. '

If this language is not a plain, unequivocal, and emphatic rec-
ognition of the right of each State to settle and determine the
question of woman suffrage for itself, then there are no words in
the English language that would fairly express that purpose.
Any Congressman on the floor of this House elected as a Demo-
erat or a Republican who did not in the campaign in which he
was last a eandidate publicly repudiate this plank in his party’s
platform is morally bound to vote against this joint resolution.
There is not in the Constitution or laws of the United States a
gingle restriction, limitation, or obstruction to prevent, hinder,
or delay the adoption of woman suffrage by any State in this
Union. If any such obstruction existed, I would vote to remove
it. Because the  suffrage leaders in some of the large States
of this Union have not been able to convince a majority of the
electors of those States that woman suffrage ought to be
adopted, or that even a majority of the women in those States
favor it, these women rush down here to Washington and ask
the Congress of the United States, by a species of legislative
force and violence embodied in this joint resolution, to over-
ride and mullify the action of their own State by the aid of the
legislatures of other States and their Representatives in Con-
gress, Permit me to enll attention to the history of my own
State upon this question. In 1912 we held a constitutional con-
vention in Ohio, which promulgated and submitted to a vote
of the people of the State certain amendments, one of which
aunthorized women to vote at all elections. It was defeated.
In 1914 this same amendment was again submitted, and in the
largest vote ever cast in the State up to that time this amend-
ment was again voted down by a majority of 182905 votes.
These elections would seem to have established the faet that,
whatever the sentiment in other States of the Union, the people

of Ohio, both men and women, were opposed to granting the
women of that State the right to vote. In the spring of 1017
a bill was introduced in the legislature of our State to confer
upon women the authority to vote for and thereby join in the
appointment of presidential electors. The broad pewer con-
ferred upon the States by the Federgl Constitution would seem to
warrant the selection of presidential electors in any manner
that the legislatures of the States might deem wise. This lan-
enage is as follows:

Each State shall appoint, In such manner as the legislature thereof
may direct, a number of iprﬂiiﬂi"nﬁﬂ” electors, equal to the whole
number of Scnators and Representatives to which the State may be
entitled fn the Congress.

Standing alone, this langunage of the Federal Constitution
would seem to permit the legislatures of the several States to
authorize the red-headed women alone in those States to ap-
point presidential electors, but the framers of the Ohio consti-
tution concluded it would not be wise fo leave such broad
powers in the general assembly of our State, so a provision
was inserted in our State constitution adopted in 1851 that
“No person shall be appointed or elected to any office in this
State who is not an elector,” and in the same instrument the
term “ elector ” is defined as “ male white citizens 21 years old.”
The authority conferred by the legislatures of the several States
to join in the appointment of presidential electors, either at
elections or in any other way, is unquestionably an office which
is defined as “a special duty, trust, charge, or position con-
ferred by an exercise of governmental authority and for a publie
purpose.” A majority of each branch of the legislature of Ohio
vielded to the clamor and importunities of the same men and
women who are in Washington now attempting to force woman
suffrage on the State of Ohio by a Federal constitutional amend-
ment and passed the measure authorizing women to vofe for
presidential electors. A referendum upon this measure was
invoked by the constitutional number of electors of our State,
and at the Navember election in 1917 this Reynolds biii author-
izing women to join with men in the appointment of presiden-
tial electors in Ohio was defeated by 146,120 majority. This
most recent action of the electors of Ohio, of course, furnishes,
from the standpeint of these militant suffragists, an addi-
tional argument why this constitutional amendment ought
to be adopted, because it seems to demonstrate the failure to
procure woman suffrage in Ohio with the consent of the people
of that State.

In addition to the pending joint resolution and others of
similar tenor and effect, the genileman from California [Mr.
Raxer] and the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Frexcr] have
introduced bills entitled, “A bill to protect the rights of women
citizens of the United States to register and vote for Senators
of the United States and for Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives,” and then these bills attempt to confer by legis-
lative enactment of Congress authority upon the women of all
the States of this Union to vote for United States Senators and
Members of the United States House of Representatives.
These bills were recently referred to the Committee on Woman
Suffrage of the House, and, being desirous of learning what it
was the purpose of this committee to do with these bills, T
ealled upon the lady from Montana [Miss Ranxin] after the
bills had been referred to her committee and asked her what
the committee proposed to do with them. She replied in sub-
stance that the action of the committee on these bills would
depend upon the action of the House on the joint resolution
now pending. 2

In other words, if the Congress of the United States refuses
to pass this joint resolution to amend the Constitution, this
Committee on Woman Suffrage proposes to pass one of these
bills in violation of the Constitution as a measure of reprisal
against the Congress and people of the United States.

We are threatened by these militunt suffragettes with a direct
and lawless invasion by the Congress of the United States of
the rights of those States which have refused to confer upon
their women the privilege of voting. This attitude on the part
of some of the suffrnge Members of this House is on an exact
equality with the acts of these women militants who have spent
the last summer and fall, while they were not in the District
jail or workhouse, in coaxing, teasing, and nagging the Presi-
dent of the United States for the purpose of inducing him by
coercion to club Congress into adopting this joint resolution.
[Cries of * They got it!"”] Last Saturday one of these suffrage
erusaders declared before the Woman Suffrage Cominittee of
the House that unless Congress enacts this pending jo'mt reso-
lution they intend to renew their seige of the White H juse and
keep it up until the occupant surrenders to them. They forget
the admonition which one of their orators gave to the chaivman
of the Woman Suffrage Committee [Mr. Raxer]: To sec the
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President in behalf of this joint resclution, and if he was for
it to advertise that fact, but that if he declared against it te
tell him it is nene of his official business, anyway. [Laughter.]
This same militant Amazon from Jowa in this same speech
declared that the only way they could get woman suffrage in
Iowa was through the action of Congress and the State legis-
latures by constitutional amendment, becanse the qualifications
of electors in Iowa are defined by the constitution, and the
people of that State had voted down a woman’s suffrage nmend-
ment and the legislature could not reverse the action of the
people at the polls. She explained that the people of Towa had
also voted down State-wide prohibition, but that the legislature
enacted it. What the State of Iowa needs worse than anything
else is a lot of first-class political funerals among their Mem-
bers of Congress and BState legislature. [Launghter.] The
people of Towa ought to change their minds on the subject of
prohibition and swoman suffrage or change their representa-
tives in Congress and in the legislature of their State.
[Laughter.]

Now, the President of the United States has no more to do
officially with the adoption of a joint resolution providing for
a constitutional amendment than has Carrie Chapman Catt
The action of these militants in besieging the President’s official
residence with pikes and banners for the purpose of procur-
ing the adoption of this joint resviution is not only an insult
to Senators and Congressmen, who are the only United States
officials charged with any duty or responsibility in the matter,
but it is a reflection upon the President himself, whe repent-
edly declared before his last election, and which was declared
in the platferm upon which he was reelected, to be a question
for each State to decide for itself. Mr., Wilson did not, like
his opponent, repudiate the platform upon which he was run-
ning for President in 1916. and having been reelected upon a
platform which recognized the right of each State to control
the question of suffrage for itself. I say it is an insult for any
man or woman to ask or expect the President to mse his in-
fluence with Congressmen and Senators to induce them to vio-
late the platforms upon which they were elected.

It is only a few years ago that the resounding voice of a

. presidential candidate was heard throughout the land, propound-
ing the inguiry, “ Shall the people rule?” This same man
has been in Washington during the present session of Congress,
urging Members to prevent the people of their States from rul-
ing on the guestion of prehibition and woman's suffrage by
foreing these policies on them by constitutional amendment
through Congress and the State legislatures of ofher States.
Nothing in the Constitution or laws of the United States pre-
vents g single State in the Union {rom granting suffrage to its
women, and if there is any obstacle ir the constitution.or laws
of any State a majority of the people of that State can remove
it. This joint resolution ought to be entitled: “A bill to take
from the people of the States control over an important matter
and vest it in the legislatures of three-fourths of the States.”
It ought to be defeated, and I hope end believe it will be, here
or elsewhere.

In a recent decision by the Supreme Conrt of Indiana, adjudg-
ing null and void an act of the State legislature attempting
to' authorize women to wote for certain candidates for office,
the court said:

The right of suffrage iz not & natural or inherent right, but a
political privilege, and it is held -onlg by those on whom [t is bestowed
either hy virtue of ress constitutional grant or throngh author
legislative provision. The gquestion Is primarily one for the considera-
tion of the people in their capacity as creators of the constitution, and
is never one for the consideration of the legislature, except in so far

as that instrument clearly sanctions an extension of the elective fran-
chise or permits a regulation of its mode of exercise.

The lady from Montana [Miss Rawkin] has introduced a
joint resolution in this House recognizing the right of Ireland
to home Tule and political independence, but she is unwilling to
permit the people of Ohle to have home rule in their domestic
affairs, but by her voice and vote ‘as » Member of this House is
attempting to deprive them of it. The people of my State have
always sympathized with the desire of the people of Ireland
for home rule, but we demand it for Ohio and for every other
State in this Union as a matter of right. These wvociferous
advocates of home rule for foreign nations and peoples ought to
apply their principles to their own people, for home rule, like
churity, ought to begin -at home.

Mr. Speaker, there is very much more involved in thig joint
resolution than the principle, bad as it is, of coercing the people
of a number of States into granting to women the privilege of
voting at elections. The exercise of this power involves the as-
sertion of the right by constitutional amendment to overturn,
alter, amend, and repeal the taxation laws, the school laws, the
statutes of descent and distribution of real and personal prop-

erty, and numberless .other local laws and Institutions which
were deeply rooted in such old States as Virginin and Massa-
chusetts many years before the Federal Government was or-
ganized. To protect the States from the possible invasion of
these rights by the Federal Government the tenth amendment
was adopted eoncurrently with the Constitution itself, by which
it was solemnly asserted that—

The powers mot delegated to the United States by the Constitution,
nor _prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States, respee-
tively, or to the people,

This amendment was designed and intended to declare and
define the relations between the States and Federal Govern-
ment, and it was only because their relative rights and powers
were so designated and generally understood that a Union was
agreed upon. If any considerable number of people, prior to
the adoption of the Federal Constitution, had asserted the right
and power of three-fourths of the States to usurp by constitu-
tional amendment jurisdiction and control over purely local
matters, the Constitution would never have been ratified by the
requisite number of States. The right to vote is a privilege,
coupled with a duty and responsibility, which in free States is
vested in those of its citizens who may be trusted to exercise it
wisely for the general welfare; it Is not, as o many of our mili-
tant friends so vociferously assert, a right inherent in the elti-
zen like the right to life, liberty, and property. If a voter sells
his vote, the law condemns him to penal servitude in the peni-
tentiary for the betrayal of a public trust reposed in him by his
fellow citizens to be exercised solely for their bencfit, in ac-
cordance with his best judgment, which it is unlawful for him
t. delegate to another. Our woman-suffrage friends, who con-
tend so glibly that all human beings have an inherent and In-
alienable right to vote and that they have been deprived of this
“right™ by “ man-made " laws, are, of course, driven to the ex-
tremity -.of eonceding the same “ right ™ to all other human beings,
hence we hear the most fantastic arguments adduced in support
of laws permitting parents to vote their children, guardians of
imbeciles and lunatics their wards, and mothers their babes in
arms, and so forth,

I would not vote to deprive any woman of the voting privilege
she now enjoys by the action of her own State, but Members of
Congress before voting for this joint resolution ought to weigh
and consider all the consequences involved in such action, Yon
are invading the jurisdiction of many States against the protest
of their own :itizens upon a matter of local or State eoncern and
upon a subject concerning which you can not claim any special or
superior knowledge. What do Members of Congress know about
the gualideations of citizens, men or women, in remote States, to
exercise the elective franchise? They know still less about the
state of public sentiment where no election on the subject has
been held.

In the Stateg of Alabama, Arkansas, Indiana, Kansas, Michi-
gan, Missouri, Nebraska, South Dakota, and Texas aliens are
permitted to vote after having declared their intention to become
American citizens and after having been residents of the States
the required time, usually six months; and, therefore, we have
the anomalous situation of hundreds of thousands of alien
enemies in these States voting at all elections. Although final
naturalization will be refused to them during the period of the
war, they are excluded by law from anilitary service, from suing
in the courts, and some of them are confined in internment
camps. If this joint resolution shall be adopted by Congress
and approved by the legislatures of three-fourths of the States,
the practical effect of it will be to place the ballot in the hands
of many thousands more of alien enemies who are under the
disabilities above deseribed.

In the summer of 19156 I attended a luncheon of the Ohio
Woman's Suffrage Association and occupied a seat next to the
president, who has held that office for 13 years continuously.
She is one of the best educated and most accomplished women
in our State. I asked her if she believed that since woman's
suffrage had been rejected in Ohio by more than 180,000 ma-
jority, I, as a Representative from that State, ought to go to
Washington and attempt to force it on them by Federal amend-
ment. She answered, *No.” 1T asked her further if she did not
believe that whenever a majority of the women in Ohio desired
to vote, the men would grant them that privilege. She an-
swered, “ Yes.,” And yet this lady is now here in Washington
with an opinion of her lawyers to the effect that if this joint
resolution passes and the legislature of our State ratifies this
amendment, such action can not be submitted to a vote of the
people under the initiative and referendum provision of our
State Constitution, and she is urging that Congress enact this
joint resolution. Because childish and inibecile arguments are
adduced in favor of a proposition, does not prove that it is
wrong or unwise, but it raises an implication that sound reasons
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are lacking. We are told that because the men of the Nation

are being mobilized io training camps ‘and rushed to Europe |
to defemdd the rights of this Nation, the women ounght to be
rushed into the voting hooths to take their places there. The

logic of this argument is that because the men are required to
defend with arms ip their hands the rights of our people under
international law, the women ought, with their well-known
pacifist rendencies, to be armed with the ballot in order that
they may vote for a treaty of peace, dictatedd by the Hohenzol-
lerns and the Hapsburgs. T have bheen told that by voting
gagzainst this resolution I am showing disrespect to the memory
of miy motler. The only su-gestion my mother ever made to
me on the subject of woman’s suffrage was that she hoped 1
would not aid in forcing this additional duty and responsibility
upon the mothers of this land, because it would add enormously
to the already too large number of ignorant and incompetent
voters. Do not be misled Into belleving that the shrill and stri-
dent voice of the militant suffragette is the voice of the people
or the voice of God. ;

When Elijah stood upon the mountain top listening for the
voice of the Lord, we are told in Holy Writ that the Lord was
not in the wind. He was not in the earthquake, He was not in
the fire, but in the still, small voice which followed these con-
vulsions of nature. If the Members of this House will heed the
% gtill small volee” of reason. justice. and common sense and
permit their votes to be controlled by their conscientious con-
vietions of public duty, they will defeat this joint resolution.
[Applause.]

Miss RANKIN. Mr. Spenker. T yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Muaine [Mr. HERSEY].

Mr. HERSEY. Mr. Speaker, 1 am still “standing with the
President,” or, in other words. the President this morning is
standing with me. [Applause.]

lLaast night the President met his party in conference and
~advised them to vote to-day for woman suffrage as “ an act of
right and justice to the women of the country and of the world.”
At the same hour the Republican Members of this House were
also in conference and voted by a large majority to stand by
that part of the plank in the last Republican national platform
which said:

The Republican Party, reaffirming its faith in government of the
E(-o?lo. by the people, for the people, 28 a measure of justice to one-

alf the adult people of the country, favors the extension of the suf-
frage to women.

Woman has conquered. She has met every test and answered
every argument, and now demands from this Congress simple
justice. 1t is justice long delayed. The greatest logician that
ever lived was John Stuart Mill. His wonderful work on logic
is the textbook of every great college in the world. Fifty years
ago he wrote a wonderful book on * The Subjection of Woman.”
In that book he carefully considered every possible argument
for and against woman suffrage. He gave to that consideration
ealm, cold. nnd merciless logic, and he arrived at the following
conelusions :

The legal subordination of one sex to the other 1s wrong in {itself,
and now one of the chief hindrances to human improvement; it ought
to be replaced by a principle of perfeet equallty. admitting no power
or privilege on the one side nor dlsah!llrf an the other,

o have a volece in rhoosing those by whom one s governed is a
means of self-protection due to everyone. TUnder whatever conditions
and within whatever Jimits men are admitted to the suffrage there is
not n shadow of justification for not admifting women under the same.

Mill has never been answered. He never will be answered.
All the arguments of logic and reason have for the last half
eentury been settled in favor of the enfranchisement of women.

But there were those who said * Mill's logic is all right, but
he stunds for a theory in government that has never been put
to practice. Experience will show that women should not have
the ballot.,” and since that time we have had fully demonstrated
the argument from experience.

Forty-nine years sgo Wyoming gave to her women equal suf-
frage. and yvear by year since then State after State of the great
western world has enfranchised her women until 11 Srates. side
by side, have Tull suffrage and 18 States to-day have presidentinl
suffrage. Never one of these States has for a moment thought
of returning to the old way. Never a legislature has resub-
mitted the question to the voters. The women of these States
have never asked to be again returned to slavery. Representa-
tives from these States are sitting to-day in this Congress, They
are a fine 'body of men, intelligent, patriotic, and honest. They
are the equal of any of the other States in the Union, and every
one of these IRlepresentatives will tell you that they are proud
of the suffrage given to their women ; that experience has shown
the wisdomn of the act; that nothing would induce them to re-
turn to the time when the ballot was given only to the male vot-
ers. This argument from experience is conclusive; it can not

be answered by the absurd clnim that evil would result from now

placing the ballot in the hands of American women.

But there are those to-day in this House who iinvoke the old,
discarded doctrine of State rights and say that woman suffrage
has no place in the Constitution: that it should be settled by
the States. Every one of these arguments could have been more
forceably invoked against all the 17 amendments to our national
Constitution, and with a great deal more reason and logic than
against the present amendment now before Congress.

Another says you had an election down in Maine last Sep-
tember, and your State defeated woman suflrage. Why should
¥ou here on the floor of Congress after that advocate the passage
of this amendment? I answer that the election in Maine settled
nothing, but only proves the Inability of a State to settle this
matter by submitting it to the voters at a special election.

In the last State election in my State for governor there were
cast over 150,000 votes. At this special election for woman
suffrage only 58.000 voted. In other words, 92,000 male voters
of my State were afficted with politieal indifference and did not
zo to the ballot box. Of the one-third who voted, the majority
were induced to vote aganinst woman suffrage by false testimony
amd an appeal to their prejudices, Before that election all over
my ‘State, ut the leading hotels the political leaders of both
parries were given banquets by those opposed to woman suffriage,
and somebody paid the bills. 1 do mot know who, and at those
banquets there was provided a speaker, who was advertised to
come from one of the suffrage States of the West, an unknown,
smooth of tongue and polished of manner, who claimed to the
bangueters that he lived in a State that had given the ballot to
women and that the people of his State were disgusted and dis-
satisfied with their nct enfranchising the women; that experience
had shown that the women did net want the ballot ; that they did
not vote at the elections; that a great many evils had grown up
by giving the ballot to women, and so forth, and under the in-
fluence of a good dinner these men aceepted the ex pnrte testi-
mony of this unknown and were induced to go to the ballot hox
and give a verdict on such false testimony, when every governor
of these States and every Representative and Senator and every
public man of any note and influence was eager to give the lie to
such statements. And while these dinners were being =erved
hired speakers from out the State were going from place to place
in the country towns appealing to the patriotic impulses of the
peaple to stand by the President and against picketing at the -
White House, and claiming that if the ballot wus given to the
waomen of Maine the pickets at the White House would continue
during the war, and these appeals to prejudice cansed a suflicient
number to defeat woman suffrage. Such arguments could not
prevail in our legislature. Such witnesses would never be
tolerated there. After the election in Maine, New York State
met these arguments, exposed their falseness, and from an ad-
verse verdict of over 200,000 two years ago New York voted in
favor of woman suffrage by a majority of over 90,000.

A few days before the New York election that approved suf-
frage the New York Tribune published as a matter of news ‘the
following :

WOMENY WHO NEED THE VOTE PLEAD FOR EQUAL SUFFRAGE—LAUNDRY,
KITCHEN, AND SWEATSHOP WORKERS, POORLY CLAD, FACE 10.000 MEN IN
UXION SQUARE AXND SHOW WHY THEY SHOULD HAVE FRANCHISE.

Up from the laundries and the kitchens, from the sweatshops and the
factories, the working women came ?'esterdar to plead with the men of
New York for the vote. Muoch has Peen sald of the need of the ballot
to remedy conditions for the working women, but usually the working
woman bas bad to keep on working and let some one else do the talking
for her. Yesterday she came herself.

Pale, nundersized. meanly clad, the women whe need the vote climbed a
rickety ladder lead ag to a platform erected on the north side of Uniaon
Square and faced a crowd of 10,000 men, Then in a series of * living
pictures,” they told the story of woman's place in the industrial world.

Down in Maine both politieal purties indorsed suffrage in their
platforms, and then never lifted a finger at the election to put it
into the constitution. In New York State both political parties
indorsed not only woman sulfrage in convention but worked and
voted for it on the duay of election. and they won. Maine's legis-
lature is ready to-day to indorse this amendment, but she is not
satisfied with this special election which settled nothing,

As a Representative from Maine, I am unwilling that the
great States of New York and Illinois should double theic
voting population while Maine is shorn of her power. The
suffrage States to-day control 163 electoral votes for President.
What influence will Maine and other nonsuffrage States in New
England have in the next presidential campaign if their women
remain unfranchised?

Thomas B. Reed, of my State, ex-Speaker of this House, who
submitted every argument to the court of common sense, said
of woman suffrage:

If suffrage be right, If it be troe that no man has a claim to govern
any other man, except to the extent that the other man has a right
to govern him, then there can be no discussion of the question of
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woman suffrage. No reason on earth can be given by those who claim
suffrage as a right of manhood which does not make it a right of
womanhood also. ;

The late Senator George F. Hoar, of Massachusetts, said:

We have driven our lea.din% opponents from one position to another
until there is not a thoughtful opponent of woman suffrage to be found
who Is not obliged to deny the doctrine which is affirmed in our Declara-
tion of Independence.

The late Hon. John D. Long, ex-governor of Massachusetts
and Secretary of the Navy, put the argument for woman suffrage
in a nutshell when he said:

I have never heard an argument against woman suffrage that was
not an insult against the intelligence of a 10-year-old boy. If one man
or woman wants to exercise the right to vote, what earthly reason ls

there for denying it because other men and women do not wish to
exercise 1t7 .

If I desire to breathe the fresh alr of Heaven, shall I not cross my
threshold because the rest of the family group prefer the stale atmos-
phere indoors? When the Government extends the prineciple of voting
to n citizen it says to him, * We do not compel you to appear at the
polls ; we simply give you the liberty to vote or not to vote, as you de-
gire. You may express yonr consent or your protest against conditions,
and you may help make civilization if you wish.” On the other hand,
when the Government refuses the privilege, it says, ** We compel you to
remain away from the ballot box, WWhether you wish to vote or not, you
ghall not. e will impose upon you any laws which we see fit, and you
shall have no official authority to protest or to cousent.”

Human ingenuity can nolL suggest a single distinction between the
sexes so far as the right of voting is concerned. They are equally
intelligent so far as the intelligence to vote is concerned. They are
equally competent to judge of the merits of measures and the compara-
tive merits of canlidates, * * * [If it is a right, why should it be
denied? WWhen yet in the history of the world has it been found that
what is right is inexpedient?

The New York World, of October 28 last, said:

The case for woman suffrage rests upon a fundamental principle of
democracy, the right of the governed to have a volce in their govern-
ment. Women have the same kind of a stake in government that men
have. In modern civilization there is practically no sheltered woman
who livés apart from her times. She may exist in the fiction of novelists
and in the fiction of the common law, and there may be an instance now
and then of complete feminine isolation from the current of events,
I]]'us‘t as there are men and women who live in monasteries and convents ;

ut the Government affects most of us in the same way regardless of sex,
and civilization that compels women to be wage earners has destroyed
the last argument against their tvoting.

Anud so one by one, every argument either from reason, logic,
or experience has been decided in favor of woman, and here to-
day on this floor everyone admits that if this amendment is
submitted by Congress it will be adopted by the States. Here
to-day everyone admits that there is no argument against woman
suffrage and we only ‘differ as to methods, as'to whether woman
suffrage shall be given by a Federal amendment or be delayed
and defeated by special elections in the several States.

The American woman stands before us to-day with every argu-
ment in her favor and she demands of us only justice. ;

It has been well said that * There is something grander than
benevolence, more august than charity. It is justice,” and that
“ justice delayed is justice denied.” -

The Sacred Record gives us an'apt example ol justice denied:

Then sald Pilate unto Him, * * * *“kpnowest Thou mot that I
have power to crucify Thee, and have power to release Thee? "

Pilate there¢fore went forth again, and saith unto them, * Behold, 1
bring Him forth to you that ye may know that I find no fault in Him."”

When Pilate saw that he could prevall nothing, but that rather a
tumult was made, he took water and washed his hands before the multi-
tude, saying, *“ 1 am Innocent of the blood of this Just Person; sce ye
to it.”

And Pilate gave sentence that it should be as they required.

And when he had seourged Jesus he delivered him to be ecrucified.

It is not up to the President. The responsibility can not be
shifted to our political party or to the vevival of State rights.
The Members of this Congress have the responsibility and the
power. We, too, can say to the women of this country as
Pilate said of old, “ Knowest thou not that I have power to
crucify thee and power to release thee? "

We must meet this responsibility. We can not deny women
justice and then wash our hands in the waters of State rights.

Woman does not ask you for praise; she does not demand
flattery. She begs of you not to ridicule her further, but to let
her have in the battle of life the same weapons of defense that
you possess; to let her stand and work by your side, your
equal, your companion in the battle of life, She asks only and
simply justice.

For all' mankind one Christ has sighed

Upon the cross; but hourly
Is every woman crucified!

O sons of mothers, shall the n

Of all childbearing be In vain

Shall we drive nails, to wound her thus,
Into the hands that fondled us?

In this Capitol sits the greatest court and most august judi-
cial tribunal in the world—the Supreme Court of the United
Btates. One of the greatest minds that ever graced that tribu-
nal was the late Justice Brewer, of this city. Shortly before
his death he reviewed woman suffrage from the standpoint of

the judge. He submitted her case to the judicial mind. He
reviewed all the arguments for and against her and summed up
the case in her favor in the following eloguent language:

Female suffrage will come; woman’s broader education, her increas-
ing familiarity with business and public affairs, will lead to it; and

wh'f not?
he chief reply is the home, God forbid that it should be jeopar-
ome or lessen fts

dized. But female suffrage will not debase the h
power and influence. On the other hand, it will introduce a refining
and uplifting power into our political life.

Union in effort is the growing lesson of the times. Our first parents,
Euilty of a mutual sin, were, according to the allego in Genesis,

riven out of Eden, that garden which gave men all things to live with
and nothing to live for. Hand in hand they went out of Eden; hand
in hand they must enter the new para , grander and nobler than
the pristine Eden, because wrought out of the thorn-growing earth by
their united labors.

This is the case for woman suffrage. I submit that it meets
every argument; that it justifies the affirmative action of every
Representative; that it ecalls for our votes in favor of this
amendment as an act of justice to woman. We can not vote
against womap suffrage and go out into the world and meet
the eyes of women when we have denied them justice. How can
I go down Pennsylvania Avenue to my home and meet the
10,000 women who, early in the morning, throng our streets on
their way to do the work of the men in the departments, in the
shops, and in the industries when I have denied them justice?
How ecan I meet the eyes of the women in the munition fac-
tories and in the homes who are fighting the battle for life and
bread to keep the home fires burning while the men are at war?
Three-fourths of the teachers in our public schools are women.
How ean I meet them after I have denied them the ballot?
Ten million women are out in the ranks of industry, loyally
supporting the country, doing all the work that men could do
to preserve our institutions and our flag and give democracy
to the world. If I cross the ocean and go upon the present
battle fields, there I will find the Red Cross women in the hos-
pitals, in the ambulances, thousands on the battle fields, risking
their lives standing by man’s side in this great world war. I
can not vote against her and meet those silent patient eyes
when I have denied her justice; and so to-day I stand—

For equal rights,

For human wesl,"
For nobler ailm,

For laws that heal
The wounds of tyrants.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvgnia. Mr. Speaker, when the woman-
suffrage amendment was before the House, January 12, 1915, I
stated my position as follows:

Mr. Speaker, woman suffrage is another of the questions which the
younger States of the Unlon are passing up for acceptance to the older
and more populous States. The Legislature of Pennsylvania has par-
tially indicated its purpose to submit this question to a vote of the
gmplt' of the State. Thus far, apart from the preliminary step taken

y the legislature, we have had no.real expression from the body of the
people of the State upon the subject, and we can not have until further
action is taken h{ the legislature. It is therefore impossible at this
time to say definitely whether Pennsylvania approves of the wisdom
or desirabilty of woman suffrage. We are pot assured.that a majority
of the women themselves desire it,
upon the ground that it will tend to degrade rather than exalt the
womanhood of the State. Women who hold this view contend that in
America no such social or legal inequalities as are said to prevall in
England and other European countries exist. There is also a consider-
able fecling amongst the women opposed to suffrage that the high place
which American women now hold in the esteem of manly men may be
prejudicially affected by forcinﬁ upon all women, regardless of thelr
domestle relations, the responsibility that would be imposed by the
voting power. While I recognize the * right” of mothers, wives, and
single women, if they so desire, to inject themselves into the maelstrom
of politics. even though the exercise of that * right " may tend to lessen
the sacred preference which is already accorded to them by all true
Americans, 1 do not believe I am authorized as a Representafive to im-
pose such responsibilities upon them now, nor until at least a majorit
of the people of Pennsylvania have indicated that such a course shall
be pursued. I shall therefore vote against the resolution.

It will be recalled that the amendment was defeated in the
House. Subsequently the question of woman suffrage, under an
act of the legislature, was submitted to the people of Pennsyl-
vania, and the amendment there was defeated by a majority of
more than 55,000.. In the third Pennsylvania district, which I
represent, the majority against suffrage was overwhelming.
Every one of the 11 wards gave a majority against. Without
again discussing the merits of the proposition, and leaving open
the question of right or wrong, or the further equally important
question as to whether a majority of the women themselves de-
sire suffrage, I do not feel warranted in ignoring the officially
expressed sentiment of the voters of the district I represent.
This was substantially the position I assumed when the ques-
tion was before the House in January, 1915, before the vote had
been taken in Pennsylvania.

Mr. MEEKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield eight minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEArNs]. .

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Speaker, when I cast my vote against
this resolution I shall have to stifle my personal inclinations, be-

Some of them oppose it bitterly
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canse if you were to nsk me why the women in the United States,
wherever they may live, should not vote. I would probably be
unuble to assign to you & sufficient reason, but there are several
impelling reusons why I am not going to support this joint reso-
lution. The first reason is because before I could get my name
on the official ballot to be voted for as a Representative in Con-
gress at the primaries I had to sign this declaratiom, as il
every Republican Member of this House from the State of Ohie,
as well as every Demoeratic Member from that State. It seems
to me that we soon forget the pledges that we take, and this
pledge was indeed a solemn one, because each one of us from
Ohio, Democrats and Repuldicans alike, had to go before a notary
public and sign it. I am not one of those who look upon this
statutory obtigation as “a mere scrap of paper”:

I further declare that if nominated and elected I will qualHy as such

tative and that I will rt and ablde by the principles enn-
merated by the Republi-an Party (or the Democratic Party, as the case
may be) in its national platform and in its platform in the Stute
adopted or to be adopted during the present year.

That declaration of eandidacy was signed in the presence of
an officer outhorized by law to take acknowledgments, as sol-
emn a declaration as a2 man ean take, that if nominated and
elected he would support each plank of the party platform to
be adopted at the party convention. Men in this House from
the State of Ohio seemingly have forgotten the pledge that they
so solemnly took some GO days before the primary election of
1916. That plank of the Republiean platform read as follows:

The Republican ;‘srtti. reaflfirming Its faith in government of the peo

or e

ple, by the p=ople, people, as a measure of justice to one-half the
adult people of the country. favors the extension of the suffrage to
women, but the t of each State to settle this question for

And the Democratie as follows:

We recommend the extension of the franchise to the women of the
country by the States upon the samne terms as fo men.

Mr. MEEKER. Will the gentleman yield? Is that a pledge
or an onth?

Mr. KEARNS. It is a declaration made before an officer au-
thorized to administer an oath. It is not sworn to, but I take it
that gentlemen, when they go through the solemnity of going
‘before such an officer and declaring that they will abide by the
principles of the party as laid down In the National and State
conventions, are not soon going to forget that. That is one of
the great reasons why, as I stated in the beginning, I am
ccnpelled to stifle my own personal opinion on this great subject
and vote against this resolution.

Mr. MEEKER. It is understood by the State that it is made
upon a man’s honor?

Mr. KEARNS. It is made not only upon his heonor but he
must reduce it to writing. He must sign in the presence of a
notary public or other officer.

I know there are a great mamy good, loyal, and patriotic
women in the State of Ohio who are able to cast just as intelli-
gent a vote as can any Member of this body, but our party plat-
form is against it. and until that barrier is raised I propose to
remember the pledge that I have made, and T am going to vote
against woman suffrage in this House until the party leaders
in convention assembled relieve me of this obligation that I
have taken. That [ know will be soon. Both parties will, in
the future, adopt national suffrnge.

Three times the State in which I live has voted upon this sub-
ject. Enach time I have voted in favor of woman suffrage, but
as a Member of this hody I can not do it, because my party has
declared that it is n State issue and not a Federal issue. They
have declared against this resolution. And so id the great
Democratic Party at about the same time declare against it.

There Is another renson why I am against this resolution.
At the November election this fall in Ohio, we had a referendum
on the question of woman suffrage. The question of suffrage
lost in the State by a majority of about 145,000. In my district
the mujority against giving the vote to women lost in every
county by averwhelming majorities. This, I take it, was a
mandate to me as to what I should do here to-day. T am one of
those who firmly believe that every man ought to represent the
feelings aml opinions of his constituency when he is advised
what that opinion is. This may be old-fashioned, but I ean not
help but think that a Member of Congress ought to be gnided,
in part at lenst, by the judgment ¢f his constituency when he
knows absolutely what that judgment is. I can readily under-
stand where a question may come up on the Instant and the
people at home have not the time or the opportunity to form a
well-defined opinion on a subject that may be in this House.
In that ecase I think it is well for the Representative to be
guided by his own judgment. But this is a question that has
been before the people of every State in the Union for many
years. Men and women have had the opportunity to study

the question from every angle, and i1 my State and in my dis-
trict the mature julgment of the men Is against this proposition,
and I will have to be guided by their opinions as expressed at
the last election. I know this will be very disappointing to a
grent many very fine lndies in the sixth district of Ohio for whase
judgment and opinions I entertain the highest regarid. But the
law of my State is such, together with the expression of the
voters at the recent election, as to estop me frem doing otherwise.

1 shall have to vote against this amendment.

T‘[}_:dSPEAl\L' iR pro tempore. The. thme of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr, KEARNS, T wanted to say about the women of Cali-
fornia, that they have the right to vote——

Tlhr‘;d SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Wilson has declared agninst it——

The SPEAKEL pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio is
out of crder. The gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr, KEARNS. I beg your pardon. [Laughter.]

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Spenker, I do not approve of or believe in
picketing the White House, (qhe National Capitol, or any other
station to bring about votes for women. I do not approve of
wild militancy, hunger strikes, and efforts of that sort. I do
not approve of the course of those women that throw themselves
in front of horses, become agitators. lay off their womanly
qualities in their efforts to secure votes. I do not approve of
anything unwomanly anywhere, any time, aml my course to-day
in supporting this suffrnge amendiuent is not guided by such
conduct on the part of a very few women here er elsewhere.
[Applause.]

NO DANGER OF NEGRO DOMINATION IN THE SOUTH OR PETTICOAT DOMINA-
~ TION IN THE NORTH.

Friends of mine in this House have doubts and ferebodings
as to the advisability of giving women the right to vote. fearful
of negro domination in the South and petticont dominatien in
the North. I entertain no such fears:

Mr. RAGSDALE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FERRIS. I can not yield In the short time allotted.

If there were In fact danger of negre domination or if this
amendment would eontribute to it I, ton, would feel apprehensive,
for I have no disposition to inflict on that great southern country
legislation that is obnoxious to them. offensive to them. or any-
thing for which there is no adequate solution. But I pause and
ask them now what is the answer to the question that the same
eduentional test that now prevents the ignorant male voter, both
white and black, from exercising the right of suffrage will at the
same time deny the ignorant female voter the right? What is the
answer to the question that the same poll-tax law that now
largely prevents the ignorant male from voting will likewise
prevent the ignorant female from voting? What is the answer
to the statement that for every negro womun so enfranchiced
there will be hundreds and thounsands of intelligent white women
enfranchised? T can not share the doubts and forebodings of my
friends from the North or South who are to-day opposing sui-
frage. I can not think either their doubts or their fears are
well founded. [Applause.]

MINORITY OF GOOD WOMEN WHO OPPOSE SHOUED XOT OSSTRUCT MAJORITY
OF GOOD WOMEN WHO DEBIRE TO BE EXFRANCHISED,

We are told by the opponents of suffrage that there are many
thousands of good women in the country who (do not care to
exercise the right to vote and are in fact opposed to giving the
franchise to women. T do not deny this statement, but I answer
it by saying that in my opinion there are but a small per cent
of the 14.000,000 women affected by this amendment that are
really and in fact opposed to granting suffrage. 1 also assert
that they have no good or sufficient right to stand in the way of
the major portion of the good women of the country who earn-
estly hope and pray that this right may be given to them. I
answer it further by saying that if this amendment is passed
to-day and later beecomes the law and full franchise to women is
given, it is not mandatory. No woman is compelled to exercise
the rizht. It is merely a privilege which she may exercise or let
alone at her option. at her pleasure. in her own way. How ecan
this offend these who do not favor it-——anaught but pure selfishness
would prompt one to deny to others a right they themselves did
not desire.

NATIONAL PLATFORMS OF 1916 CONMITTED TO EQUAL BUFFRAGE FOR MEN
ARD WOMEN.

Mneh hns been sald here to-lay regarding party platforms.
The opponents of suffrage have said that the vote for this amend-
ment was a betrayal of the party platform. The proponents of
suffrage have said that to oppose it was a betrayal of party
platform. This brings the provision of the platform into ¢lose
serutiny. My answer to this controversy is that each of the
four political platforms in the 1916 election, judgirg them by
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any fair interpretation, provide emphatically for equal suffrage.
Of course, a technical reading of them provides it is to be ac-
complished in a certain way, but, after all, I repeat a fair read-
ing of these platforms can not but convince any fair-minded
man that the four national political parties of this country are
already well and uneqrivocally committed to equal suffrage for
men and women. I shall not present all of these platforms but
will content myself in presenting the 1916 Democratie platform
under which Woodrow Wilson was triumphantly elected Presi-
dent of the United States. It is as follows:

We recommend the extension of the franchise to the women of the
country by the States upon the same terms as to men,

This provision of the Democratic platform is short—to the
point—it answers all quibbles, all debates, -all technical reason-
ing in connection with the proposition as to whether or not the
Democratic Party is committed to suffrage.

CONFERRING OF SUFFRAGE ON WOMAN WILL NOT DEGRADE HER—WILL

STREXGTHEN AND ENNOBLE HER.

I hear others during the course of this debate say that to
confer the right of suffrage upon woman is but to degrade and
debase her, but I deny any and all such arguments and assert
them to be both fallacious and untrue, In the State of Wyoming
suffrage has prevailed for almost a half century. I deny that
the women are debased or mannish in Wyoming or that the men
are mollycoddles. In the neighboring State of Colorado, where
suffrage has been the accepted doctrine for many years, it has
neither degraded the v.omen nor feminized the .nen but it has
strengthened and helped both sexes. It is truc throughout the
18 States that ha re suffrage. [Applause.]

OPPONENTS JEER SUFFRAGE TO-DAY, BUT THEY FIRST JEERED ELECTION OF
BENATORS BY POPULAR VOTE—THEY FIRST JEERED PROHIBITION AND
OTHER REFORMS, -

Opponents of eqaal suffrage to-day shrug their shoulders and
jeer at the thought of enfranchising 14,000,000 American women,
I can remember when the talk of election of Senators by a popu-
lar vote brought jeers Zrom many of these same gentlemen—it
brings no jeers to-day.

I can well remember when the subject of rural routes brought
jeers through the newspapers of the country, brought jeers
through the CoNcreEssioNAL Recomp, brought jeers from the
Members of Congress—it brings no jeers to-day. I can remember
when the question of prohibition brought jeers—Ilike the rest, it
brings no jeers to-day. Woman suffrage to-day and in this
debate has brought jeers from the opponents, but it, like the rest,
will bring no jeers on the coming morrow, for the enfranchise-
ment and gentling influences that come with responsibility of
14,000,000 women will and can not long be the subject of jeers
by thoughtful people anywhere or at any time. [Applause.]
BUFFRAGE NOT MANDATORY—THOSE IN FAYOR OF IT MAY ENJOY IT—THOSE

OPPOSED TO IT MAY LET IT ALONE.

We are told to-day by the opponents of suffrage that many
women of the land will not exercise the right to vote even if it
be given them, and in that they tell the truth. In my own State
some 40,000 male voters each year fail to exercise the right.
Still none will be so bold as to say because a few fail to exer-
cise the right that it shall even be denied them, much less the
denial of the right to those male electors who do desire to vote.
NO ADEQUATE ANSWER TO THE QUESTION—IF A GOOD WOMAN DESIRES TO

YOTE, SHE SHOULD BE GIVEN THE RIGHT.

To me there is no answer to the question that if a good woman
desires to vote, why should she not be given the right to do so?
This question has not been answered in this debate to-day. It
has not been answered in preceding debates, It will not be an-
swered in succeeding debates, for there is no just and adequate
answer to the question that if a good woman desires the right
to vote it should be given to her. [Applause.] -

SUFFRAGE A GREAT NATIONAL QUESTION—IT WILL NEVER BE SETTLED

UNTIL IT 18 SETTLED RIGHT,

No, Mr. Speaker, this question to-day is a great national
issne—one involving the rights of our mothers, our wives, our
daughters, our women. It will never be settled until it is set-
tled right. Most of them have asked it with upturned face,
feeling that it would benefit them, would help them, ennoble them,
and strengthen them. It is ours to give or withhold. For me and
mine, I am in favor of giving it to them ungrudgingly, first,
because I believe it is right; second, because I can find no sound
or satisfying argument, logie, or reason that would justify a
course in opposition to it; third, in substance, in truth, and in
fact, the four great political platforms of the last election
promised equal suffrage to women as to men. True, they did not
promise specifically by th!s particular avenue of a constitutional
amendment, Lut in answering platforms made in haste I shall
answer to the substance and not to the detail, believing as firmly
as that I live that I am doing my duty as a citizen and as a

Congressman, not only to wemanhood and manhood but to man-
kind. [Applause.]

Miss RANKIN. Mr, Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY].

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I was somewhat surprised at
the remarks of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr,
Gorpon]. He read the Rerublican platform on this suffrage
question and argued that we Republicans are violating it, but
he failed to read the Democratic platform on the same question,
which his own party’s President has just violated. Moreover,
he did not tell you, as he should have done, if he wished to be
fair to us, that the President has time and again argued against
the Federal amendment when delegations called on him about
the matter, as well as on other occasions, and has uniformly
said that it is a State and not a national question, and that he
was in favor of leaving it for the States to settle, and yet we are
informed by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CaNTRILL]
to-day that the President has changed front upon the question,
abandoning the platform upon which he was elected, and now
says this resolution proposing to submit to the States the ques-
tion of a suffrage amendment to the Federal Constitution ought
to be adopted as a matter of right and justice to the women of
the country. It is passing strange, Mr. Speaker, that the Presi-
dent should so suddenly change his mind on this proposition.
I will not say that he changed it because he foresaw the passage
of the resolution or that he realized that this side of the House
was going to vote almost unanimously for it and tried to beat
us to it, but it certainly is a rather funny proceeding. I am
glad he has done this, especially if it will help to pass the reso-
lution ; but I do not think it becomes the gentleman from Ohio,
under the circumstances, to criticize us for favoring this resolu-
tion, notwithstanding the language in our last national plat-
form. It is simply another ecase of the pot calling the kettle
black, a rdle which the gentleman always seems delighted to
play. The other gentleman from Ohio, my Republican eol-
league, Mr. KEarns, says that he does not think that he could
give a good reason for voting against the resolution, and that
he is going against his personal inclination, but that he feels
bound by a declaration which he made before a notary public
when he was a candidate and which binds him to vote that way.
The trouble about my friend js that he made a mistake in thus
obligating himself to vote against his judgment and conscience,
[Laughter.]

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Speaker, will the zentleman yield?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ken-
tucky yield to the gentleman from Ohio?

Mr. LANGLEY. No; I can not yield. My time is too short.
If the law of Ohio compelled him to do that, as I infer to be the
case, before Le could come to Congress, then the fault is not his,
but with the State of Ohio for passing such a foolish law. We
do not pass such laws as that in Kentucky. [Laughter.]

I do not wish to be understood, however, as blaming the gentle-
man for standing by the wishes of his constituents on this or
any other gquestion, because, as I have frequently said on this
floor, a Representative ought to represent the wishes of the
people who sent him here or resign. My position on that point
has been time and again confirmed since 1 have been a Member
of this body by the vote on a number of measures that I recall.
As a rule, Members representing a large foreign-born constitu-
ency have always voted against restrictive measures, and Mem-
bers from wet districts usually vote wet, and vice versa., I am’
finding no fault with them for that. but I ean not quite under-
stand why it is that, as a rule, Members who are from wet
districts are against this resolution, unless it be that they are
afraid of the ballots of the women on that question. I do not
say this as applicable to all, of course, but there seems to be a
striking preponderance.

Gentlemen complain about this effort to force woman suffrage
upon the States that do not want it, and about ignoring the
wishes of that class of women in the country who do not ask
for the ballot and do not desire it, and yet we are proceeding in
the exaet manner which the founders of the Republie themselves
provided in the Constitution for its amendment, so that this
argument is in effect a criticism of the only method of amend-
ment to that instrument which was provided for us. What harm
can it do the women who do not want to vote if we give the
‘ballot to those who do want to vote? It might as well be con-
tended that it is wrong to let some men vote because others
never go to the polls. There has been a good deal of talk along
these lines, but I have yet to hear a single sensible, logical reason
why a democracy should deny to any patriotic citizen, with
intelligence enough to vote and the desire to vote, the right to do
so. Some gentlemen have contended that the founders of our
Republic were against woman suffrage. I am not prepared to
concede that this is a correct statement of their position, bnt
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even if it is, I firmly believe that if they were living to-day and
had the privilege of voting on this resolution, they would vote
for it in view of the changed conditions that now exist. Surely,
if Woodrow Wilson can change his mind overnight and get by
with it, Washington and Jefferson ought to be pardoned if they
were to change their minds in a hundred years.

Judging from some of the arguments that have been presented
here and elsewhere against this resolution, I suspect that some
gentlemen have a conception of woman’s sphere that is on a
par with that expressed by a certain southern bachelor poet of
more or less local fame, who in a spirit of poetic fervor ex-
claimed :

Woman, woman, thou_art divine!

Oh, that I had one I might call mine,
To soothe me in my worstest woes

And cook my dinner and wash my clothes.

[Laughter.]

My distinguished friend and colleague [Mr. CAxTRILL], whose
political sagacity and wise foresight are everywhere recognized,
has warned his Democratic associates from the Southland that
if they vote against this resolution they are likely to lose their
grip upon the legislative machinery of this body. That is, in-
deed, a consummation devoutly to be wished for. [Laughter.]
If I may be permitted to digress enough to indulge in a political
prophecy, I wish to say that, in my judgment, that consumma-
tion is already a foregone conclusion. [Applause on the Repub-
lican side.] But, however that may be, I am so anxious to see
this resolution adopted that I hope you southern Democrats
will follow my colleague’s advice, and I for one am willing for
my party to take its chanees in the future upon other issues.

Much has been said pro and con about “picketing "—that
rather dramatic chapter in the history of this great movement.

It iz not my purpose to speak either in eriticism or commenda-

tion of that; but if it be trne—I do not say that it is, because
I do not know—but if it be true, as has been alleged, that
certain promises were made, as a result of which a great cam-
paign was won, and those promises were not kept, I wonder
whether in that silent, peaceful protest that was against this
broken faith there can be found sufficient warrant for the indig-
nities which the so-called “pickets” suffered;: and when in
passing up and down the Avenue I frequently witnessed cul-
tured, intellectual women arrested and dragged off to prison
because of their method of giving publicity to what they be-
lieved to be the truth I will confess that the question sometimes
arose in my mind whether when the impartial history of this
great struggle has been written their names may not be placed
upon the roll of martyrs to the cause to which they were conse-
crating their lives in the manner that they deemed most
effective,

Mr. Speaker, ever since I entered the halls of the General As-
sembly of Kentucky, which was more vears ago than I care to
acknowledge here [laughter], and became the author of the
first bill introduced in that body to give married women the
right to hold a separate estate; indeed, ever since as a univer-
sity law student, T studied the history and scope of the bond-
age in which the canons of the English common law held women,
I have had an abiding faith that this measure of justice would,
in the fullness of time, be meted out to the women of America.
I earnestly hope and believe that, so far as the House of Repre-
sentatives is concerned, this will go down in history as the
epochal day on which that was done.

Mr. Speaker, this is woman’s era, and her plea for suffrage
is as resistless as the tides of the sea. It required the prob-
lems developed by this war, and a practical demonstration of
woman's usefulness in their solution, to prove that their en-
franchisement is essential if governments instituted by men are
to be perpetuated. And the errors and sufferings that have
already occurred emphasize the expediency and justice of plac-
ing in the hands of the mothers of America the power of the
ballot that they may have a real voice in shaping the course
and destiny of the Republic, especially on questions like those
with which we are now confronted, for who are more entitled
than they are to have that voice? However much the balance
of us may suffer as a result of war, it does not compare to what
they suffer. Theirs is the unspeakable anguish, the unending
sorrow. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, the history of civilization shows that wherever
the influence of true womanhood has touched the affairs of the
world it has exalted them; that wherever that influence has
been exerted, whether in spiritual or material affairs, it has
lifted mankind to a higher plane of usefulness and honor. The
world would be a barren waste without woman’s ennobling in-
fluence and the wheels of progress will move faster, as they
have already done, as the sphere of her activity is widened.

LYVI—50

Give all of them the ballot and we will have better laws, better
government, better men, and a brighter and a better world.
[Applause.]

. The SPEAKER pro tempore.
from Kentucky has expired.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield 20 minutes
to the gentleman from Florida [Mr, CLARk].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Florida is
recognized for 20 minutes. :

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the
House, this resolution proposes to submit to the States of the
Union for ratification or rejection an amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the United States conferring upon women the privilege
to vote.

It is erroneous to say that it is a proposal to submit the mat-
ter to the people of the different States and thus allow them
to say whether they want the Constitution so amended, because
the people will not be permitted to vote on the guestion at all.
Under this proposed submission the legislatures of three-fourths
of the States, without the people having a voice therein, can
fasten this amendment on the Constitution and make it a part
of the supreme law of the land. But in answer to this I appre-
hend the advocates of this measure will say that the people
will vote on the question because they will elect the members of
the legislatures which will ratify or reject the amendment. This
is not the fact in all cases, Mr. Speaker. In some of the States
legislators already elected, and elected without any reference to
this question, will vote to ratify or reject this amendment if this
Congress submits it in its present form. Take my own State,
for instance : If this amendment is submitted this year, our legis-
lature, which convenes in April of next year, will pass on the
question of ratification, and men composing one-half of the sen-
ate in that legislature were elected in 1916 and without the
slightest reference to this proposed amendment. Would this be
giving the people of Florida an opportunity to express their
views on this very important question? In view of this condi-
tion, which also exists in other States, advocates of this measure
should not talk so flippantly of submitting the question * to the
people,” -

But, Mr. Speaker, even if every member of every State legis-
lature should be elected after this resolution should pass Con-
gress, you would not get from the action of the legislatures a
real expression of the people's will, because of the fact that so
many issues, local and otherwise, enter into a eampaign for the
election of State legislatures that it would be impossible to
state with certainty on what particular issue a member was
elected. There is only one way provided by the Constitution to
get with any certainty the will of the people relative to an amend-
ment to that instrument, and that is to provide for conventions
in the different States for the express purpose of passing on the
proposed amendment. When the proper time arrives I propose
to offer an amendment providing the convention method, so that
delegates may be elected by the people, instructed either for or
against ratification after full, free, and fair discussion of the
same, and I sincerely trust I shall have the active support of
the advocates of votes for women, who are so loud in their de-
mands for fair play, and who are so long in professions of loy-
alty to the prineiple that the * people should rule.”

Mr. Speaker, I want to talk a minute or two about the con-
stitutional aspeet of this proposition, and I know that when T
mention that gentlemen are going to say, “ Yes; you voted to
submit the amendment on the prohibition question and you are
estopped from raising that question here.” But not so. They
are different. There is no analogy between them, so far as the
power of Congress is concerned. There is absolutely no analogy
at all between them. The Constitution of the United States
recognizes and leaves in the States themselves the right to fix
the qualifications of voters, but the Constitution of the United
States gives to the Congress the power to tax the manufacture
and sale of intoxicating liquors, and if one legal prineciple in
this country has been settled beyond all question it is the prin-
ciple that the power to tax carries with it the power to destroy
or to prohibit, if you please. Therefore the Congress had the
right to submit an amendment to the States prohibiting the
manufacture and sale of liquor because they had the right to
destroy the manufacture and sale of it,

Our suffragette friends demand the ballot as a “ right,” and in
all their literature and public addresses they refer to women
as being “ disfranchised.” They are absclutely wrong in both
of these propositions. Suffrage for either man or woman is not
a “right” but is simply a privilege, to be conferred or withheld
at the pleasure of the State. The Supreme Court of the United
States, the highest judicial tribunal in all the world, has so *
repeatedly declared this principle that it does seem as though

The time of the gentleman
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even the suffragettes would cease to designate suffrage as a
“right”” Neither are women disfranchised. To say that a
person is “disfranchised ” is to imply that they were once en-
franchised and that the franchise has been taken from them.
Women never were enfranchised. and therefore they are to-day
as they always have been—simply unfranchised—and the ques-
tion should be considered free from any idea that women have
been deprived of something which they formerly possessed, and
therefore that an injustice is to be righted. Several weighty con-
siderations should enter into a determination of the pending
proposition, but I shal! not have the time to discuss them all,
and shall, therefore, content myself by calling attention to a few
which I regard as the most important.

My position is that the bestowal of the privilege of exercising
the franchise will be extremely detrimental to both the country
at large and to women as a class, and I believe T ean convince
any reasonable and unbiased person that T am right.

Both of these propositions may be considered together, be-
cause anything which is detrimental to the country is detri-
mental to women, and anything which is detrimental to women
is detrimental to the country. If women are to take an active
purt in the politics of the country and in managing the Govern-
ment, they must undoubtedly neglect some of the duties now
imposed upon them by nature and by society. It occurs to me
that this proposition is absolutely unassailable, for the simple
reason that the multitudinous duties of such great importance
now imposed upon the good women of the land constitute a bur-
den entirely sufficient for them to earry. To add to the burden
already placed on them would not only be an injustice, but
would so increase their responsibilities as necessarily to result
in the neglect of some of them, and thus the country would
suffer loss. In order for a people to reach their highest develop-
ment along all lines which make for the good of the whdle,
duties and responsibilities must be divided among the classes in
such manner as fo impose upon ench class those duties and
responsibilities for which it is best suited. In no other way can
the highest degree of efficiency be reached, amd “the greatest
good to the greatest number” secured. Women as a elnss,
while the intellectnal equals of men, and frequently their
superiors, are peculiarly fitted for those duties and responsibili-
ties which pertain to the home and home life, Gentle, loving,
tender, and, true, it is their provinee to guide the childdren into
paths which lead to the higher, better, and nnhlfr life. Their
duty to plant in the young mind the seeds of virtue, courage,
and honor, and nurture them until they, with strength of char-
acter fully matured, are prepared to assume the hurdenfz and
responsibilities of life. Can there be in all the world a higher,
nobler, more holy duty than that of gulding the thought, mold-
ing the character, and shaping the destiny of the youth of the
land? There is no truer declaration than that *“ The hand that
rocks the eradle rules the nation.” and it is as true to-<day as
when first uttered. To confer on woman the right of suffraze
is to lower her from her proud estate, and, as for me, I shall
never consent that she shall be taken from the high pedestal
which, since the dawn of civilization, she has so fittingly occu-
pied with the common consent of all mankind.

I now desire to invite your attention for a few moments to
a consideration of the gquestion as to whether under our form
of government the Congress, under the only power it has—
the power delegated by the States—should undertake to submit
an amendment of this character. I know that when I shall
touch upon this subject I shall be met with the contention that
those who supported the resolution proposing an amendment
to the Constitution which provided for the prohibition of the
liquor traffic in the States are estopped from opposing this
resolution on the ground that it is an interference with the
rights of the States. Mr. Speaker, I assert and believe I can
convince the unbiased mind that there is absolutely no incon-
sistency in the two positions; I believe I can differentinte them
so clearly that * the wayfaring man though he be a fool need
not err therein.”

The manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors are two
acts which have always been under the ban of the law among
civilized, enlightened people. as is evidenced by the fact that
heavy licenses and other restrictions have always been attached
to such manufacture and sale.

It has always been known and freely admitted that intoxicat-
ing liquors are detrimental both to the health and the morals
of the people, and the regulation and suppression of the manu-
facture and sale of such articles comes squarely within the
police powers of the Nation. The traffic In Intoxicating liquors,
- either directly or indirectly, is responsible for a large portion
of the crimes which fill our jails and penitentiaries, and ig the
largest contributor of inmates for our public almshouses. It
is no interference with the domestic affairs of a State for the

|

Nation to reach forth her strong arm to stem a flood of crime
which threatens the very existence of the Gevernment itself; it
Is no invasion of State rights for the Kederal Government
with its mightier power to step In the breach and protect the
health of the people against the attack of a deadly disease; it
is no usurpation of State jurisdiction for the central power to
exert its authority in suppressing an evil which threntens to
retard Christianity, destroy morality. and put in jeopardy the
happiness. prosperity, and liberty of generations yet unborn.

The liquor traffic is an evil which threatens to undermine the
manhood of America, wreck our institutions, and eventually de-
stroy the Republic itself, and to argue that the national authority
has no power to deal with a question of this eharacter is to
admit that the Federal Government is utterly impotent and
powerless to protect itself. Dealing with a national peril such as
is the traffic in intoxicating liquors is entirely different from
and bears no analogy to the question of who shall constitute the
electorate in the different States of the Union. 3

Article L section 8, paragraph 1, of the Constitution of the
United States provides that—

The Congress shall have power to levy and collect taxes, duties, im-
;msts. and excises, to pay the debts, anid provide for the common de-
ense and general welfare of the United States, but all duties, imposts,
and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States,

In this clause two powers are conferred on the Congress, under
either of which there is ample authority to warrant the pro-
hibition of the liquor traflic in the States by the Federal Gov-
ernment without doing violence to the principle of State rights,
Under the power to provide for the * general welfare of the
United States ™ the Cungress is amply justified in submitting an
amendment proposing to prohibit the manufacture o, sale of
intoxicating liquors in the several States of the Union. In view
of the sorrow, misery, pain, poverty, and death which have fol-
lowed in the wake »f this traffic for so many ."enrs in every sec-
tion of the Republic. where is the man who will seriously con-
tend that its prohibition is not an effort to “provide for the
general welfare of the United States™?

The other power contained in the paragraph of the Consti-
tution which I have quoted, and under which 1 elaim the Con-
gress has ample authority to submit to the States an amendment
to the Coustitution providing for the prohibition of the manu-
facture and sule of intoxieating liquors, is the * power to lay and
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises,” aml so forth, No
one. 1 presume, will have the hardihood to deny the constitu-
tional power of Congress to *“ gy and collect taxes ™ on the manu-
facture and sale of intoxicating liquors at any place within the
United States, although such place may be within the borlers
of a particular State. Such tuxes on both the manufacture and
sale have been levied and collected practically ever since the
organization and establishment of the Government itself, and,
so far as I am advised, the right so to do has never been seri-
ously questioned. .

If any legal principle is so firmly established in this country
as to be absolutely beyond the pale of debate, it is the propo-
sition that the right to tax carries with it the right to destroy,
or to probibit, if you please. This, it seems to me, Mr, Speaker,
is so clear that no room is left for argument. The States dele-
gated to the United States the right to tax the manufacture of
intoxieating liquors, and by that same grant of authority dele-
gated the right to destroy or to prohibit such manufacture. The
States delegated to the United States the right to tax the sale
of intoxicating liquors, and by that same grant of authority
delegated the right to destroy or to prohibit such sale. The
Congress of the United States, under this delegated power, for
VEery many years was content simply to tax the manufacture
and sale of intoxicating liquors, but finally decided that in the
interest of the “general welfare” it was necessary to resort
to the unitimate delegited power—the power to destroy—and
submitted to the States what we know as the “ prohibiticn
amendment.” Believing that I have demonstrated beyond ques-
tion that the submission to the States of the “ prohibition amend-
ment” by Congress is not an invasion of the reserved rights
of the States, I desire briefly to call attention to what I con-
sider a most flagrant attempt to deprive the States of the Union
<" one of their most sacred and exclusive rights—the right to
deal with the privilege of suffrage.

In the first place, Mr, Speaker, suffrage is not a right which
is inherent in any person, no matter of what race, color, sex, or
station in life, It is a privilege conferred by the State, of which
the person may be deprived ct the will of the State. No person,
therefore, has a naturai right to vote, and can only exercise the
privilege of voting after the State in legal manner has conferred
that privilege. When the free and independent States on this
continent, in order, as they said, "“to form a more perfect
Union,” entered into the agreement to establish the United
States of America, they, through their accredited representa-
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tives, agreed upon a Constitution which was afterwards ratified
by the States and became effective, and to-day the compact of
union between these States contains a full and complete state-
ment of all the power given to the Government of the United
States. The Federal Government is a government of delegated
powers, and these powers were delegated to it by the several
States, and it has power and authority from no other source,
The Constitution provides specifically that *all powers not
herein enumerated and hereby delegated to the United States
are hereby reserved to the several States or to the people
thereof,” and therefore it is clear that the Federal Government
can legally exercise no power unless the same is delegated to it
by the Constitution in express language or by necessary impli-
cation.

If this proposition be sound—and I apprehend no one with
any regard for his own reputation as a lawyer will dispute it—
then let us examine the Constitution with reference to suffrage.
Is the power to prescribe the qualifications of electors dele-
gated to the United States in express language or by necessary
implication? Is the authority to say who shall vote or who
shall not vote in elections granted to the Federal Government
either exprcssly or by inference? There is not one line in the
Constitution which even hints at the grant of any such power
to the Federal Government, but, on the contrary, the power to
prescribe the qualifications of electors is reserved to the States
exclusively. Article 1, section 2, paragraph 1, of the Constitu-
fion of the United States is as follows:

The House of Representatives shall be composed of Members chosen
every second year by the people of the several States, and the electors
in each State shall have the qualifications requisite for electors of the
most numerous branch of the State legislature,

The seventeenth amendment of the Constitution, which relates
to the eclection of United States Senators, contains exactly the
same language with reference to electors in the various States.
This language of the Constitution referring to the electiop of
Representatives in Congress is the only place in that document
where the qualifications of voters is even mentioned, and in
this it will be seen that the framers of the instrument simply
declared that * electors of Representatives in Congress should
have the same qualifications as electors of the members of the
most numerous branch of the legislatures of the respective
States,” leaving, of course, the power to define those gualifica-
tions exclusively to the different States, where that power had
always been lodged.

It will also be noticed that in dealing with the election of
United States Senators and presidential electors the who® mat-
ter was left where the makers of the Constitution found it, viz,
within the jurisdiction and power of the States.

The fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution
do not in any wise conflict with my position. By those amend-
ments Congress is not given the power to regulate the suffrage
or to prescribe the qualifications of voters in the different
States, but it is simply given the power to reduce the representa-
tion of a State if that State shall in the exercise of its exclusive
power deny to a certain class the right to vote.

In effect the Constitution declares to each State that such
State has the sole power to deal with the question of suffrage,
and to declare who are qualified voters within its borders, and
to exclude all from the polls who do not come within the pre-
seribed class, but claims the right if a particular class of male
citizens over 21 years of age are denied the right to vote * ex-
cept for participation in rebellion, or other erime ” to reduce the
representation in Congress of each State “in the proportion
which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole
number of male citizens 21 years of age in such State.” This
amendment was adopted when partisan sectional feeling was
at its highest tide in this country; and does anyone doubt that
if the men who composed the Congress which submitted it had
for one moment believed that they had the right they would not
have submitted a resolution giving to Congress the absolute
power to prescribe the qualifications of voters in the several
States? I am convinced that if the right had even been doubt-
ful in the minds of the statesmen of that day Congress would
have been given full and complete power to deal with the whole
question of suffrage in the States.

Mr. Speaker, not only is the right and power to prescribe the
qualifications of electors expressly reserved to the several States
of the Union, and therefore not delegated to the United States,
but the several States have for more than a century and a
quarter exercised this power, with the full knowledge, ac-
quiescence, and I believe I am justified in saying with the dis-
tinet approval of the Federal Government. During all these
years different qualifications for electors have existed in the
different States, and the Government of the United States,
knowing that the regulation of the suffrage was not within its
powers, has never sought to interfere with the qualifications of

the voters as prescribed in any of the States. The right to
regulate the suffrage is the most important, the most sacred,
the most vital of all the rights reserved to the individual States
in the agreement for the Union of States, and I solemnly warn
gentlemen that when they as the representatives of their people
consent to give up this greatest of all the rights of a State they
obliterate State lines and erucify local self-government. Gentle-
men may attempt to satisfy or still their consciences with the
reflection that, after all, it is simply a proposition to allow
the people a chance to vote on the question; but, my friends,
this is a proposal to reverse the order of nature, to repeal the
law of God, to ruthlessly set aside the matured judgment of the
“ Fathers of the Republic,” to ignore and trample underfoot the
wisdom and experience of the ages, and to sacrifice upon the
altar of an unnatural and inexplicable aspiration the priceless
heritage of loecal self-government.

What of the stand of the two leading political parties on this
question of conferring suffrage on women by constitutional
amendment? Neither a Republican nor a Democrat in this
House can square his vote for this resolution with the last ut-
terance of his party. One or both of these parties in the future
may declare for the pending proposition, but they not only have
not yet so declared but, on the contrary, have, in effect, de-
clared against it. The platform of the Republican Party in
1916 declared as follows on the subject of woman suffrage:

The Republican Party, reaffirming its faith in government of the
Eeople. by the people, for the people, as a measure of justice to one-

alf the adult people of the country, favors the extension of the suf-
frage to women, but recognizes the right of each State to settle this
question for itself. '

The platform of the Democratic Party in 1916 declared as
follows on the subject of woman suffrage:

We recommend the extension of the franchise to the women of the
country by the States upon the same terms as to men.

Thus it is seen that neither of the two great political parties
in its last official utterance declared for woman suffrage by
amendment to the Constitution of the United States. In faect,
to all intents and purposes, both parties declared against it,
because they said, in effect, that the guestion of woman suf-
frage was a question for the several States to consider and de-
termine, and therefore it follows that no Republican and no
Democrat upon this floor can vote for this resolution and be
absolutely loyal to his party platform. Your party platform says,
in effect, that Congress has no jurisdiction to submit this reso-
lution ; that the subject matter is exclusively within the control
of the States and should be determined by the people of the re-
spective States. Can you claim to be a party man, loyal to
vour party platform, if you, while that platform declaration is
still in force, by your vote say that Congress has jurisdiction
to submit this resolution; that the subject matter is not exclu-
sively within the control of the States and should not be deter-
mined by the people of the respective States?

Console yourselves, as you may, with all sorts of specious
reasoning, the fact remains that a vote for this resolution is
in direct conflict with the platform declarations of both the Re-
publican. and Democratic Parties. The only political parties
which, in 1918, declared for woman suffrage by an amendment
to the Constitution of the United States were the Soclalist and
Progressive Parties, and the passage of this resolution will be a
victory for socialism in America. Democrats and Republicans
on the floor of the American Congress, ignoring and deserting
their own party declarations of faith and embracing, sustain-
ing, and supporting one of the main planks in the platform of
the Socialist Party is, indeed, something new in American policy,
and demonstrates in the language of the Rev. Jasper that “ the
sun do move.”

Neither Democrats nor Republicans can justify a vote for
th!l? resolution on the ground that it is a party principle or
policy.

I was pained to notice in the press a few days ago, Mr.
Speaker, what purported to be an interview with a prominent
Southern Democrat, in which he was reported as warning
Southern Democratic Congressmen that if they voted anything
like solidly or in large numbers against this resolution they
would be in grave danger of losing chairmanships of committees
in this House; that the advocates of woman suffrage in the
coming elections would defeat every Democratic candidate for
Congress possible; and that this would give the next House to
the Republicans. I sincerely trust this eminent gentleman,
whom I esteem most highly, has been misquoted. He certainly
could not have meant what the language attributed to him im-
plies. If the language of that alleged interview means anything,
it means that Democratic Members of Congress should sacrifice
their views on a great constitutional guestion in order that they
may continue to hold chairmanships of committees in this body.
Mr. Speaker, when I became a Member of this body, I took an
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oath to “uphold and defend the Constitution of the United
States.” ; ;

That oath meant that I should “uphold and defend” it ac-
cording to my best judgment, weak and feeble as it might be,
and not according to the judgment and opinien of anyone else,
no matter how strong and powerful that some one else might
be. and so help me God, I intendt to adhere to the spirit and the
letter of that oath so long as I am a Member of this great body.
No Member of this House can justify in the eourt of conscience
abandonment of honest conviction because of political disaster
to his own forfunes. No Member of this House can stand acquit
of official perfidy, if he slaughters deliberate, conscientions opin-
fon on the altar of party supremacy. It were better for our
country, yea, ten thousand times better, that no Democrat
should ever again hold a chairmanship of a committee in this
House, than that one Democrat should resort to the ignoble
expedient of bartering his own convictions on a greut public
question for the hope that his party may retain power. As a
Democrat, I am anxious for my party to continue in control of
this Government. Since we came into eontrol of all the branches
of the Government under the leadership of Woadrew Wilson,
the mightiest £gzure in all the world to-day, we hav: met sue-
cessfully every condition, and demonstrated our capacity and
fitness to properly manage the affairs o. this great Republie; but,
sir, as intensely anxious as I am to retain the reins of Govern-
ment, I do not hesitate to say that I would rather see the Demo-
cratic Party deserve success than to see it succeed by abandon-
ing the solid, stable rock of prineiple for the skifting sands of
expediency. I have heard it said that the Republicans are
going to vote for this resolution almost solidly, and that it
would be good politics for the Democrats to line up solidly for it
alzo, else the Republicans would get credit for its passage, if it
should pass, and the Democrats would be swept from power in
the next election. I do not believe it. I have found, during
my 13 years of service in this Ilouse, that the average Repub-
lican Member is just about as loyal to his convictions as is the
average Democratic Member, and nhout as unlikely to sell those
convictions for “a mess of pottage.” Even if I believed that
every Republican upon this floor intended to repudiate the plat-
form of his party on this question. I can not see wherein that
would justify a Democrat in repudisting the solemn pronounce-
ment of his own party, and I warn members of both organiza-
tions that no permanent good ean come to any political party
whose members will sacrifice -an important principle of the
organization for the hope of “a little brief authority.” Such a
course of conduct will surely earn for the political party which
pursues it the lasting contempt of the great body of the American
pecple,

It might be well, Mr. Speaker, in considering this question, to
examine the views of some of those great thinkers of the world
who have advoeated woman suffrage, and who after more ma-
ture deliberation, or who, after observing its effect when put in
operation, have changed their minds on the subject. John
Bright in 1867 voted for woman suffrage, but after he had an
opportunity to think and study the question more fully, as his
final, deliberate judgment, said:

1 do not believe that women suffer by not beilng represented in Par-
Hament, and I do not believe it would be an advantage to them if they
were 80 represented.

Herbert Spencer was at one time a strong advocate of woman
suffrage, but on fuller investigation renounced that position,
stating that -he had formerly argued the matter *from the
point of view of a general principle of individual rights,” but,
he =aid, he found that this could not be sustained, as he * dis-
covers mental and emotional differences between the sexes
which disqualify women for the burdens of government and the
exercise of its functions.”

The Revolutionary fathers of the Commonwealth of Mussa-
chusetts, in the convention at Newburyport, in 1778, discussed
the whole question of suffrage with reference to women and
declined to confer the franchise upon them, saying:

Women, whatever age they are of, are also [not to have the suf-
frage] as not having a sufficlently acquired diseretion—but not from a
deficieney in their mental powers—but from the natural tenderness and
delicacy of their minds, their retired modes of life, and various domes-
tie duties. These concurring, prevents that promiscuous intercourse
with the world which is necessary to qualify them for electors,

Bishop John H. Vincent, the founder of Chautauqua, and
strong advocate of higher education of women, onee favored
suffrage for women, but, like most of the stronger thinkers,
upon thorough study and full investigation of the guestion in
all its bearings. came to the conclusion that he was wrong, and
thus gave expression to his changed views:

When about 80 years of age I accepted for a time the doetrine of
woman suffrage and publicly defended It. Years of wide and careful
obscrvation have convioced me that the demand for woman suffrage

in America is without foundation in equi and, 1f successful, m
prove harmful to Ameriean soctety. X ’ i
find some worthy women defending it, but the majority of our
best women, especially our most intelligent, domestie, and godly
mothers nelther ask for nor desire it. The instinct of motherhood {s
azainst it. The basal coaviction ot our best manhood is against it

The movement Is at root a protest the ntative relations
and functions by wirtue of which each sex depends upon and is.exalted
by the other. his theory and policy tending te the subversion of the

natural and divine order, must make man less a man, and woman less
a woman.

A distinguished woman advocate of this suffrage movement says:
“We need the ballot to protect us against men.” When one sex is thus
compelled to protect itseif against the other the foundations of society
are already crumbling. Woman now makes man what he is. She
controls him as a babe, boy, manly son, brother, lover, husband, father.
Her infiuence is enormous. If shé use it wisely she needs no additional
power. 1I she abuse her opportunity she deserves no additional re-
sponsibility. Her womanly weight, now withont measure, will be lim-
ited to the value of a single ot, and her c¢ontrol over from two to
five additional votes forfeited.

The curse of America to—dn’v is in the dominated partisan vote—the
vote of ignoranee and superstition. Shall we help matters by doubling

dangerous mass? Free from the direet complications and pussions
of the political arena, the best women may exert a conservative and
moral influence over men as voters. Force her into the same pad at-
mosphere, and both man and woman must inevitably suffer inealeulable
Joss. We know what woman can be in the * commune," in “ riots,” and
on_the * rostrum.”™

Woman can, through the votes of men, have every right to which she
is entitled. All she has wan has gladly given her. It is his giory to
represent her. To rob him of this rigzt i# to weaken both. Lle and
she are just now in danger through his mistaken courtesy,

These are the testimonials of men who have made up their
Judgments not only after diligent study of the whole question in
all of its bearings but men who criginally were favorable to
woman suffrage, and who were forced to change their views by
the force of unanswerable logic. They are men who have earned
their high places in the world of thinkers and students, and
whose opinions are entitled to great respect. I commend their
words to those among us who seemingly, with only a superficial
examination, would plunge our beloved country into the muel-
strom of interminable trouble, which must inevitubly be pro-
duced by the engrafting of this amendment on the Constitution
of the United States.

To-day woman stands the uncrowned queen in the hearts of
all right-thinking American men; to her as rightful sovervign
we render the homage of protection, respect, and love, and may
the guiding hand of an all-wise Providenee stretch forth in this
hour of peril to save her from a change of relation which must
bring in its train discontent, sorrow, and pain.

But we are told thut this resolution should be passed as a
“war measure,” but just why it should be denominated as a
war measure I have been utterly unable to understand. How
could this legislation possibly aid us in the war in which we are
now engaged? Do these good women, if given the privilege to
vote, intend to shoulder arms and go to the front? I have heard
of no such declaration of that intention on their part. If I knew
that was their purpose, then I should oppose it more strenu-
ously, if that were possible, because I am old-fashioned enough
to believe that men, amd men only, should fight the battles of
their country. Women take up arms only after the men have
become yelping coyotes and skulking cowards, and, I thank God,
America has not as yet become Russianized. In what way then
can woman suffrage help us win the war? If it could help us
at all we could not avail ourselves of the assistance, because tha
war will undoubtedly have ended long before the proposed
amendment could possibly become a part of the Constitution,
and thus this claim of its proponents vanishes into thin air.

But, Mr. Speaker, the passage of this resolution will affect
the war situation. but not in the helpful way claimed for it by
its supporters. The President has said in effect that to win
this war we must think together, speak together, and act to-
gether. In other words, that the American people must be
harmonious and act as a unit if we are to be successful in this
great world-wide conflict, and in the face of that statement of
our great President it is seriously proposed to pass this resolu-
tion and start a riot of dissension, turmeil, and strife in every-
one of the 48 States of the American Union. Can you lmagine
any one thing which would be more productive of i1l feeling and
bitterness than to launch a campaign in every one of the 48
Stutes of the Union to determine if woman suffrage should
become a part of and guaranteed by the Constitution of the
United States? Political parties and eandidates for publie office
would be stirred up over the prospect of these millions of new
voters being added to the registration lists, particularly with
reference to their party alignment, and insteac of presenting
to our enemies an unbroken and harmonious front this great
Republic in the very midst of the most terrible aml devastating
war of all time will exhibit to the workl such a spectacle of
domestic disorder and internecine strife as will inevitably dis-
hearten our allies, strengthen the hopes and courage of our
enemies, and weaken us in the opinion of all the weorld. If
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such a contest should ever be desirable, surely it is not: desirable
at a time like this, when we are engaged in a death struggle
with the mighty forces of autoeracy; on the issue: of which.
depends: the very life- off demoeracy among men. Thé * picket-
ing” of the Whiter House and. of' Congress has given us some
little idea of the methods which may be expected: if this: ques-
tion is submitted to the legislatures of the different States for
ratification or rejection. Pass this resolution, and not only will
the Nation in time of war be plunged into turmoil, disorder; and
bitterness by heated politieal meetings: and inflamatory articies:
in. the press, but the legislature of every State in the Union
will be “picketed,” governors: will' be: besieged and harassed,
legislators will be cajoled and threatened, and thousands of
homes throughout the land where: contentment now reigns su-
preme will be converted into a perfect bedlam of unseemly
debate and bitter political disputation. It will not do to say
that these- things will not ocenr:

They have oceurred! in England, and in our own country right
in: our midst, and in practically every other country where the
question has been raised. Mr. Speaker, the three things which
will raise more disturbanee, create more diseord, separate more.
families, and raise more Cain generally than any other: things:
on. this earth is acounty-site election, a church dispute; and a
woman-suffrage campaign.

In the hearings before the committee: it will be found that one
of the leaders among the suffragettes declared that they wanted
the ballot for * protection,” and when asked. against whom she
desired “protection’™ she promptly and frankly replied “mem.”
My God, has it come to pass in America that the women of’the
land need to be protected from the men? I do not live in a
State where:such a condition exists; and I am profoundly thank--
ful for it

If women desire and are to have-the ballot to protect them-
selves from men and man-made laws, if'they are to be placed
upon an exaet equality with men in administering the affairs
of* government, so that they may in future. protect themselves,
then they may expect no special protection of the law beyond
what is aecorded 'to men, and they should ask for the repeal of
those laws whieh apply to.them now by reason: of being under
the coverture of marriage.

No more when charged with crime: ean slie be heard to plead:
coercion on the part of the husband; no more: when marital
troubles come can she go into the courts:of the country and so
easily secure the payment of her-counsel’s fees: in divorce pro-
ceedings, alimony: for herself pending the litigation, and per-
manent alimony in the final deeree for the- support of' herself
and children. In other words; she can not exercise: the rights.
of a man and at the same time claim the privileges of a woman:
The two are entirely incompatible, and she must relinguish: the
one or the other; If sherelinquishes the privileges of'a. woman
and secures the rights of a man, then; in. my judgment; we-shall
soon see woman. becoming more manly and man becoming more
womanly: God' forbidi It is. said that
vacuum,” and T want to say that about the nearest approach to a:
vacuum that' I' know: anything about is. a. manly: woman: or-a:
womanly man.

I come to: the platform again. I was amused at my friend
from Oklahoma, Mr. Ferris, who wants us to stand' with the
President. God' knows I want to stand with him. I am a
Demoerat, and' T want to follow the leader of my party, and I
am a pretty good lightning:change artist. myself sometimes
[laughter] ; but God knows I can not keep up with this per-
formance. [Laughter.]] Why, the President’ wrote a book
away back yonder. He said this:

The suffrage in particular is a privilege which each State may grant

upon terms of its own choosing, provided only that those terms: be not
inconsistent with a. republican: form of  government.

He said again:

All the powers: of the General Government are plainly such: as
affect interests which it would be impossible: to regulare harmoniously.
by any scheme of arate State action, and only such; all other powers
Fhl;mv;;amm with- the. States, With them rests the regulation. of

suffrage:

That is what the President said. Again he-said:

Federal law- does not determine who shall vote for Mémbers of the
House of Representatives. The Constitution rov!des simgly that all
those persons in each State who are qnalm under- the: Constitution
and: laws- of the State to vote for: Members of the larger of the two
houses of: the Emte legislature may vote also for Members of the House
of Representatives of the Uniteﬂ States. The franchise: regulated:
therefore entlrely by State law.

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; I have not the time.

Now that is not all that the President has said.

Mr. SLOAN. Does not the statute of limitations intervene?

‘“nature: abhors: o |

Mr: CLARK of Florida. In a letter or in an interview with
the New York Times on: October: 7, 1915, the President; referring

‘to- woman suffrage said:

I believe that it should be settled by ths States and not by the
National Government.

He never rose to a higher plane of statesmanship than when
he uttered: that sentence. Again, on October 7, 1916, the Presi-
dent expressed himself in a letter to the Jane Jefferson Club,
of Denver, Colo.:

Both the great political parties have in their recent platforms favored
the extension of suffrage to women through State action. .

Not only that, but my friend from Oklahoma [Mr. FERRIS]
construes the Democratic platform to mean that we should pass
this resolution.. I want to say that your leader and mine did
not so construe it. I want to tell you that Mrs, Catt, the leader
of the suffragettes,. denounced the President after the Demo-
cratic convention for “ playing fast and loose ™ on this question,
and Mrs.. Catt aiso delivered the utterance that some people
may claim that that plank in the Democratie platform was in
favor of a Federal amendment, but she did not believe anything
of the sort; and she was right.

Ah, gentlemen; you can. not get aronnd it. Both political
parties i their last official utterance have put themselves on
record, and that is the law of the Demoeratic Party and that
is the law of the Republican Party to-day. No President has a
right to repeal the law of his party. No- leader of any party

‘has a right to do that; and both of those: parties. declared ems-

phatically for woman suffrage, it is true; but through the reg- -
ular legal channels of State action. That is. where they both

.planted themselves.,

Mr. COOPER: of Wisconsin.. Will: the gentleman yield?

Mr. OLARK of Florida. I can not yield. No specious reason-
ing can avoid that. It is reported in the Washington Post this:
morning about that meeting: that these gentlemen had down at

the White House—I do not vouch for its truth—that the Presi-

dent: said something else:

Members of Congress: who participated. im the conference said the:
President told: them he: still believed that the p Hper and orderly way:
:c- t;l:;uns with the question was to permit each State to. take its own

Did he say that? If he did, it is in keeping with what he has
said heretofore, And I want fo say something else.. This paper
also quotes my, friend from California——

Mr. MEEKER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. For just a second..

Mr. MEEKER. Will the gentleman from California say
whether the President said that.or not? Let us have it straight,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have not time to yield for that. He:
can answer that in his own time. I do not want it taken out of:

my time. But.I want to.say something else. Yon gentlemen can.

answer that. This paper says that—

Representative: RARER, chairman of che: Suffrage Committee; jubi-
lantly icted last night that the necessary two-thirds: would be ex-
ceeded by 156 or 20 votes—

Counting. on.the weight of the President’s influence to swing.
doubtful Demoerats.

Mr.. BENJAMIN L. FATRCHILD. And the headlines in.the:
morning paj

Mr. CLARK of Florida. To. swing doubiful Democrats! Is
there a man upon this floor worth his salt, or to be considered for
a moment. in connection with the high office of a Representative,
who will change his convictions on a constitutional question
because the President seems willing to change his position? I
do not believe there is such a man, nor do I believe that our great
President would have respect for one: who did. The President
has a. right to change his:views on this or any other question,
and I claim the right as a. Representative on this floor to stand
by my own convietions and change my views only wlien con-
vineed of ‘error in the forum of my own judgment. In'a matter
of ‘party policy I' might be willing to waive my own views to coin-
cide with the superior wisdom of my great leader, but not in a
matter involving a constitutional question, which I am to deter-
mine for myself under my oath of office.

I want to say, in conclusion, that if T had no otlier objection
to woman suffrage, I should oppése it because, in my humble

judgment, the conferring of’the franchise on woman will tend
“to: disrupt the family, which is the unit of society, and when

vou disrupt the family you destroy the home, which in America

'is the foundation stone of the Republic. Nothing can convince

me that a thing which is not only liable, but almost certain, to
create discord in the families of men ean ever prove beneficial’
to this country. If tHis resolution should pass and the proposed

‘amendment’ shonld. be ratified: by three-fourths of the States of:

the Union, then we would find a condition where. the wife would
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either blindly follow the husband in the casting of her vote or
she would disagree with his views and have her vote counted in
opposition to his. If the former is to be the case, then it oc-
curs to me that all will agree that this would be an entirely
superfluous and useless piece of legisiation, as the only result
would be to practically double the number of votes. cast
without changing in the slightest the political complexion of
the State or the Nation, but adding largely to the expense of
holding our elections. If the latter should be the case. then
we would find the husband and wife constantly engaged in
pelitical disputation, which would grow warmer, more heated,
and more acrimonious as the campaign advanced, until finally
a veritable conflagration of domestic infelicity would be kindled,
consuming the marital tie, destroying the home, and sending the
children, to all intents and purposes, orphans out on the cold

¢harity of the world to become charges on the State. It may be
said that this picture is overdrawn, but, sir, it is not. Man and
wife to live happily together must be in harmony. They must

think alike, act alike, have the same ideals of life, and look for-
ward with like vision to the Lhappy consummation “ beyond the
vale,” Anything which will disturb this harmony will tend to
disrupt the union, and there is nothing known among men so
disturbing in its character and sp productive of dissension, ill
temper. and bitterness of feeling as Is partisan political discus-
sion unless it be factional political discussion.

God knows that factional politics, when confined to two
wings of the same political party, is bad enough, but when you
ot factional polities limited to husband and wife. oh, what a
spectacle will be presented, my countrymen. Disagreement
will supplant concord; discord will take the place of harmony ;
home will be neglected for the political rostrum; household
duties will be left unperformed while political rallies are at-
tended ; children will be left without the guiding hand of
mother while she goes valiantly forth to save the Nation; re-
spect of wife for husband will give way for contempt, and love
will vanish while hate ascends the throne.

Dut, say some, * You are speaking only of the women who are
married ; what of those who are not married?” Mr, Speaker, I
am speaking of those who are married, and I think this gues-
tion ought to be settled with relation to its effect upon the mar-
ried women of the land, because that is the relation which
nature intended for them. The unmarried woman who has
passed marriageable age is the exception to her class, and no
general law should ever be passed to fit the exceptions to the
class upon which it is intended to operate. I am quite sure this
is a principle of legislation so sound and so universally ac-
cepted that no one will be found to question it. The Creator
of us all intended that men and women should mate—one
woman for one man is the law of God, and the law of all en-
lightened Christian people everywhere, It is not only in accord
with the law of nature for men and women to marry, but it is
also in accord with that law for them to establish homes and
rear children. I dare say there is not a girl throughout this
broad land who does not expect at some time in the future to
marry, have a home, rear children, and be supremely happy in
her own little world. Why, then, should we make a general law
to fit the case or suit the convenience or cater to the whim of a
few exceptions to the general class of women? I confidently
believe that a great majority of the women of America do not
want the burden of suffrage placed upon them.

If they do, why is it that the suffragists never make a proposi-
tion to. leave the question to a vote of the women of the State
or the Nation? 1If this were done in a primary or by some
other method, and the suffragists came here with proof that a
majority of the women of the country really desired to assume
this burden, they would at least be in position to speak with
authority as representing their sex. But, Mr, Speaker, before
I will believe that the American woman, contented and happy
in the love of her husband and children, desires to exchange
her proud estate for the poor privilege of dragging her skirts
through the mud and mire of partisan politics I must have in-
disputable proof. I know that it Is quite out of fashion in some
circles to speak of man's protection of woman and her de-
pendence upon him. I knpow that in some quarters there has
grown up out of the progressive civilization of our time a
tendency to ridicule and sneer at every reference to the finer
and more tender emotions of humanity, and this tendency to
ridicule reached its climax when a suffragette leader some time
ago sneeringly referred to the Association of Women Opposed to
Woman Suffrage as * the Home, Mother, and Heaven Party.” I
thank God for “ the Home, Mother, and Heaven Party.” If she
had only added one more word and made it the * Home, Mother,
Wife, and Heaven Party” it would have been complete, and
she would have linked together the four sweetest words in all
the language. These fonr—home, mother, wife, and heaven—
are the corner stones of our governmental structure, and if

either be destroyed, the Republic will crumble to decay and
self-government among men will pass from the earth. Ridicule
it, if yon please; sneer at it, if you will; but I shall never
cease to réverence and love the sweet, womanly wife and
mother who, in the fear of God and with queenly dignity, pre-
sides over an American home. Hers is the proudest place in
the economy of the universe. Talk about rights, about influ-
ence, about power—all mankind is at her feet, and she wields
a scepter more powerful than that of any king or potentate,
the scepter of wifely fidelity and motherly love. [Applause.]

Mr. RAKER. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. BLaxTon]. a member of the committee,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, if every Mewber of this House
could have heard the splendid speeches of Mrs. Maud Woods
Park, of Massachusetts, and Mrs. Carrie Chapman Catt, of New
York, and of the other splendid women who appeared before
our committee, there would be nothing left to say on the adop-
tion of this amendment. I have racked my brain to discover
some new point or idea on this question, but, so very ingenious
and comprehensive were their arguments, I must, indeed. be
careful if T avoid repetition. I take it that every Member in
this House may be classified into one of two groups, and two
only ; first, those who are in favor of women voting, and, second,
those who are against women voting. You can make all the
excuses imaginable, and attempt to satisfy your consciences
with this or that reason for denying to woman a God-given right
inherent with citizenship, to enjoy equally with men the privi-
lege of voting; and you can say what yon please about dodging
this question behind the proposition of State rights, but, after
all, when the excuses and reasons are stripped down there is
nothing left but a blunt unwillingness to let women vote.

When my southern colleague says that he is against it because
of State rights, when you pin him down to the crucial question
you will find out that he is unwilling for women to have the
vote at all, even though acquired through the State method, and
that generally and every other way he is against the proposi-
tion of women voting in this country.. The first group that I
have mentioned are willing to admit women are a part and
parcel of the people of this Nation, and that when the Consti-
tution of the United States says “the people of the United
States” that term embraces women as well as men. The
second group believe that the Constitution of the United States
was ordained and established for *men only,” and, with teeth
clenched and eyes shut, are still manfully asserting that such
expression “ the people of the United States” is of the mascu-
line gender and applies and relates only to him who each even-
ing hangs his hat in the hall after he enters the front door of
his castle, y

So far as State rights are concerned, if this amendment sought
to take away from any State the right of fixing the qualifi-
cations of its voters, I would be against it first, last, and all
the time, but such it does not. With the exception of the
question of sex, it does not affect one single qualification that
any State has now or may desire to impose, and all such quali-
fications will remain the same as now until changed by State
action. No State, however, should prescribe a qualification
which it would be absolutely impossible for an honorable, in-
telligent, high-minded, and high-principled citizen ever to ac-
quire. Why, so far as this bugaboo negro question is con-
cerned, your Constitution has already fixed the right of negro
women in this country. Show me a State to-day that has suf-
frage in its constitution and I will show you a State which
now can not regulate the question entirely, for it could not let
white women vote without also enfranchising the negro women.
Let the legislature of that State attempt to-day to restrict
the vote to white women, and what would happen? Why, it
would be unlawful under the fifteenth amendment to the Con-
stitution. You could not do it, because the Supreme Court
would hold that if you attempted to give the suffrage to the
white women of this country, under the terms of the fifteenth
amendment, you must likewise give it to negro women. Ience,
so far as the color question is concerned, the Censtitution has
already fixed that, and what we seek now, merely, is to fix the
sex question, a matter for which God alone is responsible, and
over which the particular individual, unfortunately born a
female, has no control. After this amendment has been pro-
posed by Congress and ratified by the States and becomes the
constitntional law of the land, States will still prescribe all
qualifications—age, residence, registering, procuring poll-tax re-
ceipts, reading and writing, and so forth. '

My friends, I want to say to my Texas col'eagues that m
district has already spoken in no uncertain terms on this
question. A

It is my honor to represent the biggest district in the United
States, a district that embraces 58 counties, some of them about
100 miles across, north and south, such as Pecos, Reeves, El
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Paso, Brewster, and Presidio, and which district, east and west,
is 556 miles, a distance over twice as far as from this Capitol
to New York. In that district there is a greater territory than
in six of the smaller States. In that district there are 400,000

e,

In the last campaign I ran against a man who had been an
honored Member of this body for 14 years. In my platform I
made an issue upon national woman suffrage in favor of it, and
he was against it. T had joint debates with him in that distriet.
My distriet elected me by an overwhelming majority, and thus
spoke for national woman suffrage. [Applause.] If my friends
from Texas believe that the Texas people are not in favor of this
question, let them just try it once and fail to put the issue 'in
their platform, and let their opponents espouse it and make it an
issue in their districts, and you will see how they will act. I
shmdder to think of the consequences, for the Democrats of
Texas have not forgotten what democracy and our Government
owes to the western suffrage States and to the good women of
the West, and particularly to the loyal mothers in America. I
take it that so far as my territory is concerned, which in area
embraces nearly one-fourth of the whole State, the Texas people
have already spoken.

I am not surprised at my friends on the Republican side of
the House who criticize the President of the United States.
They are on the outside looking in, and he is on the inside look-
ing out; but I am surprised that a Democrat from Florida should
make the kind of an argument that he has made upon the floor
of this House, when to-day he enjoys his standing in the organiza-
tion of this Congress and his chairmanship of the committee by
reason of the fact that the President won a reelection because
he was willing at all times to derive his power from the people
he governed and to do justice to all and at all times, and hence
gaineld a Demoeratic victory in the last campaign. [Applause.]

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Had I the time I would, gladly. I wish I
had the time so that every benighted Member of this body oppos-
ing this resolution could ask me a question, as it would be a
pleasure for me to enlighten him; but my time is limited and T
can not yield.

My friend from Florida did ont emphasize that particular part
of the article which the President wrote in his book when he
said it should be left to the States to fix the terms; he said also
that they should fix those terms so long as they were not
agaiast a republican form of government. If you deny the
14,000,000 white women of this country the right to vote, you are
interfering with a republican form of government. [Applause.]

When the President of the United States says, “ I get my power,
not from Ged above, like an autocratic German Kaiser, but I
get my power from the people of the United States, the people
whom I govern,” is it anything strange that a President who
represents a Republic like that should say that it would be
unjust to deny to the women of this country the right to express
their voice in the affairs of their Government? [Applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired. .

Mr. MEEKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 12 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. Gray].

Mr. GRAY of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the United States of
America is a party to the great war not only to save the world
for democracy but to protect its own homes and firesides from
the wolves of Prussia. We abhor the German philosophy that
might makes right; but, on the other hand, we know that right
without might means the triumph of wrong. The future of our
Nation and of civilization itself Is at stake. We have become
the deciding factor in the situation. If we win the war or do
our part in winning the war, it will be by the exercise of
physical foree; and that physical foree is vested in the manhood
of the Nation. A nation is just so strong as its men are strong.
A nation will endure just so long as its men are virile. History,
physiology, and psychology all show that giving woman equal
political rights with man makes uitimately for the deteriora-
tion of manhood. It is therefore not only because I want our
country to win this war but because I want our Nation to pos-
sess the male virility necessary to guarantee its future existence
that I am opposed to the pending amendment.

Our country entered into this war by the votes of the male
Members of Congress. If we win the war or do our part in win-
ning the war. it will be done primarily by the physical force
of the male men of the Nation. The majority of the women of
the Nation may be for war or they may not be for war. We
can not afford to take the chance that they are not for war and
give them the vote. We are determined to win this war, no
matter what It may cost us in men and in treasure, and we
should not stand for the introduction of any uncertain domestic
element into the proposition. That high priest of pacifism, Wil-

linm Jennings Bryan, said that woman should have the vote,
and that then the question of war should be submitted to a na-
tienal referendum. That sole female representative of woman
suffrage in the House, Miss JEANNETTE RANKIN, admitted, not
frem judgment but from her woman's heart, that while she
loved her country. she could not vote for war. This war may
last a year or it may last 10 years. At all events, it is not im-
possible that it will last long enough to see this proposed amend-
ment adopted by three-fourths of the States and made part of
the organic law of the land. With the war still on, how would
you like to see a majority of the membership of Congress made
up of women? And that in the face of the fact that this is a
war to the death, a war of extermination, a war of annihila-
tion, a war to be fought to the finish by strong men, courageous
men, red-blooded men, virile men, men who can wateh their
life-blood flow without whimpering. This is no issue to be
decided by woman's fears and tears and emotions; this is an
issue to be decided by the real, manly men of America. And
t.hattls another reason why I am opposed to the pending amend-
ment.

The advocates of woman suffrage point to the heroic part
the women of France and England have played in the war and
the splendid part the women of America are playing in the
war as a reason why woman should be given the vote. Do they
mean to suggest that if the women of America are not given the
vote, they will be less loyal to the eause? Do they mean to in-
sinuate that the womanhood of America is so base as that?
Why, real womanhood has always stood behind real manhood.
Woman has. from the very institution of family life, been man's
second-line of defense. I have'said that the United States was
in this war not only to save the world for democracy but to
protect its own homes and firesides. The. two objects are one;
they go together. And the women of America, in gladly sending
their men forth to fight for democracy, know that their men are
fighting for their women as well; fighting to save them from
the barbaric savageries of German soldiers; fighting to keep
the United States of America a safe place for them and their
children and their children's children to live in for all time to
come. Are the great mass of the loyal women of Ameriea who
have sent and are sending their husbands and brothers and
sweethearts forth to battle caring whether they, the women,
shall be given the vote or not? Not—Iif you are honest in your
observation—not so that you could notice it.

‘It must follow, as a logical sequence of the German philosophy
that might makes right, that war and not peace is the normal
condition of society. We, however, to whom the German philos-
ophy is abhorrent, take the view that war is an inversion of the
normal condition, that it is disorder, insanity, chaos, or, as
Gen. Sherman expressed it, it “is hell.” If our women find it
necessary to work in the munition factories and to plow the
fields, as the women in France and England have been obliged to
do, it will not'be because they prefer to do that kind of work,
but because they are willing to do it to back fup their men at
the battle front. If our women find it necessary to do this kind
of work, it will not be because their men elect it, but because
their men are willing to yield to the exigencies of the situation,
mueh as the idea is revolting to them. Therefore, again it must
follow as a logical sequence that if in this abnormal condition
brought on by war, if, in the inverted state of things in which
society finds itself by reason of war, woman should be given
the vote because of the part she is taking in war, then, by the
same token, when conditions go back to the normal and peace
onee more hovers over the land, the vote should be taken away
from her.

Suppose the United States should be engaged In this war
as long as England and France and Germany already have been,
and had lost as many men as they have lost, what do you sup-
pose the principal industry in the United States would he
after the war was over? 1 will tell you. It would be the having
and the rearing of children.. And that would be woman’s mis-
sion, the maternalistic inclinations of many modern men to the
contrary notwithstanding. And if, after the war is over, the
economic condition of woman shall so nearly equal that of man
that she shall be entitled to the vote, if for every man working
in the factory and the field there shall be a woman so engaged,
then, I want to tell you, your social structure will have gone to
smash, and your family, as the unit of society, will have gone
to smash. If, after the war is over, woman is not free to have
children, to establish and reestablish and maintain the home,
without any thought of political equality with man, but with a
firm reliance upon man as her God-given protector and cham-
pion, then you will have to confess that your civilization is a
failure and that God and nature both have erred in theéir scheme
of things. And that is another reason why I am opposed to the
pending amendment.
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I have used the war argument against woman suffrage be-
cause I deem it to be the most immediate and convincing at this
time. But I am opposed to woman suffrage on a more funda-
mental basis, and it is this: That * God created man in his own
image, in the image of God created He him; male and female
created He them. And God blessed them; and God said unto
them, Be fruitful, and multiply, and replenish the earth, and
subdue it.” Male and female created He them; and while they
so remain they will not only be fruitful and replenish the earth,
but they will subdue it. But when the sexes coalesce, when the
masculine becomes effeminized and the feminine becomes mascu-
linized, they will do neither., And the inevitable, the ultimate
result of giving woman equal political rights with man will
be the coalescing, the deterioration of the sexes. Even now we
have a powerful element in the woman suffrage movement rep-
resented by the feminists who demand that if they submit to the
inconvenience of having children the State shall support those
children. Even now it is a sorry commentary on the male sex,
a sorry augury for the future, that they are willing to yield up
their natural dominion as men to the unnatural dominion of
women. I am not thinking of the immediate effect of the en-
actment of woman suffrage; it will be merely to complicate and
make more expensive our elections. I am not thinking of
political expediency, for my actions and utterances here to-day
may spell my politieal finish. But I am thinking of the future
of society and the race. You men who are going to vote for the
amendment may lay the flattering unction to your souls that
you are getting away with something that will mean your re-
election. Well, have your reelection. But allow me to pre-
dict that when you are dead amnd gone, and your politieal
achievements have long since been forgotten, the historians of
the future will deseribe this day, if you pass this amendment, as
the day that marked the beginning of the decay of the great
American Republic., And it is beeause I think more of the future
of the country than I do of my own future that I am opposed
to this amendment., [Applause.]

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Colorado [Mr. Tayror].

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado.. Mr. Speaker, I notice on the front
page of one of the leading dailies of this country a large head-
line which reads as follows: “ Freedom of the world is U. 8.
aim.” Similar headlines have appeared on the front pages of
the press throughout this country the past two days. Of course,
they refer to the President’s historical speech, in which he out-
lines the aims of America and the allies in this world war. The
President has several times, and again on yesterday, stated
what every thoughtful American begins to realize, that here-
after America must and will assume not only an important but
a leading place in all the international affairs of the world.
Never again in our history will our country pursue the policy
of exclusion, or refrain as we have heretofore, from interfering,
if necessary, with the international affairs of the world. If
“the freedom of the world " is the aim of our ecountry, if we
are to be leaders in liberalizing the human race, if that is to be
‘the policy and the aim of every loyal American, I can not con-
seive of how any patriotiec citizen, who loves his country and
respects the rights of common humanity, can vote against a
proposition intended simply to aeccord those rights to the good
women of our country. There never was a time in the history
of the world when the women, not only of this country, but of
every other country, have demonstrated so overwhelmingly their
right to this recognition as at the present time. In fact to deny
them the right, especially in America, of a participation in the
affairs of our country at this time wonld be a most colossal aet
of injustice. The eyes of the whole civilized world are cen-
tered on our action here to-day. This vote is one of the most
important and far-reaching that has ever been, or ever will be,
cast in this House, and I can not believe that In view of the
hopes and prayers of the women of the world, and the eloquent
and forcible appeal of the President of the United States to pass
this amendment, “As an act of right and justice to the women

of the country and of the world,” that one-third of this great

body will vote against it. This is not a local or even a national
matter. This is an international and a world-wide proposition.
It affects all of the other nations as well as our own, and as
much, if not more, than any act of Congress during this war.
It is the test of our good faith and of our preaching of liberty
and justice to all humanity. Within the next three years the
women of the entire British Empire; in fact, of all the English-
speaking people of the world, sutside of the United States, will
be granted the right of suffrage, and it would be a colossal
blunder as well as an unspeakable outrage if the United States
shall fall behind the rest of the eivilized world in granting this
plain and simple act of justice to our good women.

I have been an advocate of woman suffrage for over 30 years.
Colorado was the second State in the Union to adopt woman

suffrage. The women of my State have been voting now for
nearly 25 years. Our women are entitled to the lion's share of
the credit for redeeming the State of Colorado from being one
of the most * wild and woolly " of the West to one of the most
orderly and best-governed States in the Union. While I have
not recently examined the statistics, I feel reasonably confident
in saying that Colorado spends more money per capita on both
her schools and her roads and has a smaller percentage of crime
than any other State in this Union. If the question of woman
suffrage were submitted to the voters in Colorado to-day, there
is not 1 per cent of the voting population who would vote
against it. During the nearly 25 years that women have been
voting and holding office in Colorado there has never been a
defalcation or any dishonest act committed by any of the over
10,000 women who have held public office in my State, and no
record equal to that has ever been made by an equal number of
men from the time the world began to this hour. 3

But, Mr. Speaker, time will not permit a discussion of this
great subject. I can only say that I confidently believe this
amendment will pass this House to-day. But whether it does or
does not, a few men can not block the wheels of progress or
prevent the evolution of the human race or the final triumph of
justice .and right, and those who oppose this measure to-day
will see the triumph of it within the next two years, and they
will have oceasion to sorely regret its opposition at this time,
The women of this country are going to be given this right for
the reason, first, that it is absolutely just, and for the further
reason that wherever women have been given this right through-
out the civilized world they have wisely exercised it, and their
influence has been unqualifiedly beneficial. [Applause.]

Miss RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Lenrsacu].

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, woman suffrage in America
is inevitable,

Political status flows out of and is supplemental to social and
economic status. The belief prevalent in certain circles that
the former is the means of achieving the latter is not based
upon the experiences of the human race. The history of
civilization teaches us that political equality can not perma-
nently be withheld from a class or a division within a people
which approximates social equality and economic independence;
furthermore, atteinpts to bestow political equality upon - such
classes as are socially and economically dependent upon the
rest of the population have universally failed. In the past
the restriction of the right of suffrage to the male population
was not contrary to democratic philosophy, because under the
old order of civilization women derived their social status
from their men and were economically dependent upon them.

For the past half century a change in this regard has been
taking place in the social structure, particularly in the last
generation. The old conception of the place of woman in the
scheme of existence was that she was the member of a' house-
hold, which was ruled by a male head; that her place in the
world was determined by the place held by this head; and that
he was responsible for her economically, Among many this
conception still obtains as a theory, and is still to an extent
recognized in the law, but in reality has been substantially
modified. The mass of women in this country are no longer
entirely and solely dependent upon the men for thelr support
and maintenance. In a large majority of American households
girls are prepared for and enter gainful occupations, just as
the boys. On the farms their labor within the sphere allotted
them contributes to the common support, just as that of the
sons. In the marriage relation the wife is no longer under
such domination of her husband as he might exercise over an
older child. She retains control of her own property, and her
liberty of action in ordinary affairs is unchallenged. The
restrictions of old conventions that limited her social activities
no longer obtain. These strides toward social and economie
independence do not result from the demands of women for
them, but flow from industrial conditions.

This status by women having been achieved, participation in
political affairs Is a necessary corollary. The opponents of
woman suffrage are not in reality opposing the giving of the
vote, but are protesting against and are trying to deny the
existence of the present order of things that makes the grant-
ing of the vote logical and necessary. I deeply sympathize with
those who regret the passing of the old ideal, wherein the activi-
ties of womankind are bounded entirely by the home, brighten-
ing the life of her husband, guarding and rearing her children,
while she enjoys the love, support, and protection of her mate,

But in solving public questions we must square our actions
with realities and not with fond delusions. Woman suffrage,
then, is Inevitable. Under normal conditions we might well
allow it to become universal in the country after protracted
struggles through a long period of years and by piecemeal,
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Now we are at war. The entire energy of the Nation and its
resources need be utilized to achieve the victory. For this
reason I deem it wise that this controversy be ended as speedily
as possible, and in the only way in which it sooner or later
necessarily will be settled. Consequently I shall vote to submit
this amendment to the States for ratification. [Applause.]

Miss RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ercrorr].

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House of
Representatives, a little more than 400 years ago Columbus
discovered America. Before that page of American history
was written he was compelled to seek the advice and assistance
of a woman. From that day until the present day the noble
women of America have done their part in times of peace and
times of war to make this grand country what it is to-day.
For that reason I am in favor of this resolution, and I am in
favor of granting suffrage to the women all over America.

1 believe that the time has come when the efforts of the noble
women of this country are going to be crowned, and that they
have arrived at the brow of the hill from which they can see
Jerusalem and the temple walls. [Applause.]

1 come from a State that, I am proud to say, whose delegation
in Congress is practically unanimous on this proposition of
woman suffrage. It is a divided State politically, but I desire
to state in justice to the Members of Congress from that State
that I believe the opinions of none of them have been changed
by the miraculous conversion of the President to this cause.
I have no criticism of the President coming out for woman
suffrage. I am glad that he is standing with me on that proposi-
tion, and I hope that his conversion will be like that of St
Paul, and that he will become a master worker in the vineyards
of the Lord for this proposition. [Applause.]

I can say but little in the two or three minutes allotted to
me on a question like this. It has been suggested that 38 or 39
men who made the Constitution of the United States possessed
all the wisdom of the earth., I will grant that these men were
noble, that they were wise, but you must remember that at
the time these men made the Constitution none of them had
ever seen a cook stove, none had seen a telephone, a telegraph,
an automobile, or any of the modern things which we have in
this day. They were all right in legislation and in the making
of constitutions for their time, but we are living in a pro-
gressive age, and, while the politicians may stand still, very
often these great questions get beyond them, which this seems
to have done. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield four min-
utes to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr., SaratL].

Mr. MEEKER, Mr. President, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. SarArLn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Raxparn). The gentleman
from North Carolina is recognized for seven minutes.

Mr. SMALL. -I shall not attempt fto discuss the merits of
woman suffrage, although it is obviously a debatable proposi-
tion. There are sharp differences of opinion entertained by in-
telligent citizens throughout the country, and even in those
States which have granted suffrage to women it is still an ex-
periment in government. !

Even if one were in favor of equal suffrage, he should be
opposed to securing it by the method of constitutional amend-
ment. My objections to the method are fundamental, This
amendment is to prohibit the States from denying to women
the right to vote. In its results it commands the States to
grant the franchise to women. Under our scheme of government
this is an unwarranted and dangerous invasion of a funda-
mental right of the States. In our governmental.structure there
are two Independent units of governmental power. The Federal
Government has jurisdiction of all national and external affairs.
The States have jurisdietion of all loeal and internal affairs.
With the State rests exclusively the right of loeal self-govern-
ment. Such of these rights as were left with the States by
the framers of the Constitution, and which clearly and un-
reservedly are comprehended as matters of local self-govern-
ment, can not be impaired without serious injury to our form
of government.

le extension of the franchise and the regnlation of the
right of voting at elections was by the Constitution left with
each State, and, except as modified by the fifteenth amendment,
it still remains unchallenged within the jurisdiction of the
States. It has been the opinion of those who formed this Gov-
ernment and of every reputable student of the Constifution that
the right of the States to control elections should not be dis-
turbed. This was clearly expressed by Jefferson and Hamilton.
However much these constructive minds may have differed

about the interpretation of the powers granted to the Federal
Government, they both agreed as to the importance of main-
taining unimpaired in the States all the essential rights of loecal
government. This position has been ably affirmed by such dis-
tinguished  writers on the Constitution as Judge Story, Judge
Cooley, Mr, Pomeroy, and John Randolph Tucker.

We are therefore squarely confronted with the query whether,
as the representatives of the people and the defenders of
the Constitution, we shall depart from this settled and well-
defined principle of government. I do not feel free to make
that departure. My judgment and my civic conscience constrain
me to stand by the form of government under which for more -
than a century we have maintained liberty, promoted civiliza-
tion, und become the acknowledged premier among all the
republics of the world.

Under Article I, section 2, of the Constitution it is provided
that the House of Representatives shall be chosen by the people
of the several States, “and the electors of each State shall
have the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numer-
ous branch of the State legislature.” This means that the
Members of this House are elected by those citizens whom each
State has declared are entitled to vote for members of the most
numerous branch of their State legislatures.

This provision was in the original Constitution and this inter-
pretation has never been questioned. It was so satisfactory
that when, within this decade, we adopted the seventeenth
amendment providing for the election of Senators by the people
of the several States it was provided in substantially identical
language that Members of the Senate should be elected by
voters having “ the qualifications required for the most numerous
branch of the State legislature.” Subject to the provision in
Article IV, section 4, of the Constitution that “ the United States
shall guarantee to every State in this Union a republican form
of government,” the States have continuously exercised the
power to regulate the right of voting at elections, If it could
be expressed with propriety, it might be said that those who
seek to change this fundamental principle exhibit an ignorance
and disregard of the history and structure of our Government,

It may be profitable to examine some of the reasons assigned
in behalf of this amendment. It wonld be superfluous to refer
to those noisy and sentimental men and women who declare that
they favor equal suffrage and therefore favor this amendment.
Their innocence of any knowledge of our Government would be
ludicrous if the results were not so serious. They have axfeeling
that they are in favor of equal suffrage, and they follow the
procession of that class of people who appeal to the Federal
Government in behalf of every kind of reform.

The advocates of this amendment point to the action of Great
Britain and other countries in extending the suffrage to women,
and conclude that the United States should do likewise. They
forget that what Great Britain may do is, under our form of
government, denied to the United States, but rests with the sev-
eral States, They might the more consistently contend that
whereas 12 of the States of the Union have adopted suffrage
that the remaining 36 States should likewise extend the suffrage
to women.

These advocates further contend that by the constitutions of
most of the States suffrage is denied to women, and they plead
the length of time which would be consumed in inducing these
States to amend thelr constitutions as an argument in favor of
forbidding these States to deny women the right to vote, If
this amendment can be submitted and ratified, it will unquestion-
ably be the most expeditious method of overriding the will of
the States and depriving them of an essential power; but such
expeditions method would dangerously weaken the capacity of
the States to manage their local affairs and would undoubtedly
centralize power in the National Government. We are a con-
federated Union, which has grown to be a giant in power and
influence, but that Union is composed of many States, and the
Union has grown strong through the States. Any impairment
of the Independence or the rights of the States to manage their
internal affairs will, by reflex .action, weaken the strength of
the Union.

The advocates of this amendment have attempted to inject
this issue into the political parties. They have threatened to
defeat for reelection members of the opposition, although such
threats in the past have not materialized. They have attempted
to secure the support of the Democratic and Ilepublican Parties
and induce rivalry between them by threats of reprisal against
each.

This is no party question, and such efforts will be futile. It
almost equals in intelligence the scheme of that delectable and
inane group of women who picketed the White House on the
theory that the President could grant them the right to vote.
Some of these denionstrative advocates of suffrage are evidently
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imitating the tactics of another class of moralists and Constl-
tution tinkerers of the Anti-Saloon League, who, regard the Con-
stitution as an elnstie instrument which Members of Congress
may séek to amend at the instance of any numerous body of
citizens. They insist that if the people in large numbers wish
to secure a reform and are unwilling to wait upon the States,
that it is the duty of Members to submit such amendments.
They say that any representative number of citizens have the
right to demand the submission of an amendment in the nature
of a referendum to tlie legislatures of the States, regardless of
the nature of the amendment or whether it violates the funda-
mental principle of government.

If the confederated union was the unit of local government,
and it was consistent with our political structure for the Fed-
eral Government to attempt to fix the qualifications of the fran-
thise throughout the country, then it would be in order in this
Jorum to argue the merits of equal suffrage and its adaptation to
‘the country, but neither of these propositions are correct, and
therefore the desirability of egual suffrage Has no place in this
discussion.

I have stated that with the exception of the fifteenth amend-
ment the power of each State to regulate the right of voting at
elections had never been cliallenged. That amendment pro-
hibited any State from denying the right to vote to any citizen
on account of race or color. I shall not attempt to question the
motives of those who advocated that amendment. It was a
direct aftermath of the great Civil War. But I will venture a
brief and frank discussion of its merits. This amendment, fol-
lowed by the efforts to enforce it, created the horrible era of re-
construetion in the Southern States. There were racial con-
flicts. Industrial and educationa! progress was arrested. Not
until Federal troops were withdrawn and the Southern States
were left to work out their own local government were peace and
sectional unity restored. As an academic and ethical proposi-
tion the fifteenth amendment could not be condemned, but it is
a political faet that it violated a fundamental principle of local
self-government. The people of every State are jealous of this
right. It is no more peculiar to North Carolina or Louisiana
than it is to Ohio or Massachusetts. To force equal suffrage
upon an unwilling State will not be tantamount to the peaceful
and undisputed enjoyment of this privilege. I ask Representa-
tives if, in the face of the one experiment which we have made
in interfering with the right of each State to control the exer-
cise of "the franchise, we should be willing to repeat that un-
happy experiment? I submit the question not alone to Repre-
sentatives of the South but to intelligent and conscientious stu-
dents of government from every State in the Union.

The proposition substantially resolves itself into this question,
Shall we maintain the dual form of government instituted by
the fathers and embodied in the Constitution, which has been
characterized as the greatest political handiwork of man? Shall
we continue to limit the: power of the Federal Government to
purely external affairs and to the exercise of those powers
which are essentinlly national? Shall we preserve in the States
unrestricted jurisdiction over those subjects which are internal
and which have always been recognized as inherently embraced
among the rights of loeal self-government? If we intend to
change our form of government, if we intend to centralize the
administration of loeal affairs in the Federal Government, and
if we intend to make the States mere subdivisions and de-
pendencies of the Central Government, we may be justified in
submitting this amendment, but not otherwise. My duty seems
clear, and I'shall vote against the submission of the amendment.
[Applause.]

Mr, MEEKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lurkin].

Mr. LUFKIN. Mr. Speaker, I am absolutely opposed to the
passage of this amendment at this time. I could offer many
excuses for this opposition, but they would not appeal to me
as good reasons. I could cite, for example, the fact that in a
State-wide campaign in Massachusetts two years ago universal
suffrage was defeated by over 133,000 votes, or I could cite as a
more personal reason that in my own congressional distriet in
that election universal suffrage was defeated by nearly 10,000
votes, or about two to one. Moreover, I am not opposed to the
amendment because I believe that the women of this country
are not intelligent enough to vote. A trial of tlie system in
many of the States of the Union has proven: the fallacy of this
argument.

My opposition to the passage of this resolution s based solely
and entirely on the fact that in my opinion this is no time to be
trying an experiment of such tremendous magnitude as the

* granting of the franchise to millions and millions of new voters.
These are decidedly abnormal times, The management of this

great war is, to my mind, pretty much a one-man job, and, so far
as I am concerned, until peace is finally declared, I should prefer
to restrict the suffrage of the country rather than to increase it.
This especinlly applies to the State of Massachusetts, which I
have the honor in part to represent. Our State is so fortunate,
or so unfortunate, according to one’s viewpoint, as to have
annual elections of all State and of a great many of the munic-
ipal officers. The result is that we have a State-wide primary
every September, a State-wide election every November, mu-
nicipal elections in the cities every December, and municipal
elections in the towns in March. That seems to me to be quite
enough polities for one community to undertake in one year,
with war work and the horrors that go with it on all sides of
us. Two years ago we had a State-wide campaign for woman
suffrage in Massachusetts, lasting from early spring until No-
vember. I venture to say that there was not a street corner
in any city or town of our great Commonwealth which was not
entertained at least once a week during those eight months with
orators on one side or tle other of the suffrage cause. The
campaign was conducted intelligently and energetically by both
sides. It was perhaps interesting and educational at that
time, but to-day the people’s minds are on other questions.
Our officials, both State and National, are striving with but one
point in view, namely, to fight this war successfully and to
bring it to the earliest possible end. With such conditions
around us, T do not desire to see Massachusetts obliged to go
through an eight months’ campaign for the adoption of the
suffrage amendment this summer, and, if it fails, to have a
repetition next year, the year after, and perhaps for a number
of additional years, until it is finally adopted. That, Mr.
Speaker, is the sole reason why I believe the introduction of
such. a vastly important economie question at the present time
is ill timed, is unnecessary, and that is the sole reason why I
shall vote agfiinst it and why I hope it will be defeated by this
House. [Applause.]

Miss RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Powers].

Mr., POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for this joint reso-
lution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States extending the right of suffrage to women. In so
doing I am not voting either for or against woman suffrage. I
am simply voting to give the people of my State, along with
the people of every other State in this Union, the right, if they
desire to exercise it, of amending the Constitution of the United
States in the only way in which it can be amended.

I am not afraid to trust the States. They made the Consti-
tution and reserved to themselves the right to amend it when
two-thirds of both Houses of Congress deemed it necessary that
an amendment be submitted.

Aside from the merits or demerits of woman suffrage, the
question for me now to decide is, Shall I, by my vote, help to
give the States the right and opportunity of amending their
own joint Constitution—the Constitution of the United States—
or shall T help to deprive them of that revered privilege and
sovereign right?

This joint resolution will have to be ratified by three-fourths
of the States before it ean become effective. If three-fourths
of the States do not want to adopt it, then no harm can pos-
sibly follow its submission to them. If three-fourths of the
States do want to adopt it, I submit that it is our bounden duty
to submit it to them for that purpose, because that is the only
way in which they can exercise their soveveign right of chang-
ing their joint Constitution.

In the States of Wyoming, Colorado, Idaho, Utah, Washing-
ton, California, Arizona, Kansas, Oregon, Montana, Nevada,
New York, and in the Territory of Alaska, men and women now
vote upon egual terms.

In the States of Illinois, North Dakota, Rhode Island, Michi-
gan, and Nebraska women now have the right to vote for the
President and Vice President of the United States, or rather
their electors. This shows how the right of suffrage to women
is regarded in many of the States of this Union. There are
thousands of intelligent and earnmest women in every other
State in this Nation, who believe and feel that the right of
suffrage should be extended to them through Federal amend-
ment. I shall not by my vote here to-day attempt to deny
three-fourths of the States from according women this privi-
lege if they deem it wise to do so. [Applause.]

Miss. RANIKIN. DMr., Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr., TREADWAYR

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, as is well known, the State
of Massachusetts voted on the suffrage referendum In the
election of 1915. A very large vote was cast against suffrage.
The first district, which I represent, voted nearly 2 to 1, or by
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a majority of 8,039, against it, In view of these facts a person
in my position who supports the amendment to-day is entitled
10 an opportunity to express his reasons.

This I will do in a very brief manner. First, I voted in the
Sixty-third Congress for the amendment, and I also east my
ballot for it as a voter in the election in Massachusetts. Sec-
ondly, I have frequently explained to the suffrage and anti-
suffrage supporters at home my attitude upon the question. It
is this: It does not seem logical to me that one sex should have
the power to deny the right of suffrage to the other.

I have invariably told my friends that if the women by their
own conduct and knowledge of public affairs and by an expres-
sion of the majority of their own sex showed their desire to
exercise the right of franchise, I, for one, was willing and glad
to assist them in procuring it. It is for this reason that I shall
vote contrary to the expressed opinion of the male voters of my
district and the State of Massachusetts on the question. [Ap-
plause.]

In response to a question at the hearing before the Massachu-
setts delegation, an advocate of suffrage remarked that the
women of Massachusetts would gladly have a referendum given
to them and would abide by the resnlts. In my opinion,
suffrage would win on such a vote at the present time.

It further seems to me that the conduct of the women in the
prosecution of the war offers still another argument for suffrage
at this time. The women of the country have arisen to their
- full duty and have proven themselves worthy of being the
mothers of the fighting forece of this Nation. Many of their
boys are overseas and many more are going. If these young
men were asked in whose hands they would leave their right
of franchise, there would be a unanimous response in favor of
leaving the question with their mothers, wives, and sisters.
[Applause.] It is nearly 15 years since I first saw active efforts
on the part of suffragettes, and, while the militants made
mistakes then and while they have made mistakes here in
Washington during the past two years, I am convinced that
the majority of the women of this country have become capable
-of properly making use of the franchise, both through educa-
tion and study of the affairs of government.

Certainly I credit the women of Massachusetts and the
women of the first congressional district as possessing as much
if not more knowledge and intelligence as their fellow women
of the country and as being as capable as others of exercising
the right of franchise.

In view of these facts as applied directly to my own case and
my own distriet, I shall vote to-day to refer the amendment to
the States. [Applause.]

Mr, RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen-
tleman from Utah [Mr. Mays].

Mr. MAYS. Mr. Speaker, as I listened fo the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. Crarx] I almost imagined that he was trying to
impeach the President of the United States, but a little further
on in his speech he showed that he himself had not been standing
squarely on the platform of the Democratic Party. He blamed
the President for recommending this method of securing suffrage
for women, which the Democratic platform clearly stands for,
and then himself said that he was not for suffrage; that he

uluzht it would disrupt the home; that it would destroy the

ilies of this country, showing he was opposed to suffrage
when he stood upon the platform or pretended to stand upon
the platform of the Democratic Party. He is now receiving
emoluments and honors by virtue of the faet that he stood on
that platform upon which he had no right to stand, according
to his own confession.

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moox] worked himself
into a fever heat about State rights, saying that he would not
consent that Tennessee should have forced upon it a suffrage
question against its will. Yet I see by the Recorp that the gen-
tleman from Tennessee himself voted to force upon my State,
against its will, the seventeenth amendment to the Constitution
of the United States. My State expressly objected to that
amendment, expressly repudiated the amendment, and never did
ratify it. Yet the gentleman voted to impose that amendment
relating to a suffrage question upon the State of Utah against its
consent. The question is, Did the gentleman from Tennessee in-
fringe upon the rights of my State? I do not think so, because
when Utah consented to join this Union it came in under the
Constitution, and it admitted the right of three-fourths of the
States of the Union, in a regularly orderly way, to change the
fundamental law of the land. The rights of the State of Utah
were not infringed upon and neither will the rights of the State
of Tennessee be if we adopt this amendment against its consent.

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gorpox] became emphatic in
saying that this repudiated the Constitution, that it took away
local self-government.

Yet the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Gor-

pox] voted upon my State of Utah this same seventeenth amend-
ment against its will, and he also voted for the child-labor law,
putting into the Federal statute a law that no State had a right
to say whether it wanted to have child labor or not and regu-
late its own customs in that regard.

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAYS. Yes,

Mr. GORDON. The child-labor law does not interfere with
any State in reference to its child-labor laws. It is enacted
under an express provision of the Federal Constitution to regu-
late commerce between the States.

Mr. MAYS. If the gentleman thinks that and acts accord-
ingly he will go to jail some of these days. [Laughter.] The
gentleman from Ohio knows very well that the interstate-com-
merce clause was used simply as a vehicle to control the child-
labor laws in this country. Some one on our committee asked
the distinguished ex-Senator from Texas, who was appearing
before us, if he would grant to women the right to vote at all,
and he said, “ No; except in a sewing society or in a purely
woman's association.” That is the kind of man you will.line
up with—who would not be in favor of letting women vote on
school matters, taxation, problems on municipal affairs, or any-
thing *“ except in a sewing society.” He is 40 years behind the
times. [Applause.]

Mr. FESS. At least.

Mr. MAYS. He spoke at length of southern chivalry. I
thought of what Edmund Burke sald when the lords of England
were trying to force upon this country taxation without repre-
sentation, saying that their dignity was tied to it. He said:

My lords, I do not know how it happened, but this dignity of yours
is a terrible ncumbrance upon you, Lecause it haz of late been ever
atuv:'?r with your interests, your equity, and every idea of your public
po

And that is true of the southern chivalry. It is a fPrrib!e
incumbrance upon them. What the women want is not chivalry
and reverence. as the president of the national association said
before our committee, but they would rather have the vote to
protect themselves than the chivalry and reverence that these
men so graclously hand out to them while denying justice. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. Speaker, the resolution proposes the following amend-
ment to the Federal Constitution :

SecrioNn 1. The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall
not be denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on
account of sex.

2. That Congress shall have power to enforce this arhcte by
uppmprlate legislation.

It will be observed that the proposed amendment undertakes
to deal with the rights of citizens of the United States. The
proposed amendment has been introduced into every Congress
for 40 years. It will continue to be introduced into every Con-
gress for twice 40 years more unless favorable action is taken.
Some thought that it was killed when defeated three years ago.
Others knew that ceaseless persuasion and vigorous agitation

‘would continue until justice was done to one-half the people

of the country. I have seanned those debates of three years ago
in the CoxgrEssroNar. Recorp and noticed that many fine
speeches were made. The then majority leader, arguing against
the resolution, stated that the right to vote was not really a
right at all but a high privilege. Of course, he was obliged to
take that position ; otherwise he would be discovered in the atti-
tude of arguing that a right of a citizen of the United States
should be denied. He could not be placed in that attitude,
especially when such citizen had committed no crime, was en-
tirely law abiding, was not a lunatic or an imbecile, or even
illiterate. He therefore elaborated upon the theory that to
vote is a privilege. The Constitution of the United States, in
Article XV, section 1, ecalls It a right, but suppose the learned
gentleman were a higher authority than the Constitution, sup-
pose it is a “ privilege,” would he discriminate against citizens
of the United States in the matter of granting privileges when
each is a supporter of the Government, a contributor to its
financial necessities, and each of equal intelligence and of good
moral character?

Suppose by some political miracle the women of his State or
of his ecountry should gain control of affairs political and should
conclude to withhold the “ high privilege” of voting from the
gentleman, would he not protest and complain with great vigor
and most persistently that an undemocratic régime was depriv-
ing him of his inherent rights? A little of his own medicine
might be the best remedy for the affliction from which he
suffered.

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Wess] made upon
that occasion an elaborate argument, He may make it again
to-day. He was for woman; he eulogized his chivalrous regard
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for her. He could yield to no man in his extravagant esteem.
He followed this statement by asking this pertinent question:

If women are to demand and receive eﬂl ual privileges at the polls, in;

the workshops, n.every walk of life,

required to sup;:ft the wire?

Apparently, he would deny women equal privileges, not only at
the polls, but in the workshops and in every walk of life.
They are there, and they are there to stay. They are in the
conntingrooms, in the factories, in the business houses, in the
schoolroom, in: the churches, in the workshops; they are helping
to win the war; they are in every walk of life, laboring as ef-
feetively as man. Millions of them are not being supperted by

en, why should men be longer

any man; but instead are helping; in many cases, to hold families.

together. Would this. chivalrous, gentleman deny them equal
privileges, even in these walks of life? His question would so
indicate. He asks why should men support the wife? That is.a
manly suggestion! He knows that in the economy of the house-
hold there is a division. of labor ; that neitlier husband nor wife
ean be said to support the other, if each does his or her duty.
Both contribute patient labor and infinite eare of equal impor-
tance; Man does not buy the right of suffrage, or any other in-
herent right of a woman, by his alleged support of her..

The best part of the gentleman’s speech was his quotation
from Dr. Shaw, as follows:

The reason men are enfranchised is that, as citizens, they have a stake
in the Government. The reason. women shounld be enfranchised
canse, as citizens, they have a stake in the Govermment, That's all
there is to.the question of' woman suffrage.

Dr. Shaw was right. A woman is a stockholder in a corpora-
tion. She has her investment in the enterprise; she is assessed
for its development; she pays for her stoek in good and legal
tender. What crowd of male autocrats would say she should
have no vote in the stockholders’ meeting? Yet that is what the
gentleman from North Carolina would say if he were a fellow
stockholder.

The gentleman from Texas [Mr; Dies] exclaimed’ ln his speech

We are told by our suffrage-seeking sisters that in dealing with this

uestion we- should put chivalry aside. ‘“““Why, Mr. ker,” he ex-

imed;, * that is: untmnkab!a and: lmpoxihia. "Men w
would be masculine monstens !

Would true chivalry deprive a woman of even a high privilege?

He said further:

Because some women want the ballat will not justify us in, thrusting
it upon those who do not. want it.

Would a gentleman, even though unboastful of his chivalry,
withhold the franchise from women who have a stake in the

chance, there were women who would not exercise the right.

The. gentleman from; Florida [Mr. Crark], now a member of
the suffrage committee, then: quoted with. his approval the
areh: woman: hater of biblicall times:

As in the churches. of the saints, let women Keep silence im the
churches; for it is not permitted of them: to, ., but let them be in
subjection.. If they would learn anything; let them ask their hus-
bands at home.

No wonder they were ignorant in those days.

Further—

Wives be In; subjection; unto. your husband, as unto the Lerd.

Again—

Let a woman learn in quietness with. all subjection, but I permlt
not a woman to teach nor to have dominion over man but to be in
quietuess.

The gentleman from Florida would not permit aa woman even
to teach! Where would go our school system? Would not let
lier have a voice in church! Where would go our churches?
Compel her to remain in subjeetion! He wonld bring back the
days of slavery, merely changing the color of the subjeets.

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STarrorp]; said it would
infringe upon our sacred theory of federal union of self-
governing States, Yet he supported and' voted for the: child-
Inbor law, denying to those States: the prerogative of governing
their children and. of enforcing their own regulations as to
child labor.

Also, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Hexry], who seemed
to lead the debate on the rule that day; after saying it was: the
most important guestion before the House in 40 years; said each
State should be left free to: individually control all questions
relnting to suffrage, still the gentleman voted for a constitu-
tional amendment providing for the direet eleetion of United
States Senators. He loudly proclaimed’ that he would not have
the General Government interfering with the State in matters
of suffrage, yet he voted to force upon: my State against its
expressed will his solution of this: suffrage- question. I am
glad he did so, because Utah was then afflicted with a reac-
tionary government as obnoxious as ever impeded the progress
of a commonwealth, Through the help of the women voters: of
that State, they have relegated that régime to oblivion. Did

|majority to amend the Constitution.

(and esteem Lhem if the responsibllity of voting s

thout chivaley |

the gentleman infringe upon the rights of my State? I think

inot, because in voluntarily beecoming a member of the Union

my State recognized the constitntional right of a three-fourths
Shall one State assist
in foreing what it considers a good thing upon unyielding States
and then be permitted to Invoke the time-worn doctrine of
States" rights to prevent the majority from amending the funda-
mental law- in the perfectly regular and constitutional manner?

Another gentleman from Texas [Mr. Harpy], who with keen-
edged logic always cuts close to the heart of a subjeet, made in
his. speech on that occasion this significant stncement :

I shall leave out all question of State rights. My respect for the
Bnd ihat nrmsly Srors Man Of Gnes ile e On s tolone
doctrine of State rights to favor his contention. e

The gentleman from Arkansas, who favored the prohibition
amendment but has opposed, this resolution and some ethers,
cleverly elaborated this point the other day, and demonstrated
from the record that the stntement made by the gentleman from
Texas, just quoted, was entirely correct.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] expressed un-
certainty as to whether a majority of his people favored egnal
suffrage. He thought many women opposed it bitterly upon the
ground that it will tend to degrade rather than exalt the woman-

‘hood of the State. He said:
is. be- ||

There was also a fear among women, that rmml{l men would not love
oy ould be thrust upon

That is surely a weighty argument, worthy of the distingnished

' gentleman ; but can not he believe the evidence and aceept the:

assurance of nearly half the States of the Union?

The gentleman from Alabama, Dr. Abercrombie, spoke against
the resolution but uttered this impressive sentence:

One of the most hnﬂetnl results of the spread of education and
democracy is that which reveals itself in the gradual emancipation off
woman.

He felt bound, however, by some caucus action with which,
fortunately, we are not handicapped to-day.

The gentleman from: Ohio, Mr. Bowdle, who appeared to be:
the humorist of the House in his day and time, said in his speech:
that his wife and sister both wanted. to vote, but he did not

| think it safe for man’s sacred prerogatives to permit them to do .
‘it. He could trust them to teach his schools; train his children,
‘to run his-church, but not to. vote. He would let them pay taxes,

but would deny them representation. He made the unique argu-

: : - W ' he
Government and want a part in its: management because, per- %ﬁegm hti;tnpE?o:nbﬁwng&?ggm@ﬁgnh:eﬁz&
trips, of the number of men and wbmen reading the newspaner ;
' also: by consulting a Jewish newsboy on Pennsylvania Avenue.
' This was high authority, but he forgot that statistics show

- women: quite as intelligent as men, though: they may not read

the sporting page of the morning papers quite so generally. They

.read in the home, they attend lectures; they hear speeches,

they attend political meetings, in this House they listen at-
tentively to debates from the galleries, and are quite the eguals.
of man in all the pursuits of life which they wish to.enter. This:

. gentleman, as well as a gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. Stoan,
' wanted the question left to the women themselves, but the gen-

tleman from Nebraska said there should be no dissenting voice.
He wanted to govern by unanimous consent. He would permit

‘a feeble minority to deprive the majority of women of the fran-

chise,

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Herrin], who always.
utters extravagant praise but denies simple justice to what he
terms the divine feminine, wanted the subjeet left to each.
State and expressed the fear that the negro women might enter
polities. In this he took counsel of his fear instead of his
chivalry. Surely rendering justice to their women will not
disable the Southern people icom handling their peeuliar prob-
lems. Regulations may, of eourse, be imposed. I have a table
here which purports to: show the number of negro men amd
women in each of 11 southern States. I all but 2 of the 11 the
white women cutnumber both negro men and women. This be-
ing true; it is safficient to say that the white women, if they are
of the same spirit as: the white women of my seetion, will far
outvote the colored women. If not, they should cheerfully sub-
mit for a while to negro domination. Of such submission, how-
ever, I believe there is not a particle of danger.

In this connection I am reminded that many benevolent lovers
of the negro race, who admire them from a distance, from
States like Massachusetts and others, have precipitated see-
tional argnments of much bitterness by insisting that negroes
in: the South be allowed to vote without restriction, while they
and other States denied the right of their women to vote. It
occurred to me then, and I think now that when a white woman
pays her taxes, helps support the Government, takes care of her
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home, looks after the eduecation and welfare of her children.
attends to her duties faithfully and modegtly, as a teacher, as
a doctor, as a minister, she Is almost as good as a negro and
her rights should receive some of the generous and benevolent
attention which these philanthropists extend to the negro race.

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lisroor] made a pe-
culiar argument thut day. He opposed the resolution solely
because he thought it would not pass, althongh voicing his belief
in the eternal verity of the prineciple. What reform would ever
be effected under his plan? The world admires and always will
admire the man who Is willing to stand alone and go down to
defeat for what he believes to be right. Such men and wowmen
are the pioneers of progress.

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Fierps] spoke that day
against the resolution. He repudiated, however, two of the
arguments of his fellow opponents, He said in part:

L belleve that If they were given the ballot and stould exercise it
that they would mainfain cn the political fleld and in the booth that
high standard of womuanhood which characterizes their everyday life in
their home and the social circle and that this standard would be main-
tained by all good women.

That is the type of chivalry to be admired, rather than the
sort which pretends to worship, but will refuse to treat justly.
Along the same line speke the gentleman from Indiana, who op-
posed the resolution, but who said:

I do not belleve, as gentlemen seem to belleve, that women
unqualified for the right of franchise. On the contrary. I believe tllnt
they are qualified for it, and would use it to d advantage. 1 do not
believe, ns some bwllaw that to exercise the ?Ic": ehise: wonld pull them:
down into the dsray re of Urlmiltics. On the contrary, if we have divty
polities they would. clea e same and eleyate the stapda

This gentleman voted against the resolution, because of the
defeat of his proposed asmendment, submitting the question to
conventions instead of to legislutures. In that memorable de-
bate we observed that gentlewen depended upon the following
arguments to justify their opposition:

First. That suffrage was not a right, but a privilege.

Second. That there would be danger of negro domination in
the South.

Third. That women did not want it.

Fourth. That they coulil vote through their husbands
(8,000,000 have no husbamds).

Fifth. That it would pellute the womanhood of the country.

Sixth. That it would infringe on the: constitutional rights of
the State.

Seventh. That it could best be secured through State action.

Probably the most impertant reason of all against the reform
was not mentioned, namely. that women, if voting, would be
dangerously unfriendly to the liquor traffic. It may be that
friends of the saloon should vete against the resolution to-day.
unless their love of justice and fair play is greater than fheir
love of the institutionr ealled the saloon. On December 17, a
day which will always be memorable in. the history of legisla-
tion, we passed a resolution submitting the prohibition amend-
ment. If this equal suffrage resolution shonld pass and should
precede the other in adoption, undoubtedly the vote of the
women would assist in earrying the necessary number of States
for the prohibition amendment. If prohibition carries first. op-
position” to equal suffrage will evaporate, The striking sim-
ilarity between the list of negative votes on both. subjects is
evidence of this fear. I observe that only 21 gentlemen voted
for woman suffrage three years ago who voted against the pro-
hibition amendment on December 17 last, while 104 voted
agninst both amendments. This is signifieant, indeed. 1 note in
the Recorp an interesting incident in the House in the debate
on suffrage three years ago. The gentleman from Ohie: [Mr.
Gorpon] interrupting the gentleman from Michigan, said his
State had defeated woman suffrage by 182.000 majority.

The gentleman from Michigan replied that Michigan had also
defeated woman suffrage, but that the liguor interests had stolen
the election. There was such confusion and cheering in the gal-
leries that the Speaker had to make such vigorous efforts to
preserve order that the gentleman from Michizan thought he

“was being called off the floor. The Speaker explained, anil
threatened to clear the gnlleries. One of the gentlemen, Mr.
SasarH, voted for equal suffrage. though oppesing prohibition,
He believed it to be righteous that he should vote for suffrage,
and incidentally his State had gone for suffrage and the women
were voting out there; so, in fact, had practically all the States
from whence came those who acted so strangely as to vote for
suffrage while opposing prohibition. That was the reason given
the other day by the eloguent gentlemun from New York [Mr.
CHAnDLER]. So it happens that men’s opinions are: civilized
hy the practical eperations of egual suffrage wherever it is
adopted. Some say that pro-Germans and pacifists are back of
this movement. This movement was full fledged before anyone

heard the name pro-German or pacifist. The efficient work that
friends of equal suffrage are rendering in the death grapple
with autoeracy brands the assertion as vile and slanderous. It
should be noted that the soldiers at the front voted 2 to 1 for
suffrage.

Some say to-day that they are ashamed of the action of the
militants in picketing the White House and the Capitol. So
are we-all ; but we should be more ashamed of the unreasonable
stubbornness on the part of men who refuse them the justice
they lave so long and patiently asked. Every reform has the
overzealous, but it would be a narrow-gauged statesmanship
which would let such incidents decide the action to take.

By reviewing the arguments against this reform we find that
most all are sufliciently refuted by speakers on the same side.
Some charge that women are not intelligent enough. A gentle-
man on the same side of the question repudiated the statement.
Some say that the standard of womanhood would be lowered.
Others on the same side emphatically deny it. Some say it
would be an infringement upon State rights. Others on the same
side of the question nssert that this is only a convenient con-
tention. The opponents have disproved their own arguments
which are entitled to any weight. excepting perhaps the conten-
tion that the reform ean best be secured by State action. There
are serious obstacles in the way of State action. It might be
fur into the distant future before the constitution of some
States, with men only veting, could be changed in this regard.
In the meantime unjust diseriminations would prevail. Citizens
of the United States removing to and ewning property in sueh
State would suffer the injustice of taxation without repre-
sentation.

Equal suffrage has been tried in many of the States in the
Union and is adopted in most of the really civilized nations,
of the worlid. Wherever tried and adopted the effect is uni-
form!y wholesome. No nation has taken a step backward. No
State has ever abolished it. Every Ilepresentative here to-day,
from a State civilized and progressive enough to render justice
to one-half the citizenship will vote far this resolution.

Miss RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the gen-

| tleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyer].

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored in this Congresa,
to the best of my ability and judgment, to so speak and vete as
to give the greatest aid possible in upholding the henor and the
dignity of the United States. I have endeavored first to decile
whether or not the proposition presented was right and just,
and, second, whether it would aid in the successful carrying on
of the present war. In arriving at the decision as what best
to do I have been governed in a large measure by the recom-
mendations of the President, recognizing as I do that he is the
responsible head of the Government of the United States and
the Commander in Chief of the Army and of the Navy. So far
I have not taken any position during this Congress contrary to
his recommendations, [Applause.] I believe thoroughly and
earnestly it is right, just, and proper to give the vote to the
women of America. [Applause.] T believe, Mr. Speaker, that
it will aid in this great war to give this recognition at this time
to the American wemen. I believe it will help in every way in
showing to them that the burdens and great sacrifices they are
making, and which are equal to the men who are engnged in
this war, are appreciated fully by the Congress. The great State
of Missouri, whieh I have the honor, in part, to represent here,
has not yet given an opportunity to women to vote npon any
proposition, but I am in favor of giving it to them now.

1 did my best to bring this about in: the past and voted to
give that right to the women of Missouri whenever the oppor-
tunity presented itself. When the roll is ealled to-day in this
House that patriotic State will not only be for woman suffrage
by a big majority but every vote cast here by the membership
of this House, with the exception of one, will be in favor of
the enfranchisement of the women of America. [Applause.]
The great city of St. Louis, which I have the honor in part to
represent, through the Republican Party organization of that
city some weeks ago took action and unanimously indorsed
the Susan B. Anthony amendment. [Applavse.] The mayor of
our city, a Republican, serving now going on six years, has
officially time and again spoken.im favor of this amendment
and there is every evidence that the people in my city want to
give this right and this opportunity to women because it is
just. The women of Missouri ask this privilege and I. as one
of their representatives here, endeavoring to represent them
as well as the male sex, am ready to.give it to them and hope
the time may soon come when the necessary three-fourths of
the States will ratify this amendment, which we ought and I
believe will submit, so far as this House is concerned, to the
States to-day. And, Mr. Speaker; if there were more evidences
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needed of the desire of the people to have this done, if there
were more evidences that it is right and just, and if there
vere more evidences that it is a war measure in truth and in
act, I could state them here to-day. I need only call attention
to the lady from Montana sitting in this House and say to you
that this is one of the very best evidences that we should give
the right of suffrage to the women of America. [Applause.]
I would be glad to see more of them come if they came as
capable and well able to help the people as she. I am willing
to let down the bars of opportunity for the women of America
to do their part in government and in the management of this
great war., Franchise to them will help in State and municipal
government as well as from a national standpoinf. Mr.
Speaker, there should be no sectionalism in this question. The
women of America are patriotic and worthy in all sections, and
we should all vote for this resolution. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Committee on the Judiciary
when that committee had charge of the woman-suffrage resolu-
tion I voted to return favorably the Susan B. Anthony amend-
ment. I also filed minority views touching the resolution (H. J.
Res. 1), and which views are as follows:

The Federal amendment for woman suffrage should be passed by
the S!xt{;ﬁtth Congress for the following reasons :

3. It fundamentally just. The principle on which the American
Government was established—that governments derive their just
powers from the consent of the governed—demands it.

That woman Is industrially and legally an individual and not a

mere family facter in the social system is no longer a matter of argu-
ment, L ¢ demands that she be a political entity as well.
2. The justicc of the principle of woman suffrage has already been

admitted in 12 States, ago it was proved that a de-
moeracy can not exist half slave and half free economically. It is
clear it can not confinoe to do so politically. Recently Mr. Root has
sald *“ the world can not be half democratic and half auntocratic. It
must be all demoecratic or all Prussian. There can be no compromise.”
No more can one country be half democratic and half autocratic; part
of its States ruled by the voice of all the people, the rest ruled i)y an
autocracy of sex.

3. Woman suffrage is inevitable. It is plainly written in the signs
of the times, The only question is when and how.

Women and men througbout the United States—and the civilized
world generally, for that matter—have come to understand that real
democracy must reengntze the political freedom of women as well as
men. Opposition still blocking their enfranchisement comes mainly
from two classes of people: (1) Those whose private interests are best
served by the status quo, and (2} those whose minds are inherently
reactionary. It is folly to op‘fose onger a measure so imminent. New
York ought to point the trend of the times to even the blindest.

Moreover there is a peculiar fitness In Congress adjusting the griev-
ances of women, for Congress and the legislatures are the nearest ap-

roach to representation that voteless women have, since their Mem-

rs are apportioned among the several States on the basis of popula-
tion and not on the number of voters.

4. The time for national action has come.

Hducational propaganda as a means of extending the suffrage through
the States has done its work. The College Sufirage League, which has
been active for many years, held its last meeting In Washington on
December 15, 1917, * because its work is finished.”” It set out to con-
vert the women in the colleges te suffrage for women. It now finds
college women so generally suffragists that there is nothing for the
league to do. This fact is tremendously significant. What is true of
the colleges is true outside. It means that the chief business of suf-
frage organizations is no longer educational, that there is no longer
such need to convert large numbers of men and women to the faith. It
must therefore become political ; that is, to induce the few in power to
grant the demands of the many., Briefly,, woman suffrage is no longer
a subject for educational propaganda but for political pressure.

The passage of the Federal amendment would conserve the time and
energy and money, not to mentlon the good will, spent in State cam-
paignirg, and divert it to war service.

. Never was there a time so fitted to passing this measure as now.
Never was there a measure so suited to the times.

“ We are fighting for the thln? which we have always carried near-
est our hearts—for democracy, for the right of those who submit to
authority to have a volce in their own government,” said President
Wilson, defining our position in this world war. What better pledge
of the sincerity of the purpose of the Government than to give to the
women of the United States a volce in their Government—when they
with the men of their country are giving all they have to make this
princilile safe throughout the world.

To insure democracy at home in the one concrete case before the
country is to strengthen confidence in the Government’'s declaration of
the purpose of the war—democracy. It will dissipate the fears of
thousands of working men and women that the war to establish the
?r[nc!ple of democracy throughout the world does not always mean
p

Talf a centm'iy

ts application at home. It will make for devotion and singleness of
urpose the prosecution of the supreme task of the moment—the
world war.

The reaction of the passage of this bill on the minds of the people
will be salutary—the people who are far away from the operations of
cabinets, co ssioners, and generals, but who are close to the realities
of life, to the sufferings and sacrifices of the war, who get their opinions
through vague and contradictory news reports, may at times grow
suspicious and disheartened.

hey understand facts where they are confused by words and argu-
ment. Pass the Federal amendment enfranchislng the women and
there will be no confusion in the mind of anyone about the intention
of the Government. however slow it sometimes works out. Devotion
and singleness of purpose will be strengthened immeasurably through-
out the whole United States. The Federal amendment is a war meas-
ure of the most deflnite sort.

6. To limit the time allowed the several States for ratification of
the amendment is to trip up justice by technicalities.

“  When Congress has once rinciple involved in the ex-
tension of the franchise to women it will defeat its own ends if it
limits the legislatures in their procedure,

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield four min-
utes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN].

Mr, SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, a few weeks ago, at my home
in Texas, I was discussing the woman-suffrage movement and
this proposed amendment with an eminent lawyer, who told me
that he was a supporter of the movement, and that if the Legis-
lature of the State of Texas would submit an amendment to its
constitution to confer upon the women of that State the right
to vote he would support it; that he would go upon the stump
and advocate it before the people; but that if he were a Mem-
ber of the Congress of the United States and this amendment
came forward for consideration and came to a vote ho would
oppose it as one of the inexcusable invasions of the consti-
tutional, fundamental, necessary rights of the States, if they
are to exist.

It is entirely fif, Mr. Speaker, when the few remaining digni-
ties of the States are being destroyed, that it should be done
with shouts of laughter and cries of “ Vote! Vote!” Gag
rules are historically associated with assaults on the liberties
of free States, central or federated, big or little. That prac-
tically no time is allowed for the debate of a revolutionary
change in the Constitution is not surprising, for that also is
associated with an invasion of the rights of States.

It will be recorded when the history of Jeffersonian-Jack-
sonian demoeracy, so soon to die, comes to be written that the
first, although not the only, voice raised here to-day for the
preservation of the right of the States of the Federal Union to
control their own electorate was that of Mr. PargeEr of New
Jersey, a Republican, who is, however, so thoroughly grounded
in Americanism that he refuses to be stampeded by political
exigency to commit the crime,

Everybody knows, so far as the guestion of suffrage for
women is concerned, that there is no reason for this amend-
ment. The right for women to vote is being granted State by
State, and so rapidly that it seems probable that it will be
given them in the regular constitutional way much sooner than
was expected.

Mr. Speaker, I forbear to say that in my opinion it will bring
an era of emotional legislation when it does come.

Mr. Speaker, of Democrats who take national platforms as
their guide to political votes in this House I ask, Where is the
platform authority for a vote in support of this amendment?
It can not be found. In fact, every time a Democratic plat-
form has spoken on the question at all it has specifically and
plainly condemned any such violation of the existing constitu-
tional rights of the States as written in the charter of our
liberties.

Very few, if any, Members of this House were elected to pro-
pose or support an amendment of any sort to the Constitution.
We all took the oath to support the Constitution as it is, and
before doing so radical a thing as this the whole question
should be submitted to the people. Let it be referred to them.
Go to the people themselves for orders in so vital a matter as
this. I hope no man who calls himself a Democrat or Ameri-
can is afraid of such a referendum.

Mr. Speaker, in the New York World of this morning there
was an editorial which, in the main, discusses the amendment
to the Constitution recently agreed to in this House. It was
referring to the precipitate action of the State of Mississippi,
which, it said, it had the unquestioned right to take, but which
it may deeply regret hereafter. I ask attention to the conclud-
ing paragraphs of that editorial:

We make these comparisons as a basis for the statement that in the
matter of a constitutional amendment well calculated to destroy home
rule, the States acting as units, the one vote of Mississippl has the
same power as that of New York, with a population of 10, ,000 and a
male representation at the ballot box as great as the entire population
of the southern Commonwealth, which makes haste to inflict upon its
nelglfbcirsh ltm odious centralization of power wholly subversive of per-
sonal rights.

Mississippl, of course, has accepted for itself the policy of prohibition,
its right be unquestioned. In rushing with breakneck speed to fasten
the system undemocratically upon the country at large, it assumes a
leadership which we believe it will have reason to regret. If the other
States of the South would retain the political power they now ess,
they will not follow an example so inviting to reprisal at the North.

I ask the Democrats from the South who do not want to see
their representation in this body reduced to take that thought
home with them. At present it is a cloud no larger than a
man’s hand, but behind it a storm threatens, nnd when it breaks,
as very likely it will, the South will be the sufferer.

Mr. MEEKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield six minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD].

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, supporters of this proposed
constitutional amendment commit themselves for all time to a
nationalistic form of government as opposed to the dual form

of government as founded by the framers of the Constitution.

Nothng is more fundamental in our national polity than that
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suffrage is a matter for the States. That has been recognized
as recently as 1914, in a decision rendered by not only a
jurist but a statesman, the Chief Justice of the Supreme
Court of the United States, when in construing the suffrage
law of Oklahoma and passing upou the construction of the
fifteenth amendment, that relates to suffrage. in the case of
Guinn v. United States (238 U. S. Supreme Court Reports, p.
304). he used this language. I invite the special attention of
those Democriits who still believe in the State-rights theory of
government and of those few Republicans who believe in it—
and I class myself as one of those who believe in that principie
amdl who has, since T entered this Congress, tried to consistently
adhere to that policy. I believe it is the best policy for the
welfare of this country to recognize and follow the pelicy of
leaving te the States that which pertains to the internal affairs
of the States. He uses this language:

Beyvond doubt the amendment—

Referring to the fifteenth amendment—

does not tnke away from the State governments, in a general sense,
the power over su ge which hag belonged to those governments from
the heginninz., and without the mmﬁ:m of which power the whole
fabric upon which the division ef State and National authority under
the Constitution and organization of both governments rests would
be without suppert., and both the authority of the Nation and the State
would fall to the ground.

I follow that political statement of principle—not of policy—
but of the principle of government that was enuneciated from the
Supreme Bench of the United States. He believed it net as a
matter of expediency, bnt in harmony with our form of govern-
ment, that it was for the best interests of the States to eontrol
their suffrage affairs. I am unwilling for the West, for the
Northwest, or for any section of the country t5 foist their views
as to suffrnge upon an unwilling section, whether it be the
South, the East. or the Northeast.

In my own State, in a vote had in November, 1912, nearly
two-thirds of the electors of that State registered themselves as
in oppesition to suffrage. Only 14 of the 71 counties registered
themselves in favor of suffrage. and yet hecause in the lezisla-
ture two years afterwards, in their august judgment they saw
fit not to submit again the question of suffrage to the vuters of
my State, because they hald only so recently had an opportunity
to express their views, my distinguished colleazue, Mr. Lexroor,
say= that he opposed this proposition two years ago because the
sentiment was not ripe for suffrage amnd because it did not leave
it to the vote of the people, and he wishes to change his posi-
tion, because the legislature of the State followed the very
policr which he had enunciated as the reuson for opposing this
provision three years ago. [Applause.]

You gentlemen from Illinois who commit yourselves to-day in
favor of this nntional amendment would take away the right
from your legislature to limit the extent of the franchise as it
has done to the extent of presidential electors and Congressmen.
You from Maine who are going to vete in favor of suffrage to-(day
would take away from your people the right lo determine that
question for themselves, and by your vote would indicate that
you view their attitude at the polls in opposition to suffrage with
disapproval.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker. will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. No; I can not yield. You gentlemen from
Towa will register your disapproval of the vote of the people
recently on the prohibition question when they protested against
making permanent law by constitutional amendment what the
legislature had favored as against allowing the people of the
State nt any time to change its policy when once this amend-
ment is adopted.

We have given suffrage to a limited extent a trial in the
State of Wisconsin. The people of Wisconsin have the right in
their sovereign capacity to say how far that sulfrage shall be
exercised. You who favor this preposal want to put upon the
States for all time to come an amendment which will deprive
them of all opportunity of determiring hereafter what shall be
their policy, whether it would work out well or ill,

So far as suffrage is concerned. if suffrage is going to be
exercised at all, it should be exercised not by a small fraction
of a class but by all the class; and you shonld not force an
unwilling fraction of American voters to have to go to the polls
to counteract the action of anether fraction of woman voters.
and possibly a very small fraction, who wish to go to the polls
and register their votes. If you once pass this mensure and
force suffrage upon unwilling States, they are deprived of the
right of ever changing their form of government, so far as sof-
frage is concerned. 1 urge yon eéarnestly to adhere to the old
and fundamental principle of State rights, so far as the gov-
ernment of internal affairs is concerned. [Applause.]

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized
for three minutes.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the proposed amendment, if it passes
Congress and is thereafter ratified by three-fourths of the
States, will constitute the eighteenth amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States.

The fathers of the Constitution sodR after its adoption quickly
recognized that it ought to be amended in many particulars,
In less than 10 years after the organization of the Government
11 amendments were added to it. I imagine that the debates
for and against those amendments would reveal substantially
the sume argument made here to-day for and against the pro-
posed mendment,

I imagine that those amendments were not adopted by Con-
gress without o struggle, although they are known fo-lay as
our “bill of rights.” At the rinie of the organization of our
Govermment we did not have universal mauhood suffrage in the
thirteen original States. In many, if not all. of those States
property voted- instead of men. This condition eontinued for
more than a quarter of a century, but during the period of the
early development of our econstitutional form of guvernment
the common man, the poor man. the man without property,
said * I, too, desire the right to vote.” This argument and de-
termination on the part of all mankind to be free and to be
given the right to vote could net be held down or smothered
into silence. It burst forth about 1825, and thereafter the right
to vote, so far as manhood suffraze is concerned. was not denied
to men by the new incoming States of the Union, but all were
armed with the ballot without regard to property qualifications.

The right of women to vote is not a new question in our
couniry. Tt had its origin nearly three-quarters of a century
ago, but the last two decades has witnessed a determination
on the part of women to be free, to be armed with the ballot, to
have a voice in the maintenance of her country. and to in all
things be recognized as a eitizen should be recognized. One of
the beauties of our form of governmen: is the fact that we ean
amend the Constitution of the United States. It is not an iron-
clad, unamendable instrument, but an instrument that can be
amended by the people along lines set forth in the Constitution,
[Applause.] One of the beauties of our form of govermment is
that we are not governed to-day by a military autocracy such
as governs the German Empire with which we are now at war,
[Applause. ]

Many able Members have argued to-day that it is wrong to

force on a State a proposition which it does not like. This
argument deoes not appeal to me, It is unsound, illogical, and
can not be based upon constitutional foundations. Within the

last five or six years the Constitution has been amended in two
instances.

One of these amendments enabled Congress to enact an
income-tax law, and I imagine that some of the States of the
Union, particularly the great Stute of New York, which pays
from one-third 1o one-half of the income tax. was not over-
enthused for this amendinent. The fathers plainly provided in
the Constitution the way and manner in which Senators should
be elected, and yet the sentiment in the country became over-
whelming for an amendment to the Constitution so as to give
the people a direet vote for and against a candidate to the
United States Senate, and Congress finally yielded to this
nation-wide demand.

Will anyone rise in his seat and declare that our present
mode of electing Senators by popular vote has been a failure?
Some have argued that voting is a right. Others contend it is &
mere privilege. No one yet in this argument has undertaken to
draw a clear distinetion’ between a right and privilege, If vot-
ing Is a right, why deny it to women? If it be a privilege,
why give the privilege exclusively to men and deny it to
women? Why not treat them both allke? As both sexes are
amenable to the laws of the country, why not egually arm
them with the ballot? Why not put both wmen aml women on
the same footing and let both of them work out their common
idenls of government together. I eare not whether it be re-
garded as a right or a privilege, the results are what ‘we are
aiming at, and the result aimed at is universal man and woman-
hood suffrage.

No harm has ever befallen any government based upon uni-
versal suffrage of its people. We proudly boast that our Gov-
ernment rests upon the econsent of the governed, and the only
way those governed can wield their consent is by their ballot,
and while making this boast we are denyin<z suffrage to fully
one-half of our eitizens ; not only denying them the right to suf-
frage but making them amenable to the laws of both State and
Nation upon the same ground, upon the same terms, and with
the same penalties as men. To hold an individual responsible
to a law that he or she had no voice in making amounts to
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a complete denial of justice, and to hold women responsible to
law without a veice in its enactment is equivalent to denying
them a voice in the affairs of their country.

No harm ever befell our Government as a result of universal
manheod suffrage. Women are as patriotic as men. Women
are just as capable and intelligent as men, and armed with the
ballot there is no more @anger of them betraying the ideals
of our Nation than there is in men.

Soine vainly attempted to bolster up a false argument against
woman suffrage by saying that this was an inopportune time
to grant them this privilege, because of the world-wide war in
whieh our Nation finds itself. * Sufficient unto the day is the
evil thereof.” This is the propitious time, the golden time, the
time of all times to arm women with the ballot. War falls
heaviest on women, the wives and mothers who must bear the
solemn responsibility of loss of boys and husbands, and why
should they not be given a voice when the smoke of battle has
cleared away and the many world-wide and far-reaching social
questions that will forge themselves to the front then affecting
their husbands and their sons as well as themselves? Women
are as patriotic as men; yea, in the main more so. Examine the
court records since we have declared war against Germany.
How many convictions of women do you find for violation of
any statute for treason or uttering seditious statements? My
memory only recalls one, Emma Goldman, an anarchist of inter-
national fame. I do not recall the conviction of a single pa-
triotic American woman since we declared war against Ger-
many, not one, while the court records disclose the convictions
of hundreds if not thousands of men for violation of some penal
code designed to protect our country in time of war.

You will find no slackers among the patriotic women. The
glackers are the men and not the women. In every village,
town, city, and community you find patriotic women in Red
Cross sewing rooms exerting their very utmost to help win the
war, while you find millions of wise men sitting around in
stores, hotels, barrooms, and barber shops telling how the war
could be won and criticizing the way and manner it is being
conducted. Women are criticizing by acts of kindness and
deeds of merey, through actual hard work in the Red Cross.
Men are wisely and gravely criticizing by word of mouth and
doing nothing.

When the final chapter of this war is written the angel of
mercy through the Red Cross will stand well to the forefront
of having done her duty.

She has never been denied the right to vote cn the ground of
her inability to make out an intelligent ballot. She has been
denied upon the ground of her sex. Woman has had to fight
her way upward from the first rung of the ladder to whatever
position she occupies to-day. Nothing has been given or granted
to her by man except she won it in the open field of competi-
tion. And to-day she is competing with man anywhere and
everywhere where brain power counts. Our colleges and our
universities are filled with brainy women lecturing on subjects
side by side with man, but she is denied a right which he en-
joy=—the right to cast a sovereign ballot.

In my State the vilest man that walks the highways, fresh
from the jails and penitentiaries, with a pistol in one pocket
and a pint of whisky in the other, if not disqualified by the
court, can on election day go to the booth, deposit his ballot,
which in the last analysis has the same weight in the final
count as the President of the United States or the Chief Justice
of the Supreme Court, and yet a woman like Ella Wheeler Wil-
cox, whose poetry and song has brightened every home in ecivili-
zation, is denied the right to vote solely because she wears a
dress. An absolute mockery upon our‘institutions, a complete
denial of justice to the noble, patriotic women of our Nation.

The immortal Lincoln, as such I name him, because he be-
longs to the immortals, once said, “All I am, all I ever expect to
be, I owe to my mother.” The matchless Garfield, the beloved
MeKinley, our three martyred Presidents, all stricken in a mo-
ment, in the twinkling of an eye, without a moment’s warning,
in the heyday of their lives, by an assassin armed with the
ballot, and yet the mothers of these great men, who gave them
birth, taught them high ideals of life, and made them mountain
peaks among the men of the earth, were denied the right to
vote. The fight is on. It will never down until the victory is
won. .The women are eternally right in their request and in
their demand, and right was never known to recede. Crushed
to earth to-day, it will rise sevenfold stronger to-morrow.
Defeat their proposition to-day, and it will rise stronger to-
morrow. Its strength lies in its absolute equality of justice
and right. I hope the amendment will carry overwhelmingly
in the House and in the Senate, and then I trust that the
patriotic people of the 48 States will quickly and promptly

ratify it, so as to give the women the right to universal suffrage.
[Applause.] .

Mr. RAKER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from
Tllinois [Mr. GALLAGHER].

Mr, GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, it must seem strange to
many who know what is going on in the world, * the New World
in which we now live,"” to note the opposition that is so apparent
here and in certain other sections against giving women the
right to vote. If the suffrage question were as prominent in
those sections alluded to as prohibition, many Members of this
House would assume a very different attitude here to-day.

What the women are demanding of this body is simple justice.
All this talk about defeating woman suffrage is nonsense. This
House can not defeat it. Suffrage is here now and here to stay,
and, borrowing an expression of the President from his message
on Tuesday last, “ This happy fact is now clear to the view of
every public man whose thoughts do not linger in an age that is
dead and gone."”

As I have said, woman suffrage is here now, and is here to
stay, and what we should concern ourselves about from now
on is how we can best get along with it. It has already elected
one President, because in California the women vote—* Oh, you
California "—and, take it from me, the women will elect more
Presidents hereafter, and possibly defeat some of the very wise
politicinns in the near future who are opposed to this resolution.

Woman now governs one of the greatest institutions in the
land—the home—where her help and advice bring happiness
and contentment. It seems strange and unfair that she should
be deprived longer of a voice in our Government. Women are
already helping to bear war's heavy burdens and the country
depends on them as well as on men. They are willingly giving
their loved ones to aid us to preserve liberty and civilization,
and this great Republic can not longer deny them the right of
suffrage. Fair play, decency, and justice demand for women
equal rights. 1 shall vote for the joint resolution. [Applause.]

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of Miss Raxxix I
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. L1TTLE].

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be some exception
taken to this legislation proposed, because of the manner of its
proposal. The women, in seeking for suffrage, have adopted
the policy universally employed by those who advocated amend-
ments heretofore; and yet their opponents come here and say
to these women, “ You are taking an unfair advantage of us.
You should go at it in some other way, the constitutional method
is disadvantageous to us.” Gentlemen of the House, I take it
that when we address women seeking the right to vote, it is
a mighty poor time for a man to plead the baby act. Let them
have the same chance men have had, If, as the gentleman from
Florida suggests, there is a better way to test public opinion, why
do they not invoke it?

When woman first appeared on the pages of profane history,
man dragged her in by the hair, and for centuries she was noth-
ing but a slave. Then man reached the conclusion that she was
an angel, and every novel in our youih told us of some young
fellow who told his girl that she should never soil her lily-white
hands with work; but the last chapter, as a rule, showed her
taking in washing to support an orphan asylum for a drunkard’s
home, the children of a man sleeping somewhere in a drunkard’s
grave, It seems to me, gentlemen, that it is time for us to
learn that woman is neither a slave nor an angel, but a human
being, entitled to be treated with ordinary, common sense in the
adjustment of human affairs, and that is why she is asking for
the ballot.

In the good old days when there was n home for every woman
a woman's place was at home; but the complieations of modern
society which have arisen because of the many developments
of manufacturing, social, mercantile, and agrieultural life have
forced women out of the homes and into an absolutely essential
struggle for existence. Society is much more than sex relation.
There are more women working in the House Office Building
than there are men. There are more women toiling in the shops
and stores of this city than men. The factories are thronged
with troops of those whose place is at home. Gentlemen reason
in the terms and under the imaginary conditions that obtained
in England a thousand years ago—all gone, like a dream, never
to return. Every man of us all regrets the day when all this
terrific demand upon human effort became necessary to the
existence of the human race, but you ecan not force women into
this struggle with their hands tied. She is a human being
caught in the swelling tide of life and struggling for a foot-
hold, You must treat her as such. You must give them the
same power and the same opportunity that you give to men
when you compel them to battle for existence on the same plane
with men,
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They have done mest of the work, furnished most of the loy-
alty, devotion, and unselfishness and half the brains of the
human race for 6,000 years., When they wish to be heard in
the councils of society, you say to them, “Ah, you can not fight.”
This is unworthy of any man that can fight. They supply dif-
ferent elements to the constituency of society. The child bearer
has as many rights as the soldier. They are equally important,
and if our race has improved after all the struggles and battles
of the ages the time has come for this great Itepublic to declare
that fact. That will give us a mightier Nation, a more re-
splendent civilization, more ideal homes, and men and women
who shall go forward—

To that richer life, where beanty
Walks hand in hand with daty.

John James Ingalls, for years the foremost man in the Senate
of the United States, was a vigorous opponent of woman suf-
frage. He was accustomed to say, “In the last analysis gov-
ernment is force.” During the recent hearings before the
Woman Suffrage Committee of this House another famous
Senator, Joseph W. Bailey, advanced the same theory, charging
that woman should not vote because she could not do military
service. There has been much persiflage and camouflage and
rhetoric and prejudice sounded out as against woman suffrage,
but the only argument advanced is that woman should not vote
because she can not fight. The trouble with it is that -it is
simply a recurrence to prehistorie and antediluvian conditions
under which our race fought its way out of the woods and into
society. '

Zobier Pasha, still living, I think, in the Sudan, was the
greatest slave king Africa ever saw. From a black adventurer
in the African forest he rose to be the chieftain of an empire
that extended for a thousand miles in every direction. He gave
to me the key to his success when he stated he began his career
after the first step by buying slaves for soldiers, not for serv-
ants. With evident appreciation of the importance of his idea
he said to me in his native Arable, “ I discovered that the man
who can carry a spear is the master of him that must earry a
burden.” He spoke for Rameses and David, for Genghis Khan
and Tamerlane, for Frederick the Great and Bonaparte, for
Achilles and Romulus and all their mighty predecessors who
led mankind to fight its way from chaos and its dangers to
civilization and its opportunities. He divulged the theory that
was the secret of primeval leadership.

But the debaters have forgotten that force is only useful when
directed by intelligence, the master. They have confused the
means and the end. The voice is the voice of a Senator and a
statesman, but the hand is the hand of a Cssar and a con-
queror. If brute strength is the dominating authority of gov-
ernment and civilization, then Moses and Manu, Confucius and
Buddha, Socrates and Jesus have lived and died in vain, For
generations our mothers were merchandise and beasts of bur-
den, but now the highest watermark for the tide of civilization
is one where her loftiest privileges are registered. I challenge
the authority of force and appeal to you for the rule of reason.
The test of capacity to administer government is not the amount
of brute strength which might be furnished by an animal. The
only proper method of deciding upon the value of citizenship is
the possession of brains. When reason and force work to-
gether on equal terms we will have a Christian civilization.

They say a woman can not fight. Why should she? Every
boy that marches to battle is hers. The loftiest, most useful,
most essential duty of citizenship is not that of the soldier, but
it is that of the child bearer. She ean not fight? YWhy should
she? The mother furnishes every recruit, inspires every hero.
Every man on this floor came into the world at the peril of his
mother's life. * Greater love hath no man than this, that he lay
down his life for his friend.” Every time a soldier is born a
mother goes down into the valley of the shadow of death. Shall
she have no voice in the disposition of those for whom she risked
her life? What man is there here that claims he has a better
right to be heard than the mother who bore him? * Is thy serv-
ant a dog, that he shall do this thing?” -

The New York soldiers voted to give their mothers the ballot.
Who are we in Congress that shall deny our mothers and theirs
that privilege? Arms and armaments are society’s chiefest
menace. When both sexes are heard public opinion will reflect
both the strength and the sweetness of humankind. That
society is the most powerful, that government is founded upon
the most solld basis which employs in its legislation and admin-
istration the most intelligence, and that means every intelligent
mind of mature age within its borders. [Applause.]

Mr. MONDELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. AvsTIN].

LVI—¥51

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I avall myself of the limited time
at my disposal to pay a simple, sincere, and deserved fribute to
the fair Member of this House [Miss Rangin] who so well and
faithfully represents the State of Montana, and who is in fact
the real leader and invincible champion of the just cause of our
noble women in the American Congress, In all fairness, she
well deserves the chief credit for the victory which I hope will
be achieved here to-day for human rights, for equal justice, for
the blessings of liberty, for the freedom and enfranchisement of
one-half of 100,000,000 Americans. The highest, best, and
strongest evidence that woman suffrage s a success has been
established in this House by the enviable record made by our
collengue from Montana, who has won the respect, confidence,
and admiration of the Members and officials of this House, from
our honored and impartial Speaker down. During my service
in this House, covering a period of nine years, the greatest
ovation given a Member on opening a debate was accorded to
the Member from Montana this morning. It was not so much
an indorsement of the subject she championed, as it was a just
tribute to an able, popular, and successful woman, who has
made good as an honored Member of the American Congress.
Well may Montana, the women of this Nation, the Congress,
and the American people, regardless of politics, be proud of
Representative JEANNETTE RaNKIN. [Applause.]

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman from Virginia use some of
his time now?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I will use some of
my time. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr, STEVENSON].

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, like the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Kearns], the Members from South Carolina are re-
quired to take an oath to stand on the platform of the party,
State and National; and when the platform of my party in
South Carolina was being formed the president of the Woman's
Suffrage Association of South Carolina made her speech, in
which she said, “I desire that you instruet your delegation to
the national convention to vote for a suffrage plank in the
national platform, but against a Federal amendment.” That
was the request made of our convention by the suffrage asso-
ciation of South Carolina. The convention saw fit not to go
that far, and declined even to instruct its delegation to vote for
a suffrage plank, and, in fact, voted against allowing it to
have anything to do with the suffrage business in the national
convention, but instructed the legislature that the matter be
submitted to the people by proper act or resolution at the next
general election. That legislature is now in session, and we are
entitled to assume that it will follow the instructions given.
So far as I am concerned, I helped to make that action. I am
in favor of the State of South Carolina giving suffrage to
women. But we consider that the platform and pledge is some-
thing more than a scrap of paper, and I remind you to-day that
we are at war because this Nation has raised the banner that
a contract and pledge between nations is something that must
be respected and can not be discarded as a scrap of paper. If
that is so, why should we as a party repudiate our platform and
our instructions from the people of our State?

Something has been said about the control of this House
passing from the Democratic Party and the South. We are a
good deal more concerned in the South in controlling and arrang-
ing our own affairs than we are in controlling the chairman-
ships and Speakership of this House and the small amount of
patronage of the gang of politicians that are coming to Congress -
merely for the loaves and fishes. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield four min-
utes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN].

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, the national Democratic plat-
form adopted at the St. Louis convention June, 1916, says upon
the subject of woman suffrage:

We recommend the extension of the franchise to the women ¢f the
country by the States upon the same terms as to men.

Mr. Speaker, the merits of the question of woman suffrage
are not here up for consideration. The method of obtaining
votes for women is the only question that we are to consider
here to-day. I say frankly that when the women of my State
want the ballot I am willing for them to have it, and when they
do want it they will get it; but the women of my State Go not
want this Federal suffrage amendment forced upon our State.
The women of my State are convinced that it is wisest and best
for the State of Alabama to retain its right and power to lLandle
the suffrage question. X

I want to remind some gentlemen on that side—and I do not
know from the way some of you talk whether the white people
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of the South have your sympathy or not—but I want to remind
you gentlemen  in the North that we have a problem in the
South that you do not have, and we feel that we know best how
to handle that problem. The civilization of the white race in
the South is involved in this matter of the ballot. We are
working out this guestion of suffrage wisely and to the best
interests of both races, and we ask you, our white brethren and
sisters of the other sections of the country, to let us continue to
work out this question as the builders of the Republic intended
it should be worked out. The States now have that right, and
no State ought to surrender it or have it taken from it. There
is no mecessity or justice to warrant such action by Congress.
All the States in this Union that have given suffrage to their
women gave it to them through the power now belonging to the
States. But gentlemen now, strange to say, want to take this
power away from the States and surrender it to the Federal
Government. Why, gentlemen, God Almighty will not do for
an individoal what the individual can do for himself, and surely
a sovereign State ought not to call upon the Federal Govern-
ment to do that which the State ean do for itself,

AMr. Speaker, the State can now, and some States have already,

granted votes to women. Suffrage is growing all over the coun-
try. Let it continue in the old safe and sensible course, but do
not, gentlemen, I beg you, strip the States of this vital power
and thus contribute to the centralization of power which injures
the State and endangers the life of the Nation. Leave to each
sovereign State the right to work out this guestion as it deems
wisest and best. You are not hurt by leaving this question for
settlement by each State in its sovereign -capacity, and it is
infinitely better for us in the South to leave this power with
the State. Have you no consideration or sympathy for the
people of the South? We have grave guestions that you do not
have. Itewas this power of the State that gave us relief from
carpetbagger and negro rule in reconstruction days, and gentle-
men of the House I am ready to stand or fall in the attempt to
preserve this power to my State. [Applause.]

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tlemen from Missouri [Mr. Decker]. .

Mr. DECKER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I,
too, like the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HerFrLix], who has
just spoken, am a Democrat. And I am as proud of my democ-
racy as heis of his. I am that kind of a Democrat that believes
in State rvights, that believes in the right of the State to exer-
cise every right which by the Constitution has not been conferred
upon the Federal Government. And ene of the most important
of State rights is that fundamental right of the three-quarters
of the States of the Ameriean Union to amend that Constitution.
[Applause.]

They talk of Thomas Jefferson, of Virginia, and of Mr. Madi-
son and George Washington and 'those great statesmen from the
South to whom we owe so much in ‘this great land. Think you,
my friends, that any of these men would ever have permitted
the imperial Stute of Virginia to join in a union in which there
could be no amendment to the fundamental constitution of that
union? Mr. Jefferson had his views on suffrage and so did Mr.
Madison and Mr. Washington, but they never stated in any place
I have read that their opinions would not change in n hundred
years if they were to live so long. In the great State of Vir-
ginia at the time these statesmen made the Constitution they had
a qualifieation for property suffrage. Do you think if Thomas
Jefferson were living to-day he would stand for that kind of a
doctrine? In these good old days the women did not go to school
like the boys; that is, they did not study mathematics; they
did not iearn how to weigh the stars or analyze the sun. They
studied music and penmanship and dancing and the ecultural
things of life, but since those old days we have thrown wide
the gates of higher education, and the women have entered in.
This is not only a question, my friend from the South, of the
right of women to vote. 1t is a greater question. It is the
denial by a solemn resolution here of the right of men like
you and me to limit the sphere of any woman or human being
that God has made. [Applause.] Who are you and whe am
I—yes, who was Thomas Jeflerson, that he should say what was
the proper sphere of the mother who gave me life?

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr, Herrin] is always chival-
ric. No man can vie with him in his tribute to woman. He
reminds me somewhat, however, of the man at the banquet in
New York City. He and his friends had prospered during the
year, and they indulged in a banquet, where they ate and drank
until the small hours of the morning. Before the affuir was
closed one of the gentlemen rose and said:

Mr, Teastmaster, '‘ns we sat here around this table spread with the

good things of life, all we could eat and all we could drink, my heart
went out to the poor people of New York City, the women who have

not enough clothing, the children who have mot shoes to wear nor
books with which to go to school, and I move you, Mr. Toastmaster,
that we now rise and give three cheers for the poor.

[Prolonged laughter.]

My first recollection 'of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Heruix]—and he is my personal friend. as you all know—was
his resolution for the observance of mother’s day in this coun-
try—a mother’s day—and he Hays the women tribute.

He tells us how wise they Are, how they can help in time of
war. The gentleman ought not to forget, however, what they
are worth in time of peace. The gentleman is willing to pay
them all of these tributes and all of these compliments, but,
unfortunately, he is like the man at the banquet in New York.
When it comes to giving them a vital thing—the ballot—he is
willing to stand up and give three cheers for the women of the
country. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Missouri has expired.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman one minute
more.

Mr, DECKER. Mr. Speaker, I stand for something higher.
My lot in life may not have been cast along the pleasant lines
of that of the gentleman from Alabama. I loved my mother as
much as he loved his, but I have not forgotten the pioneer
days—how my mother, with my dear. father, who has passed
away, crossed the prairie, as “ of old our fathers crossed the sea,
to make the West, as they the East, the homestead of the free.”
It was my mother who heard the coyotes howl upon the plains;
it was my mother who, when the hot winds blew and the grass-
hoppers came, said, “ No, Jim, we will not go back to Ohio; we
will stick it out.” My mother always did her part not only
in time of war but also in time of peace. Some gentlemen seem
to think that women's sacrifice in time of war is the great reason
women should have the right to vote. In time of war I dare
to stand in the Halls of Congress and give you a higher reason
why women should have a right to vote. It Is this. Women
suffer the agonies of hell in time of war, and I demand that
women shall have an equal right with men to say when war
shall come. [Applause.]

Miss RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess].

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, not many hours ago I left an inter-
esting group of Members who had been discussing this resolu-
tion, and reaching my room, unable to dismiss all I had heard,
decided to ask time enough to pay this brief tribute to that
portion of our population who are not yet included in the
American electorate :

It was she who entered the valley and passed under the
shadows to give motherhood to humanity. It was she who,
through the lonely night and anxious day. waited and watched
the ebb and flow of hope and despair as the childhood of the
world was guardéd and guided by her hand. It was she who
taught us to take our first step, to answer to our many childish
wants, to lisp our simple prayers. It was she who supplied us
the things that would help and withheld from us the things
that would hurt. It was she who commended our virtues and
condemned our vices. It was her heart that warmly loved, and
her hand that gently chided the wayward child throughout the
years of tender teens. It was her mother love that was trans-
fused into a nobility of character that proved a safe anchorage
in the hour of temptation. It was her steadying hand that led
the youth step by step through the unsettled and unsettling
period of adolescence, when, if ever, wise council should prevail.
It was the memory of her pleading which won the pledge of
devotion that stayed the impulse of passion and appetite when
absent from home and homelike environment. It was her voice
of admeonition to which response was open when the call of
country was first heard; her heroic sacrifice which buoyed up
hope when the command to advance was given; her tender
touch which smoothed the fevered brow when the agonies of
war filled the earth with the dying and the dead; and her
mother heart which suffered greatest agony when war’s ravages
submerged humanity in its own blood. It was she who clung
to the faith that wars will cease, and a better way in the Provi-
dence of God must be found.

To her we owe the uplifting and refining influences of our
race. To her we are in debt for a higher standard of life, both
individual and social, as well as political. To her our churches
point to a deeper faith in things spiritual. To her our schools
go for the keenest devotion to the training of childhood, for a
stronger manhood, and a sweeter womanhood. To her our insti-
tutions must look for a firmer grip upon the humanities. On
her we must depend for a better state in our political life.

As wife and mother she will always be the queen of the home,
‘As a power of personality she will ever be the guiding influence
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in our schools. As a spiritual force she will continue to be the
chief reliance of the church. As a member of society she will
bhecome more and more the determining factor in the better-
ments of social and industrial conditions. As a citizen she will
exert an abiding and a salutary influence upon the politieal life
of a people.

Her nature readily responds to the humanitarian calls of the
times. What the masculine character refuses to heed, she, more
sensitive to duty, will answer with less hesitancy and without
becoming any less a woman. No man, no woman, ever lowered
a standard by performing a duty.

Woman, God’s noblest creation, man's better counterpart,
humanity's perennial hope, the world's object most to be admired
and loved! The past has not been kind to her. Much of the
world’s woe is recorded in her prayers and her tears; much of
humanity’s burdens has been borne on her frail shoulders; much
of history's tragedies, which we all would fain forget, is writ-
ten in the agonies of womankind throughout the world.

But a better day has dawned. She who was first to reach
and last to leave the sepulcher of Him who brought a new life
has generations ago come into a new inheritance step by step
until to-day she marches by the side of her brother almost his
equal in the rivalry of life. America, the first great Republic,
the most powerful representative democracy of all history, is
now about to decide whether by our organic law, the Constitu-
tion, we shall remove the last barrier which denies her equality
with her brother. From whatever angle the issue may be viewed.
my duty, as I see it, is clear. 1 will not assume a superior intel-
ligence over her who has in a thousand ways proved her equal
with her brother. I will not, simply because I have the power,
withhold from her a right which she ean claim with equal force
that I may monopolize it. I will not deny her a privilege which
1 demand for myself. I will not refuse her entrance to a field
of duty in which her abilities peculiarly qualify her to exert an
ever-widening influence against prevalent evils and on behalf of
the zood of humanity. I shall, so far as in me lies, remove every
barrier against her right and privilege, and shall open wide the
door of opportunity to her performance of public duty by placing
in her hands America's most effective weapon, the ballot,
democracy’s instrument of command. [Applanse.]

Mr, MEEKER. Mr, Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Ramseyx].

Mr. RAMSEY. Mr, Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
without in any way giving expression to. whether I favor or do
not favor the right of women to vote, I desire at this time to

give my reasons briefly why I shall vote against this proposed

constitutional amendment. The reasons are, first, because each
State has, under the Constitution, the right to regulate the
qualifications of its electors, and 1 do not believe that a matter
of this character should be disturbed by a constitutional pro-

" vision. Many States have justly exercised the right accorded

them by the Federal Constitution and have given to women the
right to vote, against which I have no objection. Second, the
State which I have the honor, as a Member in Congress, to
represent, in 1915, by a legislative enactment, permitted the
people of that State to vote upon this question.’ There was no
organized opposition to it, but it was defeated by more than
51,000 majority. Third, I believe this to be a very inopportune
time to present this matter before the people. We are engaged
in n great war and I do not think the great political agitation
which would necesgarily result from the adoption of this resolu-
tion should be ecarried on throughout the various States at this
time. Fourth, of all the letters and requests and demands
macde by the people of our State, at least by 20 to 1 the repre-
sentative women of the State of New Jersey are opposed to this
proposed constitutional amendment. Among the letters from
people who are opposed to it are one from Mrs. Preston, who was
formerly the wife of ex-President Cleveland, and Mrs. Gar-
rett A. Hobart, widow of former Vice President Hobart.

With the permission of the House I shall insert the following
letter from J. Gresham Machin, a professor in Princeton Semi-
nary, who writes to ‘me as follows, and whose thoughts and
expressions have my approval:

PRIXCETON BEMINARY,
Princeton, N. J., January 8, 1918,
Hon. Jouaxy R. RAMSEY,

House of Representatives, Washington, D. €.

Dean 8ir: In urglng you to vote against the Susan B, Anthony
amendment I am not animated chiefly by a spirit of opposition to
woman suffrage in general, though personally I am not yet convinced
that It Is just or wise. Even if 1 were an ardent advocate of woman
suffrage I should still be strongly opposed to the present amendment,
which seems to me to run directly contrary to the manner in which
important constitutional changes ought to be made. The step once
taken can scarcely be reversed. Is a time like this the time to give
careful consideration to such firrevocable and far-reaching changes?
If the suffrage leaders had the sllfhtest inkling of what true patrlotism
means, they would cease all divisive agitation until the present war is
over,

Furtnermore, I can not for the life of me see why the suffrage issue
should not be left to the Individual States. The chief argument for
Federal action in many concerns of government as against State action
is that often Federal actlon alone is effective. Such an ment might
plausibly be urged, for example, in the case of the prohibition amend-
ment. ut it does not apply at all to the suffrage issue. Every State
ean choose the kind of suffrage it desires and make its choice effective,
?]\llite independent of the choice of any other State. And conditions in

e varlous States differ so widely that the forcing of suffrage upon the
women of some States may be an offensive plece of tyranny.

Do the people of New Jersey want woman suffrage? The vote of
1915 was a sufficient answer, o the voters of the United Btates want
woman suffrage? No one can doubt for a moment that a referendum
on the subject In the whole country would give an overwhelming
majority for the negative. Do the women of the country want woman
suftrage? There is no clear evidence of it as yet, and if the present
amendment is passed there never will be evidence. ,

In short, the present amendment represents an attempt to avold a

opular vote (which could be overwhelmingly negative) on an exceed-
ngly momentons question. The snn’ra[i'e' leaders are absolutely un-
scrupulous in their choice of means. All fairness, all true democracy,
all united effort in the present war are abandoned ruthlessly in the
interest of an ill-timed and unintelligent feminism. Do such leaders
really represent the women of this country? For my part I do not

believe it for a moment,
Sincerely, yours, J. GrEsHAM MACHIN.

Mr. MEEKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MANSFIELD].

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, the proposition before the
House is not one for amending an existing article in the Con-
stitution of the United States but to add an entirely new article
upon a subject that, to my mind. is entirely unnecessary. Un-
der the Constitution of the United States no amendment is
necessary to grant the right of suffrage to women. They have
that right under the existing Constitution, the same as the men
have that right. Then the only purpose of this amendment, the
only purpose it ean possibly serve, will be to compel or coerce
some State to do that which it does not want to do. Now,
there has been a time in this country when that word “ coercion ™
did not sound very sweetly upon the ears of a large number of
our people and, to my mind, the word is just as obnoxious to-
day as it ever was to anyone. I do not believe that any State
should be coerced or compelled to do that which its people do
not want upon a question pertaining exclusively to its own af-
fairs. Of course, I can not speak for all of the States, but in
my State, by the way, one of the largest States of the Union,
the women had the right to vote there for many years and
never exercised it. Not until the adoption of what is known
as the “ Terrell election law! were the women of Texas ex-
cluded from the right, and yet not a woman of that State ever
went to the ballot box to cast her vote. Why should Texas be
compelled to force this question of suffrage upon them when
perhaps a very large majority of the women of that State do
not want to exercise it?

But we hear it urged as a war measure. Some gentlemen
have referred to the action taken by some of the countries of
Europe engaged in the war, claiming that those countries have
granted the right of suffrage as a war measure, yet they do not
tell us that under the laws of those countries they have no gen-
eral elections until after the war closes. Now, we have no such
provision as that in our law. Our elections will go on whether
the war does or not. My judgment is that this amendment can
not serve any purpose to assist this country in winning the
war. In all probability the war will have been brought fo a
successful termination long before the amendment could pos-
sibly be acted upon by the several States.

Mr. Speaker, the claim that is being made for this as a meas-
ure for winning the war is far-fetched, indeed; but I desire to
add that the patriotic women of this country are already doing
a great and noble work, indeed, to help us win this terrible war,
and if we now force this question of suffrage upon them in all
the States it will be to detract from instead of adding to their
efficiency in this respect. The great work they are now doing
for the Red Cross and various other channels is worth a thou-
sand times more from a war standpoint than the political agita-
tion that will follow the adoption of this resolution. Political
agitation by either men or women at this time can not be made
to serve a good purpose from a war standpoint. What we most
need is a country united in our purpose, and to give its entire
time and attention to those matters that are necessary in plac-
ing and equipping an efficient army in the field, and to furnish
the necessary supplies and munitions for ourselves and our
allies. et} 1

But the claim has been made that the women elected the
President, and because the President received the electoral votes
of a number of the States where the women exercised the fran-
chise the proposition is that all the States shall now be com-
pelled by Federal command to grant the right or privilege of
voting to the women of all the States. Whether this claim that
the women elected the President be true or not, I can not say,
nor can anyone else speak with authority upon that question. The
ballots, I presune, were cast and connted secretly, as the law
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provides, and that no election officer had authority to violate
the secrets of the ballot box. We do know, however, that in the
State of Illinois, the only State in which a ballot was taken by
men and swwomen voters separately, and in which State perhaps
as many women voted as in all the other suffrage States com-
bined, that State cast an unusually large majority for Mr.
Hughes, the Republican candidate. ‘The election records there
also shoav that the ballots of the women voters were cast against
the President in about the same propartlon as were the ballots
of the men voters.

Turthermore, it Is a well-known fact that a large majority
of the leading femnle politicians of the suffrage States were
open and avowed supporters of Mr. Hughes, the candidate of
the Republican Party, he being the only candidate at that time
to express himself in faveor of the amendment which we now
have under consideration. I, myself, have talked with a number
of intelligent svomen who toek part in that campaign in those
States, who have invariably told me that they took an active
part in opposition to the reelection of the President on account
of his failure to openly espouse their cause. If the women voters
of those States were guided by their eloguent advocates in cast-
ing their ballots, it is very evident to my mind that the reelec-
tion of the President is due more to the men than to the women
voters of the Northwest. TFurthermore, Mr. Speaker, it has
been announced in this debate by some of the leaders on the
Republican side that the representatives of that great party
in this House are standing almost a unif for the adoption of
this measure, and that the next national platform of the Repub-
lican Party will declare in favor of woman suffrage by Federal
amendment. If it is true that the women were the cause of the
defent of Mr. Hughes in the late campaign, the fact that the
leaders of that party are now so anxious to reward them for the
accomplishment of that end is the best evidence of the fact
that their candidate was in no sense of the word the popular
idol of that party.

Mr. Speaker, we hear a great deal upon the question of
State rights, and many refer to that phase of the question
in an ironical manner. Much literature and propaganda has

been sent out in which that question has been referred to as of |
trivial conseguence, and those adhering to it are referred to as
having lived in a past age and not up with the progress of |
events. It is true, Mr. Speaker, that some people do not lay as |

much stress npon this guestion of State rights as others do.

I, for one, have a great reverence and admiration for the |
highest principle upon which this Republic was founded. Mr. |

Jefferson, the author of the Declaration of Independence and
founder of the Democratic Party, the man to whom, above all
others, we are most indebted for the admirable system of gov-
ernment and laws that have been handed down to us. was the
former advocate of this gquestion of State rights. The whole
theory of our Government rested upon it as the very name of
this country, the “ United States,” will verify. This is also
accentuated by the manner in which that document is to be
amended, all amendments being reguired te be submitted to
the several States for ratification instead of to the country at
large. There is nothing clearer to my mind than that this
manner provided for amending the Constitution was the highest
recognition of the States in their joint and several eapacities.

I will quote a few sentences from Mr. Jefferson, which I will
ask my collengues upon the Democratic side to consider. In a
letter to Mr. Madison in 1786 he wrote as follows:

The politics of Europe render it indispensably necessary that, with

respect to everything external, we be one nation only, firmly hooped
R)sgnitfher. Internal xnvcmmer;t is what each Btate should keep to
elf,

In a letter to Edward Carrington in 1787 he said:

nu‘altzlnn would be to make the States one as to everything
ﬁonnetgga forelign nations, and several as to everything purely
omestic.

Writing te Archibald Stuart in 1791, he made use of the
following language:

1 wish to preserve the line drawn by the Federal Constitution be-
tween the gemeral m‘}mrﬂ:‘ular governments as it stands at present,
and to take even ent means of preventing either from steppln§
over It, * * It is easy to foresee from the nature of things tha
the enerom-hmﬂ:ts of the State government will tend to an excess of
liberty which will correct itself, while those of the General Government
will tend to monarchy, which will fortify itself from day to day Instead
of working Its own cure, as all experience shows. I would rather be

to the inconveniences attending too much liberty those
ding too emall a degree of it.

In 1798, writing to Peregrine Fitzhugh, he complained, even
in that day, that too little respect was given to the rights of the
several States. In this letter he used the following language:

1 do nof think it for the interest of the General Government itself,
and still less for the Union at large, that the State governments should
be so little respected as the have been, I dare say that in

However,
time all these, as well as their central government, like the planets
revolving around thelr common sun, acted and acting upon acmrSmx

their respective welghts and distances, will produce that bmnﬂtm
equllibrlum on which our Constitution is founded and which I believe
it will exhibit to the world in a degree of perfection, unexampled, but in
the planetary system itself,

It seems that Mr. Jefferson never abandoned the doctrine
of State rights, but even as late as the year 1811, in writing
to Mr. Tracy, he still adhered to his former views. He said:

But the true barriers of our liberty in this country are our State

vernments ; and the wisest conservative power ever contrived by man

s that of which our Revolution and present government found us
sassed. Seventeen distinct States, amalgamated into one as to ﬁw
foreign concerns, but single and tn&ependent as to their internal admiu-
istration 1-egu‘tru-lti'l organized, with a !egiautnre and governor, resting
on the choice of ple, and enlightened by a free.press, can never
be so fascinated by the arts of ome man as to submit voluntarily to his
usurpation.

In the State which I have the honor in part to represent we
have a constitutional provision for the payment of a poll tax
of $1.75 as a prerequisite to voting. The adoption of this amend-
ment would compel us in Texas to require the payment of this
tax by each woman in the State, whether she wanted to exercise
the right of franchise or not. The tax would be assessed against
her upon the tax roll of each county, and default in payment
would be equivalent to a judgment against her property. Not
only that, but many of the counties of that great State have
adopted special road laws reguiring those who are defaulters
in the payment of poll taxes to satisfy the same by hard labor
upon the public roads in the same manner as misdemeanor con-
victs are required to labor. Under this amendment we could
not be permitted to make a distinction in this respect as to the
female voters. They would, of course, be compelled to stand in
the same category of the male voters, and the people of that
State would be compelled, by the actions of this Congress and
by the legislatures of other States, to heap these indignities upon
the good women of that State until such time as they could re-
vise and amend their constitution and laws,

In addition to this democratic question of the right of the
States to settle these issues for themselves, I will eall atten-
tion to the fact that the platform upon which every Democratie
Member of this bedy was elected contained the following decla-
ration:

We recommend the extension of the franchise to t.he women of the
country by the States upon the same terms as to men.

Let every Member of this body who claims to be a Democrat
and who was elected upon that platform now cast his vote for
this amendment, which prescribes the gualifications for a voter
in the election of all State and county officers in his State, not
even excepting the constable of Hog Wallow precinct, reconcile
his action with the expressed instructions of his party if he can
do so. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. MEEKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GArp].

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I also yield the
gentleman three minutes.

Mr. GARD. DMr. Speaker, very much to my regret there
seemed in the early part of this debate to be an inclination to
turn the consideration of this most important question into a
matter of partisan advantage, for I am of those who believe that
amendments to the Federal Constitution should be considered
in n sense of the highest dignity and by the best thought of the
body before which such proposed articles of amendment are
pending.

I do not believe that the great foundation wall of the Con-
stitution upon which is builded the superstruocture of laws af-
fecting rights of collected States in a united nation should
lightly be changed by amendment.

Illustrative of my argument, as I shall seek to develop it, I
wish to say in my home State of Ohio, as an elector of that
State, I have twice voted to extend suffrage to the women of
that State.

To me it has always seemed that the ideal American electorate
should be composed of the intelligent men and women of the
country.

This may be far away in actual consummation, but I believe
the continuance of this Republic depends upon the intelligence
of the people within its boundaries.

I would go so far as to say that those coming into our connt
should successfully pass an intelligence test, and I distingu
between “ education™.and “ intelligence” and mean the power
to reason and understand that which is best for American
institutions.

I do not favor the general possession of property gualifieation
but insist upon the qualification of ability to understand the
tenets of American citizenship.

Then, too, I would have the law say to native born and foreign
born alike that the privilege of suffrage for either man or woman
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shonld always be limited to those who are loyal to the United
Stares of America and who have its intevests at heart. [Ap-
plause.] i

In the struggle for this ideal American electorate one ever
true and loyal to this Government and capable of understanding
and reasoning that which is best in principle and in poliry, we
must realize that we face long and continuous processes of
education, training, and experience in the determination of the
best selectives.

It is because T believe that an orderly process at present
obtaing under the Constitution= for the procuring of the best
electorate within the States that I contend this resolution pro-
posing an additional article of amendment to the Constitution
should not be acopted.

The real meaning and effect of the passage of this resolution
and its subsequent ratification by the required number of State
legisintures will be to prevent the States of this Nation from
amending in this respect their own constitutions.

This is a most radieal and elementary departure from the
prineiples of that Censtitution under whose benign protection
the United States has achieved the highest place among ull the
nations of the world.

Section 2 of Article I of the Constitution of the United States
provides :

And the electors Im each State shall have the qualifications requisite
tor electors of the most numerous branch of the State legislature,

Article X of Articles, in addition to and amendments ef the
Constitution of the United States, provides:

The waers not delegated to the United States by the Constitntion
nor prohibited by it to the States are reserved to the States, respectively,
or to the people.

In all the debates upnn the Constitution there never was any
contention that the Federal Government, in which was eentral-
ized the power of governing all the States, should regulate vot-
ing within the States.

To do this, it seems to me, takes from the States an essential
element of their very being and removes one of the very strongest
reasons for statehood.

The method prescribed by the above constitutional limitations
have been followed in all the States of the United States which
up to this time have granted the extension of suffrage to women
and has likewise been pursued in those instances where such
extension of suffrage has been refused; and the recogunition of
the right of individual States to fix the gualifications of the
electors within State boundaries as conceded by the framers of
the Constitution has remained uuchallenged to this day, save
as to the statutory exception concerning aliens and the fifteenth
amendiment,

As to the wisdom of granting suffrage to women or continuing
to withhold it from them, many and various reasons are given,
whieh I do not think here necessary to enumerate or analyze, for,
as ] have said, I favor it under unquestioned present power of
procedure.

During the excitement naturally incident to a state of war
some have proposed the granting of suffrage to women as a
“reward.”

We, as a legislative body, seeking to protect and continue the
national life at this time, pass laws to make our power more
terrible that the great war in which we are engaged may be
brought to a successful and early conclusion, but this proposed
article of amendment is a measure for times of peace—not war.

There is no question but that the women of this country rank
as high in patriotism as its men, and I prefer to think that the
splendid service of the American women in this war emergency,
by which they from every part of this broad Iand are contribut-
ing their labor and time to the manufaeture of necessities in
health and in illness for those of our men who at home or on
foreign field fight for a continuation of that great democracy
which has given its protection under the law to American men,
womnen, and children is done in a fine realization of their
patriotic duty.

That American homes and American women may forever re-
main free and continue under the rule of a representative democ-
racy Ameriean men are preparing even for the most complete
sacrifice and American women are sustaining them by a spirit
splendid to see.

From the time Betsy Ross sewed the stars upon our first flag
until this very present moment our women have done this work,
and have nobly done it, and they are doing it now, I am sure.
without hope of “ reward,” proud only that they are American
citizens and assisting their country as they best can,

Nor do I think that after the war women will take the place
of men, for in the reconstruction of commerclal and industrial
affairs it will be soon made manifest that while a woman ¢an in
emergency do a certain work, as a regular thing she should not

have it to do, and eertain other work she finds it always physi-
cally impossible to do.

There is much that she has done and will continue to do even
hetter than man, and in the homes, in the schools and colleges,
in the arts, the professions, mercantile life, and even some of the
very light industries, she has worked with excellent result.

We hope tkat conditions now abnorinal may be soon made
normal, and we know the readjustment must inevitably be
worked out wisely and sanely and with a recognized regard for
the qualifications of both women and men for particular work.

That qualification of electors reserved for the wisdom of the
States “ has been left to the good people of each Commenwenlth
to enlarge the class of voters from time to time as the ideas eof
popular sovereignty obtained more force.” \

The very vital thing whieh leads me to vote against this pro-
posed amendment and to have voted agninst an amendment
passed by Congress denominated the national prohibition amend-
ment is that to do otherwise would be to destroy the very essen-
tial elements for the crention and maintenance of States, to wit,
the selection of qualifications of electors and the right of loeal
self-government, and to set up over these a eentralized govern-
ment so wide and so diverse that it must In the end break again
into parts of its own weight, and in the meantime fail to carry
out good government, for * it is not by the consolidation or con-
centration of powers but by their distribution that good govern-
ment is effected.” [Applause.]

Miss RANKIN. Mr. Spenken, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. NorTOoN].

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, the man who to-day votes
against this resolution is a man who dwells in the past. He
is a man who is asleep to the great events that are taking
place in the world to-day. He is a man who slumbers in an
age of narrow selfishness and conservatism. He is a man who
is Inoculated with an indefensible perversity against all prog-
ress and advancement. He is a man who is insensible to the
great needs of humanity in this hour of civilization’s greatest
trial and greatest danger. In the debate on this resolution
that has been had to-day not a single argument that will long
Iast or bear the serutiny of time has been made in opposition
to the passage of this resolution. The chief arguments that
have heen made against the adoption of this resolution have
been based upon opinions expressed by distinguished seholars
and statesmen now living and by others who long since have
passed to the great beyond, who were either entirely opposed
to woman suffrage or who were opposed to the adoption of
national woman suffrage through an amendment to the Federal
Constitution.

Almost in every case where the opinions of distinguished men
now living have been quoted on the subject these men hold
different opinions to-day and are in favor of woman suffrage
and of its adoption by all the States through an amendment to
the Federal Constitution. I, as one who is ineffably proud of
the great men who have emblazoned the history of odr glorious
conntry by their splendid deeds and noble characters, have too
high regard and too much respect for the memory of George
Washington, Thomas Jefferson, Andrew Jackson, and James
Madison to entertain for a moment any doubt but that if these
men were living to-day they would give loyal, generous, and
full-hearted support to this resolution. The argument con-
tained in the minority report from the Committee on Woman
Suffrage against the adoption of this resolution is based mainly
upon quotations from President Wilson. The conclusion reached
by this report is, because President Wilson during the last na-
tional campaign and in other years gone by repeatedly in his
writing and in his public addresses deeclared himself opposed
to this method of adopting national woman suffrage, by means
of an amendment to the FPederal Constitution, this resolution,
forszooth, should not be adopted. But, as has been evidenced in
reference to other important civie questions, as to this the
opinions of President Wilson are neither infallible nor im-
mutable,

1 do not believe that the President should be so severely ar-
raigned and criticized as he has been to-day for having yester-
day afternocn by means of his self-arranged newspaper publicity,
gotten aboard the band wagon of nationnl woman suffrage by
amendment to the Federal Constitution, which, so evident to
him at that time, was being earried on to certain vietory by an
overwhelming majority of Republican votes. He should not be
so roundly condemned if he suddenly deeided that he did not
wish to be left far behind with the minority on this great
question. He should not be censured because he may have a
new iden once in a while.

While we are spreading democracy throughout the nations
across the seas let us spread more of it among our own guod

people at home. Irrespective of what their condition may have
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been in years gone by, to-day the women of this Nation possess
in equal measure with the men of the Nation all the elements of
education, intelligence, and eharacter which go to make up good
citizenship. Let us, then, in the spirit of true democracy, in the
spirit of justice and equality, pass this resolution, so that the
quickest means may be provided to give to the women of this
Nation the full right of suffrage, which has so long been un-
fairly and unjustly denied to them. [Applause.]

Mr. MEEKER, Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re-
maining? ; -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 20 minutes.

Mr. MEEKER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, in
the introduction to my remarks I intend to read what everybody
is to-day trying to forget, and following that I shall ask that the
Clerk read my letter to the Republican city committee in St
Louis, in which they ask that I vote for this amendment. I am
going to read the plank from the Republican platform of 1916,
and there has not been a man on the Republican side to-day
who has denied that that plank was against this proposition,
There will not be a man to go back to his constituents, who
violates this pledge, but what must give as an explanation
political expediency.

Mr, CHANDLER of New York. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MEEKER. Not now.

The Republican Party, reaflirming its faith in the government of the
g:o le, by the people, and for the people as a measure of justice to one-
3 1f of the adult people of the country, favors the extension of suffrage

0 women—

I happen to remember that when the Senator from Massa-
chusetts read that plank at the Republican convention he stopped
right there, and there was great applause from the suffragists.
When they had finished the applause the Senator {inished the
plank—
but recognizing the right of each State—

Not of the States, but of each State—
to settle this questlon for itself.

There was no further applause from the Federal suffragists,
The Republicans did what the Democrats failed to do. The Re-
publicans specifiedd that it as a party recognized the right of
each State—and that means New York and Ohio and Michigan
and individual units, and not the States collectively—of each
unit, including every last State of this Union. No man can
now or hereafter repudiate that plank in the platform and go
to the people of his country and say that he kept the faith of
that eampaign. I now ask that my letter to the Republican city
commitfee be read.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be read.

There was no objeetion.

The Clerk read as follows:
DecemBER 14, 1017,
Alr, JoEX SCEMOLL,
Chairman Republican Central Commitice
Bt. Louta, Mo,

My DEAR MR, ScHMOLL: The petition of the Republican city central
vommittee, iIn which IRepresentatives and Scoators of Mlssourl are re-
quested to vote for a Iederal sulfrage amendment resolution, which is
now before Congress, has come to me, bearing your signature as chair-
man of the Republican city central committee.

In reply I must say that I feel in honor bound to vote against the
resolution. I deem myse!f so bound becanse of the following facts:

1. In the eampaign of 1014, both prior to the primaries and prior to
the election, I stated publicly that I would consider the vote of the
tenth district on the suffra, question as instructions as to how I
should vote shonld the question come up in Congress. The tenth dis-
trict went overwhelmingly against woman suffrage. As I remember,
there was but one ward in the city and two precincts in St. Louls
County that indorsed woman suffrage.

2. 'lem national Republican platform of 1916. upon which I was
to the individual

elected, was for leaving the question of woman suffra
stood squarely on

States. [ again stated my position and said that
the national platform on that question,

3. 1 believe that there is no more vicious practice than that of legis-
lative candidates violating their public pledges, unless some emergency
may arise which will make it afpnrent to every falr-minded man that
an immediate change of front is ;ustiﬁed. I do not believe such an
emergency now exists in this particvlar instance. As I have sald re-
pe%tﬂiily. If am against all domestic agitators while we are at war with
a fore o8,

Should, at a t:m:n!m;l election, the tenth district vote favorably to
woman suffrage, I would consider that as an instruction for me to so
vote here, and I would so vote.
state that it was agailnst my best judgment as to the welfare of the
women of our country and of the Govermment, and that I voted thus
solely because of the majority vote in the tenth district.

I trust this makes m tion absolutely clear.
press the feelings and desires of an overwhelming majorit

uiet home women of my district when I voice my protest against

ragging them into polities. It is true, they are not as Insistent as
are the proponents of sulfrage, nevertheless, T believe the wishes of
these women are as gennine and are as worthy of consideration as are
those of their suffragette sisters.

Sincerely,

But, in casting that vote, I wonld

I belleve I ex-
of the

Jacos E. MEEKER.

Mr. MEEKER. Mr. Speaker, T have been very much inter-
ested, and I will not use any stronger term, to-day, when men

have stood on the floor of this House and talked about what the
women of this country are doing in this war, and saying that
they should be given the ballot because they are doing it. I
have yet to hear one man on this floor say one word voicing
the protests of the women who, instead of standing in front of
the White House with banners have been making sweaters for
the boys and who do not want this suffrage. It seems that the
woman with the hatchet is the one that attracts attention to-
day.I while the woman with the needle is forgotten in this dis-
cussion,

I want to say to my friend Trom Missouri who was talking
some time ago about his mother, and his tribute was a beautiful
tribute, that I happen to have a mother, as most of us have, and
incidentally I think we all have fathers, although a father does
not count for much any more., My mother has forgotten more
political history than he ever knew, and she knows more about
the American Government and American political economy than
he has ever shown symptoms of knowing, and for the good of
mankind as well as the country she is opposed to women getting
into politics.

This talk that you Members are putting up here about the
women of the United States wanting suffrage is not a faet.
Take your own State of New York when on the Sth of January
a telegram came from your own State capital at Albany as
follows : :

[Telegram from Albany, N. Y., Jan. 8, 1917.]1
Miss Mixx1E Broxsox, Secretary,
Washington, D, O.:

Three hundred antis met at Hotel Ten Eyck this afternoon, Miss
Henrfetta Church presiding. Were addressed h‘y Mrs. Henry Preston
White. Telegrams were read from 19 State auxiliaries indorsing resub-
misslon. Resolutions npnanimously adopted by the Albany branch and
delegates for resubmission. The appolntment of various commitiees—
]eﬁlath‘e and_ publicity and organization—with headquarters at
Albany. The New York Legislature does mot meet until Wednesday

evening. :
HeNRIETTA CHURCH,

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MEEKER. No; I will not yield. I want you to think
of another thing when you talk about the political advantage
of women voting. There were two candidates for the Presi-
dency last year, and the gentleman from New York, Mr. Hughes,
favored a Pederal suffrage amendment ; and yet every suffrage
State voted against it. [Laughter and applause.] The gentle-
man who is now in the White House passed out the word fthat
he kept us out of war, and if he had depended on the suffrage
States Germany would be here now. It was a pacifist vote.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MEEKER. I do not yield. That is trickery in argu-
ment. If there was ever a chance given for the women to stand
by the man who was for Federal suffrage, it was in the Federal
suffrage States last year on the Hughes-Wilson vote, and the
man who came out for Federal suffrage was beaten unmercifully
in the State of California to the tune of three hundred and so
many thousand that we never could count it—we just gave it
up. Now, you men come up and tell me that the women of this
country want this. When you talk of mothers, are the quiet
mothers of this country who to-day, instead of saying if we do
not get suffrage.we will not help win the war, but who are knit-
ting at home for the Red Cross, and sending their work to the
boys—are they not mothers just the same as these women in the
parade? Are they to be forgotten or ignored?

I ask you, what agitation, forgetful of reason, in the last
geven mouths has been carried on in this country? The spec-
tacle in front of the White House during these months has been
a disgrace to the Nation, but it has met the applause of a large
part of the suffragists. During all this time those G1 women
were breaking into jail, where they got common treatment with
others, and then did not want equality of treatiment. They
came out and have been lionized, while those hundreds of thou-
sands of women who, when the men on the floor of this House
voted for war, were willing to believe in the virile judgment of
the men who so voted, and who since that hiour have with their
toil and their sorrow stood behind the boys that are to the front,
seem to have been forgotten.

Instead of parading the strepts of the Capital, insulting the
Executive when he had his guests here from abroad, they
have kept on with their work. Gentlemen, let me give you just
one thought in closing. There is an old character in Bible
history into whose charge one day was given a prisoner of war,
After awhile his general came to him and found the prisoner
gone. When he asked the man who had lost the prisoner why
he was gone, the man replied: * While I was busy hither and
thither, lo, he was gone.” This Congress has spent more time,
and this Congress has been bothered more since the war was
declared by the nagging, by the agitation of domestic guestions
that will not whip the Kaiser in a million years, than we have
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in settling our_minds te the one gigantic problem of holding
this Nation together until victory is ours. Whatever it may be
that tends to draw the attention of the American people from
this herculean task, a tnsk the like of which this Nation has
never beforé undertaken, a task that will call for the resources
of all the money und all the blood and life of the whole Nation.
Here we are, still pottering around over these questions that
have nothing to do with this war. While we are here neow.
talking these things, the boys at the front in Fraonce are not
botnering their heads nor wondering what we will do on prohi-
bition or woman suffrage, or any other domestic preblem.
They say, “ Won't you come on and hustle the game up for
us." The conduct of this campaign. as you well know, as in
every other domestic question, means the taking of money and
ttm;.! and strength and thought and energy away from our great
task.

If ever there was a time when this Nation should say with
all of its soul and all of its being, * This one thing I do, for-
getting the things that are behind, pressing forward to the prize
of the high ealling,” it Is now. This Nation in this hour ef
trial should lay aside and repudiate every domestic question
that tends to divide and distract the attention of the people here
at home. [Applause.] You talk to me about England grant-
ing suffrage. England is close enough to the battle field to say,
“After the war, but not now.” You quote the King of Belgium,
and the King of Belgium says, “After the war, but not now.”
You quote all these stories of France, but France says. “After
the war, but not now.” Our suffragettes in this country are the
only group anywhere who say. “ We first; the war next.,” The
American Government as yet is practically playing at this war
program. Every relative 1 have who is old enough and physi-
cally fit is in uniform somewhere between here and France, and
the only boy that I have will soon be gone if the war lasts. And
yet we men to-day en the floor of this House. for the second
time since war has been declared, are getting ready to throw a
bone of contention amongst the people of our ewn couutry, to
disturb and to distract their thoughts and energy. We hear the
call of the Red Cross and of all organizations for money with
which to win this war. We ought to be willing to answer that
cnll. Shame on the men on the floor of this House who voted
for this war and then found time to take weeks of vacations and
go fishing, forgetting the work we might have done while the
boys are over yonder. We are tulking 1o-day aml working in
terms of human blood, and it is the blood of the sons of America.
Whatever may come out of this vote I pray to the God of all
nations that when it does come it will be forgotten in an hour
afterwards, and that we will devote our undivided attention to
taking care of the lives of the boys who are at the front. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. RAKER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Colorado [Mr. KeaTing].

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker. the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. MeEREr] has just fade a fervid plea to you to defeat this
amendiment because its submission will interfere with the win-
ning of the war. The I'resident of the United States, charged
with the prosecution of the -var, serwls you word to pass the
amendment in order to aid in winning the war. [Applause.]
It is for the membership of this Heouse to decide now whether,
on the important question of winning the war, they will follow
the leadership of Mr. MEEkEeR, of St. Louis, or Woodrow Wilson,
President of the United States. [Applause.] For my part, I am
willing to take it for granted that the Commander in Chief of
the Army and Navy of this eountry knows what he is about.

The gentleman has intimated that the women who are here
to-day pleacding for justice, pleading for democracy here at home,
have fallen short in the performance of their patriotic «duties.
I would ask you where «id Newton Baker, Secretary of War
and president of the Council of National Defense. turn for
assistance vhen he needed woman's help? Did he turn to the
organization known as the Antis? No, my friends; he went to
the National Woman Suffrage Association. [Applause.] And
to-day at the head of the woman’s branch of the Council of
National Defense, placed there by your Secretary of War, is
Anna Howard Shaw, the honored leader of this movement.
[Applause,]

And when your Secretary of the Treasury desired to float the
areat issue of liberty bonds, where did he turn in order to secure
the assistance of the women of this country? Did he go to those
who were petitioning Congress to deny women the right to vote
beciause they did not want to vote themselves? Not at all, my
friends. He turned to Carrle Chapman Catt; turned to the
women who lead the National Woman Suffrage Association.

And did these women fall to respond? Why, my friends, we
have the testimony of the Secretary of War himself; we have
the testimony of the Secretary of the Treasury himself—that

not only did they respond but that they were In large measure
responsible for the success of those great enterprises. My
iriends, upon this issue I prefer to follow the leadership and
to accept the advice of the Secretary of War and the Secretary
of the Treasury rather than follow the leadership of the gentle-
num from St. Louis. [Applause.]

Speaker, I favor woman suffrage because I believe i
democrm—the old-fashioned kind of democracy—the kind the
fathers of the Republic wrote into the Declaration of Independ-
ence when they gave mankind the “American idea,” that * gov-
ernments derive their just powers from the consent of the gov-
erned” ; the kind for which ten million men are fighting, freez-
ing, and dying in the trenches, from the North Sea to the
Adriatic; the kind for which we are pouring out our treasure
and for which we are preparing to shed the best blood of
America.

Surely, my friends, if we are willing to make these supreme
sacrifices in order that Englishmen and Frenchmen, Germans
and Austrians, Russians and Serbians may have democracy
we will not deprive millions of our own citizens of the same
precious gift.

I hold that every human being, unless a convict or an im-
becile, has an inherent, God-given right to a volce in his or her
government.

Coloradoe has hnd equal suffrage for a quarter of n century
and our women are not Amazons and our men are mot molly-
coddles.

They told us women would not vote, but our official records
show that women vote in about the same proportion as men.

They told us the women ef the underworld would go to the
polls while the wives and mothers remained at home. Experi-
ence has proven that the reverse is true. The percentage of
women voting in the downtewn precincts of the large cities in
suffrage States is very much smaller than in the residential
sections.

They told us that the American pelling booth was too vile a
place for a respectable woman to enter. The women of the
suffrage States replied by taking the polling booths out of the
back rooms of saloons and placing them in schoolhouses and
churches.

They teld us that equal suffrage would disrupt the home,
but the court records of Colorade show that in 24 years not one
divorce has been granted because of political differences.

They told us that under equal suffrage the women would
combine and take all the offices away from the men, thus com-
pelling many worthy patriots to earn an honest living., Again
experience has confounded the prophets. Many woemen have
held high office in suffrage States, but the men continue to hold
down 80 per cent of the jobs, Aml here is an interesting faet:
Oceasionally—only occasionally—we have been compelled to .
arraign a male official at the bar of justice charged with erim-
inal misconduct, but no female officeholder has ever been luves-
tigated by a gramd jury.

Of course, the people of the suffrage States are not unani-
mous in their support of woman suffruge. There is opposition.
Ask the saloon keeper who put him out of business and he wﬂl
answer, with a eurse. *“ The women.”

Ask the gambler who stopped the roulette wheel and eloaed
the faro bank and he will tell you, “ The women.”

Ask the political boss why his power is disappearing and he
will tell you. * Those confounded women insist on scratehing
their ballots.”

Equal suffrage by Federal amendment may be delayed, but it
can not be defeated.

In the next presidential campaign hoth great political parties
will be compelled to indorse the proposition.

No Republican can be elected without the vote of the States
where women are enfranchised. No Democrat can be defeated
if he can secure those votes.

Fortunately for us the Republicans wabbled on this issue In
the last campaign. If they had indorsed the Federal amend-
ment, Charles E. Hughes might have succeeded Woodrow Wilson
as President of the United States.

. They will not repeat the blunder, and if the Democratic Party
Is to continue to rule this country it must display a willing-
ness and capacity to meet this issue.

The greatest living Missourian, CEaxMP Crarx, of Bowling
Green, ance said: “ Two things arve coming as surely as death
and taxes: One is prohibition and the other is woman suffrage.”

A few weeks ago Congress submitted the prohibition amend-
ment. Now let us fulfill the remainder of the prophecy by
casting a two-thirds vote for the suffrnge amendment.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Spéaker. I yiehl eight minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Garrivar].
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Mr. GALLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I feel that my duty as a
Massachusetts Congressman calls upon me for something more
than merely recording my vote on the referendum that will
place the woman-suffrage amendment to our Constitution before
the legislature of my State. Merely to vote in favor of referring
this question to the Massachusetts Legislature might leave a
doubt as to my views on the merits of the question itself, and
I now address myself to the fundamental rights, privileges,
and duties of the women of America, as I see them reflected
in the mirror of Massachusetts history.

To my mind woman suffrage—equal rights under the law—
is sound Massachusetts doctrine. It was in Worcester, Mass.,
over a half century ago that the first woman suffrage conven-
tion in the world was held.. The call for that convention was
signed by Lucy Stone, Lucretin Mott, Willinm Lloyd Garrison,
~Wendell Phillips, and Ralph Waldo Emerson—an array of in-
tellectuals whose thoughts are now spread upon the pages of
the world's history. It was at that convention that Phillips,
at the zenith of his powers in epigrammatic statement, speak-
ing on democracy said: “ The granting of suffrage to women
is the corner stone,”

Since then we have seen the great progress of the movement,
State after State, nation after nation coming into line. Always
some opposition to meet, but never a step backward. Woman
suffrage has always held its ground. It has never been on the

defensive. The efforts of the antisuffrage forces have failed
to stop the movement. The suffrage bugle has never sounded
retreat.

Mr. Speaker, while it is true that the great States of the

West have taken the lead in granting equal suffrage to their
women citizens, I maintain that the inspiration eame from the
State where the first blows for !iberty were struck. When Dr.
Anna Howard Shaw made her masterly argument before the
Suffrage Committee a few days ago she was voicing the views
of a Muassachusetts coeducationalist. Her collegiate degree,
her degree in medicine and in theology, were granied by Massa-
chusetts institutions. Her first pastorate as America's first
woman preacher was in a little town on Cape Cod. She has
preached Massachusetts doetrine all over the world. What
question is too big for Dr. Shaw to discuss or to vote upon?
. When Julin Ward Howe, of Boston, penned the Battle Hymn
of the Republie, that sent its patriotic thrill through the
Nation in an hour of national stress, she was committed to the
side of equal suffrage. Who to-day would dare guestion the
right of Julin Ward Howe to vote on any question involving
the welfare of our people? i

Twenty-five years ago, when I was a member of the Massa-
chusetts Legislature, a sweet-fuced little woman appeared be-
fore legislative committees on many occasions. That woman
wuas Lucy Stone Blackwell, known throughout the English-
speaking world as “the guiding star of the woman-suffrage
movement,”  Although her life was given over to suffrage, her
voice was heard on any and all matters affecting child labor,
wonien in factories, and on educational, humane, progressive
legislation of all kinds. I have yet te recall a measure which
she advoeated or indorsed that has not since been written
into the statute laws of my State except that of full suffrage to
women.

The life of Lucy Stone was as inspired as that of Joan
of Arc. Born in the little farming town of West Brookfield.
she yearned for an education, and while gquite young put the
matter before her father. Faced with the problem of educating
his sons, the father was compelled to turn down her appeal.
“Women don't need an education,” was the way he expressed
it, *“ and boys do need one. 1 can't afford to do anything beyond
the distriet school for you.” But the young girl persisted and
finally prevailed upon her father to let her go to college if she
earned the money herself.

“1 would be glad to have you go to college, Lucy, on your
own money, but there isn't a college that will take women.”

“ Oh, yes, there is,” answered the young girl. “ Out in Ober-
lin, Ohio, they allow women to get a degree.”

It was the only college in America at that time that would
accept women for degrees. So Lucy Stone taught school and
made shoes by hand and picked berries for preserving and
saved her money to go away out to a little Ohio college for
the education that her brilliant mind craved. She did not go
there on the Twentieth Century Limited, seated in a parlor
car, with a limousine to meet her at the station. Oh, no!
The young woman of whom I am speaking went there in a glow
steamer, over the Great Lakes, and when she was told that a
stateroom would cost her a dollar she decided to sleep on deck
to save the money. Think of it—one of the world’s greatest
teachers sleeping under the stars to save a dollar in order to
get the education that she later gave so freely to the causes

which she loved. No “ gold-coast” dormitory for Lucy Stone!
Only the cheapest room at Oberlin was hers. And there she
spent four years—washing clothes, mending dresses, tutoring—
doing anything that an honest young girl could do in order that
she might pay the bills for her education.

When graduation day drew near and the coveted degree was
in sight, she wrote a brilliant essay on ecivil government and
submitted it to the faculty. It was highly commended, but the
president explained that while Oberlin granted degrees to
women they *“could not allow them to speak in public, and
Lucy Stone must allow some member of the faculty to read her
essay at the graduation exercises.” But the Lucy Stone of
four years ago had changed. She was going ahead. Looking
the president of Oberlin proudly in the eye, she said, * I am from
Massachusetts, the home of liberty. If I can not read my essay
in publie, then nobody will read it for me.” And she graduated
with her essay unread.

The world moves and with it the suffrage movement. Years
later, when Oberlin College had reached its fiftieth anniversary
and the faculty wanted to observe, in a fitting way, the first
half century of Oberlin’s achievements, they me: and asked each
other, * Who of all our graduates will we select to deliver the
leading address on this anniversary?” And the answer came,
*Why, there is only one choice. Lucy Stone is our greatest
graduate. She stands up like a mountain peak among the
public speakers of America.”

So Lucy Stone, of Massachusetts, went out to Oberlin, where
once they would not let her speak because it was not the right
thing for women to speak in publie, and delivered the * address
of the day " to celebrate the fiftieth anniversary of the founding
of her alma mater.

And in this brief sketch of the life of Lucy Stone we cap
frace the onward progress of the equal sulfrage movement.
Women have advanced themselves. Their appeal for recognition
has been won along the lines of greatest resistance. They have
earned their place.

In my district in Massachusetts lives Alice Stone Blackwell,
the daughter of Lucy Stone, Like her illustrious mother, she
has devoted her entire lifetime to the cause of suffrage, and in
answer to the specious argument ndvanced by the opponents of
woman suffrage that women are not able to comprehend the
questions that voters must face I offer in Alice Stone Blackwell
one of the most brilliant writers on governmental affairs that
this country has ever produced.

I am in favor of full suffrage for the women of my State be-
cause it is only fair to suppose that Massachusetts women aroe
as much entitled to vote on all matters as are the women of
New York State, which is just across the line from Massachu-
setts. I-favor the Federal amendment because it equalizes the
voting privilege of women and handles this great democratic
gquestion better than if it were left to each State to decide. The
idea of a woman in a suffrage State moving into a nonsuffrage
State nnd being disfranchised is settled only by Federal amend-
ment.

A great Persian philosopher once said, * Dogs bark, but the
caravan moves on.” I think it Is time to stop the barking of
the antisuffrage dogs in ihis country, once and for all. Democ-
racy can not live, half free and half female. [Applause.]
Let the autocracy of sex pass info the discards along with the
autocracy of divine right of kings that is now making its last
stand before the forces of true democracy in the trenches * over
there” in France. [Long-cominued applause.]

At this point Mr. Maxn~ entered the Hall and was greeted
with applause.

The SPEAKER. I am certain we are all glad to have
Brother Maxx back with us. [Applause.]

Miss RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield one-half minute to the
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr, MoxNDELL],

Mr. MONDELIL. Mr. Speaker, I shall use the 30 seconds
granted to me to say, as the Representative of the original
woman suffrage State, the Representative of the State in which
women have voted for 49 years, the Commonwealth of Wyoming,
that this is a great and a glorious day, the day that shall see
the adoption of the resolution for the submission of a Federal
woman suffrage amendment. [Applause.]

Miss RANKIN, Mr. Speaker, I yield four and-one-half min-
utes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Reavis].

Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of/the House, a
good deal of time has been taken in determining whether or not
suffrage Is a right or a privilege. From my own standpoint
I look upon it more as an obligation and a duty than as either
a right or a privilege. It is more a question of expediency, in
my judgment, than it is a question of right.

We say to the lad of less than 21 years of age, * You are not
entitled to vote, because it is unsafe from the standpoint of the
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Government that one of immature mind should have a voice
in the affairs of State.” We say to one of infirm mind, * It is
unwise to permit you to participate in governmental affairs.”
It is always determined from the yiewpoint of the Government
and not from the desire or the viewpoint of the individual. I
have long, long since reached the conclusion that woman had
reached that high mental estate which made it an imperative
duty on the part of the Republic to give her the opportunity of
making her contribution to the Nation by giving her the right
of suffrnge. [Applause.]

The statement has been made on the floor Lere that she should
not be given this right because she can not bear arms. When
did a physical essential become a determining qualification for
mental activity? Some of the greatest statesmen in this Nation,
some of the most useful men in publie life to-day, are men who
by reason of physical misfortune can not be soldiers, and yet
no one would advocate that the right of suffrage be taken from
such individual.

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Meexer] says that she is
a paeifist, that she was responsible for the election of the Presi-
dent, inspired as she was by the desire to keep out of war. My
friends, when did the love of peace and the abhorrence of war
become a crime? [Applause.]

If you are going to deprive one of the right of voting because
he loves peace, you would deprive the President of the United
States of that right, who for three years with infinite patience
endured humiliation and injury in the effort to preserve the
peace of 100,000,000 people. You would deprive a majority of
the electorate of the United States, for they, by their vote,
gave notice that they desired a continuation of peace. Such
a test should not be made, as one’s opinion as to a govern-
mental policy can not determine one's right to vote. DBut it
would be an emotional government if she participated, says
the gentleman from Virginin [Mr. Sauxpers]—a pacifist gov-
ernment—for woman is opposed to war. Gentlemen of the
House, based on my own observation, let me give you this
advice: Never determine one’s courage by his eagerness to get
into a fight. [Applause.] A safer test is to walt and see how
he fights after he gets in. Judged by that qualification, what
is the attitude of the ladies of America to-day? The mis-
tresses of a million homes in the United States are conserving
food to help the country. Nurses are on the front in the hos-
pitals and in the eantonments. I have noticed on the boats, on
the railway trains, on the street cars, on the streets, in the
crowded galleries of this Chamber this afternoon, the loving,
“praying hands ™ of American womanhood knitting garments
to protect the soldiers. [Applause.] That is how they are fight-
ing, now we are in.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Washington [Mr. DirL.]. -

Mr. DILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to add my support to the
cnuse of woman suffrage to-day. In two campaigns a crowd
of suffragettes—the same crowd that have been picketing the
White House—have tried to defeat me, and in both campaigns
the women voters have rallied to my support. I mention this
because those who have picketed the White House not only do
not represent the women voters of the great West but are
absolutely unrepresentative of voting women. I have just
returned from the West; and I speak with the authority of the
women of my district when I say that they unreservedly con-
demn these pickets in their actions. But the fact that a few
misguided women have conducted themselves as they have
must not be allowed to hinder or delay the passage of this
amendment,

The wvomen of America shouid be allowed to vote as a matter
of plain justice. If & woman does not desire to vote, she will
not be compelled to vote. But, if a woman does desire to vote,
why should she mot be permitted to do so? The people are
made up of men and women. All of them have an equal right
to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. If a woman
violates the law, what man goes to jail for her or pays her fine?
If she owns property. who pays her taxes? If she is sued and
judgment is secured against her, who pays the judgment? A
woman in this country ecan buy or sell, sue or be sued, own and
convey property—in fact, she can do practica.lly everyt.hlng that
a man can do except vote.

Why can not women vote? Simply because they are the one
great part of the population to whom the franchise has not yet
been granted. The history of the extension of the right to
vote among free peoples is interesting and suggestive. Orig-
inally only the king could vote. Later a few of his lords were
given the power to vote, A little later the clergy secured that
right. Then the landowners were granted the franchise, -Here
in the United States we swept away the property qualification

and established manhood suffrage. Now we propose to extend
this right to women. [Applause.]

All of this talk that suffrage will destroy the home has been
answered a million times by the home-loving women who live
in the West, where women exercise that right already. Gen-
tlemen need not fear that women will neglect or destroy the
home because women created the home, The home does not
depend upon government but is the foundation of government.

The progress of mankind is measured by the progress of the
women. In the state of savagery it was woman who provided for
and protected her young while her cave-dwelling consort roamed
the forest or engaged in battle. I have read that woman built
the first human habitation and discovered how to start a fire. It
was woman who first learned to prepare skins of animals for
protection from the elements, and tamed and domesticated the
dog and horse and cow. She was a servant and a slave and did
these things because of the human instinet to lessen her labor
and better the condition of herself and her cliildren.

The distinctive feature of our time is the emancipation and
individualism of woman, To-day she is the peer of man, not
only in intelligence but in privileges and powers as well, With
these privileges and powers are coming a new realization of
the kind of dangers that-beset herself, her husband, her home,
and her children. She is learning that her assailants are no
longer in the open, but that they lurk and hide in the results
and products of social injustice and industrial greed. She ean
see that they exist because of laws and the absence of laws. She
has found from bitter experience that sickness and death are
concealed in impure food which is bought for pure, and in insani-
tary tenement houses of our great cities in which so many are
compelled to live. In other words, she is coming to know that if
she is to protect herself and the race she has borne from the
assailants that beset and destroy she must be able to control the
reservoir in which the water of life is collected as well as the
faucet from which it is drawn. That is why all over this broad
land of ours there is going up an irresistible demand for woman
suffrage.

This theory that the man provides and the woman is sheltered
is a living lie, as millions upon millions of women wage earners
are proving every day. Sometimes a man provides and some-
times he does not. Sometimes it is the woman who must pro-
vide, not only for herself but for her children alsoe. Never was
that so true as it is to-day with America at war and millions of
men being sent to the battle fronts and millions more to go. Let
us remewber that “ Hunger knows no sex, want knows no sex,
necessity knows no sex, law knows no sex, property knows no
sex ; only the ballot box knows sex.”

But the ballot box once knew rank. It once knew income and
money and title. The onward march of democracy has swept
away all these paraphernalia of privilege and the disability of
sex now must go. In the years to come the present reasons ad-
vanced against woman suffrage will seem as reactionary and as
senseless as the reasons once advanced against the extension of
manhood suffrage now seem. [Applause.]

Mr. RAKER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. RAKER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. BARKLEY].

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Virginia rise?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. To see what has become of my
time,

The SPEAKER. It has gone.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. How did the gentleman get it?
I have been trying to get recognition. I had three minutes left.

The SPEAKER. ' I know the gentleman would have three min-
utes left if it was not for the clock.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I understand.

Mr. RAKER. There are 19 minutes that I have not used.

The SPEAKER. Now, what does the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. -SAUNDERS] want?

Mr, SAUNDERS of Virginia. I justwanted my time.
ter.]

The SPEAKER. Of course, anybody who has ever observed
things very closely here knows that in one of these long debates
some time is lost. It is utterly impossible to stop a gentleman
who is in the middle of a sentence. When he is rapped down
he goes on and finishes the sentence. Th{s rule provides that the
debate goes on until 5 o'clock.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, T shall support this resolution
for several reasons, all of which I can not in the short time at
my disposal enumerate. Many Members have hesitated upon
this question because of the fear that it interfered with the

[Laugh-

_rights of the States to fix the qualifications of voters. However,
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it occurs to me that this is a confusion resulting from a misin-
terpretation of the amendment itself.

It does not disturb any qualifications already or hereafter
fixed by the States except as to the matter of sex. All educa-
tional, property. or other qualifications as fixed by the States
will remain as they are now, unless changed hy the States them-
selves, This amendment simply says to the States or to the
Federal Government, * You may not deny to a woman the right
to vote simply because she is a woman.”

There is no question of the right of the Federal Government
to deal with the question of suffrage. The framers of the Con-
stitution dealt with it in framing that instrument, afterwards
adopted by the States. It so happens that they dealt with it by
adopting those qualificntions which were fixed by the States.
But they might have dealt with it by fixing any other standard
which they thought wise. The fact that they dealt with it in
that way makes certain their power to have dealt with It in any
other way, and makes certain the power and right of the Na-
tional Government to deal with it in this way by submitting
this amendment to the States to determine whether the people
still desire the States to have exclusive jurisdiction In this
matter. There can be no question that the people have the
right to change their Constitution if they desire. The only
chance they have at it is by the submission of amendments by
Congress. I believe the States have a right to pass upon this
amendment, and thus believing, I shall vote to submit it to
them. [Applause.]

Alrendy In 18 States women have the right to vote for Mem-
bers of Congress and for President of the United States.. These
are in a sense national offices, because they deal with national
conditions and policies. It seems to me an anomaly in political
science and economy that the women of 18 States may have a
voice in the election of a President of all the people of ‘the
Nation, and therefore may determine who he shall be, without
the women in the other 30 States having any voice whatever in
the selection of the Chief Executive of the land. If we could,
for illustration, imagine the disqualification of all the men in
the country for any renson we would have a situation where
the voters of 18 States would choose the Government for them-
selves and the other 30. without giving the latter or any portion
of them any voice in the result. Therefore, consldering the pres-
ent situation in all the States, we must admit that the women
in 18 of them have the balance of power and may say who
shall govern all the men and all the women in all the States,
This eondition leads me to believe that the States of the Union
have a right to determine whether the Constitution shall be
amended so as to give the women of the other States an equal
voice with those already enfranchised in determining the policy
of their Government., as well as Its character and personnel,
They have the right to say whether they will do it by Federal
amendment. But they can not do it unless the amendment is
submitted to them. T therefore helieve it my duty to vote to
submit this amendment to the States in the interest of that
theory of democracy in whose behalf we have become the lead-
ers of the world. [Applause,]

Mr. BARKLEY. Has the time expired?

The SPEAKER. Yes. It is 5 o'clock. The Clerk will read
the resolution for amendment. All gentlemen will take their
sents. All gentlemen will refrain from conversation, and like-
wise the people in the gnlleries.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved by the Senate and House Representatives of the United
Ktates of America in Congreas assembled (two-thirds of each House eon-
curring therein), That the following article be proposed to the legisla-
tures of the several States as an amenidment to the Constitution of the
United Btates, which, when ratified by three-fourths of sald legislatures,
shall be valid as part of sald Constitution, namely :

Mr. MOORES of Indiana, Mr. Speaker——

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia rose.

Mr, MOORES of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amend-
ment. which I send to the Clerk’s desk. f

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr, Speaker, ag a member of
the committee. I was seeking recognition on this section.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana got recogni-
tion, The Chair did not see the gentleman from Virginia,

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I was trying to get recognition.

The SPEAKER The Chair would have been glad to recog-
nize the gentleman, The Clerk will report the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Moorgs].

The Clerk read as follows :

Amendment offered by Mr. Moores of Indiana : After the word “ to,”
in line 4, strike out the words * the legislatures of *; and after the
word “ ratified.” in line 6, strike out the words ** by three-fourths of said
legislatures " and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ by conventions
duly called by authority of law In three-fourths of the several States.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Moores]

is recognized for five minutes,

Mr. MOORES of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, by Article V of the
Constitution it is provided that the Constitution may be
amended by the submission, by a two-thirds vote, of a resolu-
tion for its nmendment to either the legislatures or conventions
of the States. Article V provides for amendments aml pro-
vides for their alternative submission either to the legislatures
or to conventions of the several States. An adoption or ratifi-
cation by three-fourths of the States, either by convention or
the legislatures, will be a ratification as fixed by the resolution
of submission.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. MOORES of Indiana, Certainly.

Mr. BARKLEY. I would like to have the gentleman explain
what he means by authority of law. Would it be within the
power of the legislature to fix a law that would call this con-
vention, or would Congress have the right to do it? ;
riglII:.' MOORES of Indiana. The legislature would have the

1 i

Mr. BARKLEY. Suppose the legislature provided ng law
for calling this convention. Then there could be no convention,

Mr. MOORES of Indiana. Congress could supplement it by
a provision calling for conventions in the States refusing to call
cl:nventions. There is no question about that as a matter of

w.

Mr. BARKLEY. Does the gentleman think that Congress
in submitting the amendment ought to leave any possibility of
confusion like that to arise in the future?

Mr. MOORES of Indiana, I do not think it would create
any confusion or any pnss!bfllty of confusion. I do not believe
there is a general assembly In the Union that would refuse .to
submit this resolution to its people in a call for a convention.

Mr. Speaker, I am not speaking in any spirit of hostility to
this constitutional amendment. A change in the fundamental
law of the United States at any time Is a most serious question,
and should have serious, earnest. and falthful consideration at
the hands of the people. At this time, when another proposi-
tion for constitutional amendment has been submitted to the
legislatures for adoption, I do not want to have so Important
a question as this, involving, as it does, the change of our whole
electoral system, submitted to our legislatures to become in-
volved in dealing in crookedness. in possible raseality. in get-
ting votes from people who are not for it and in losing votes of
people who are for it by a trade. It is mot right that we
should throw the Constitution of the United States into a pot
to be scrumbled for by the people. It is not right that this
amendment, going to the very foundation of our Government,
should be either passed or defeated by a deal, should be passed
in one State possibly by a deal with the opponents of prohibi-
tion and in an adjoining State by a deal with those who are
for prohibition. It should not be involved with railroad legis-
lation. It should not be involved in a multiplicity of conten-
tions. The convention idea is the true and the only true refer-
endum. An amendment to the Constitution should go to the
people for consideration upon its own merits and should not be
tied up and bundled up and hampered with a thousund other
measures which occupy the brief time of a legislature’s session,

Mr. RAKER. Mr, Speaker—

SeveraL MesmBeErs. Vote! Votel!

The SPEAKER, Gentlemen do not expedite the business of
the House by yelling “ Vote!™ They delay it.

Mr. RAKER. 1 ask unanimous consent that all debate on the
amendment close in two minutes. .

Mr. SHERLEY. T object.

Mr. RAKER. I move that all debate be now closed on this
amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that all debate on this
amendment be now closed.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. I
want to know whether the rule does not permit five minutes to
spenk in opposition to the amendment.

The SPEAKER. Why, yes; unless dehate is closed. It is
entirely in the hands of the House. The question is on agreeing
to the Moores amendment.

The question being taken, the Speanker announced that the
noes appeared to have it. ¢

Mr. MOORES of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas
and nays. 1 had the floor, and I eall for the yens and nays.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right. Nobody is
trying to deprive him of the right. Those in €favor of taking
this vote by the yeas and nays will rise and stand until they
are counted. [After counting.] Sixty-two gentlemen have
arisen in the affirmative. A sufficient number——

Severar Meumpegrs. The other side.
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The SPEAKER. The other side is called for. Those opposed
1o taking this vote by the yeas and nays will rise and stand un-
til they are counted. [After counting.] Two hundred and
thirty-three Members have risen in the negative. It requires
one-fifth. A sufficient number have seconded the demand for

the yeas and nays, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there

not voting 21, as follows:

were—yeas 131, nays 273,

} YEAS—131.
Almon Freeman Lufkin Sherley
Ashbrook Gard McLemore Bisson
Aswell Garner Mansfleld Slayden
Bacharach Garrett, Tenn. Martin Small
Bankhead Gillett Meeker Snook
Bell Gordon Morritt Stafford
Black Gould Miller, Minn. Steagall
Blackmon Gray, Ala. Montague Stedman
Brand Gray, N.J. Moon Stecle
Browning Greene, Mass, Moore, Pa. Stephens, Miss.
Buchanan - Greene, Vt, Moores, Ind. Stevenson
Burnett Gregg Nicholls, 8. C, Somners
Byrunes, 8. C. Hardy Oliver, Ala Switzer
Candler, Miss. Harrison, Miss.  Olney Tagune
Cannon Harrison, Va. Overmyer Talbott
Carew Heflin Overstreet Tinkham
Carlin Helm Paige Venable
Clark, Fla. Houston Par Vinson
Classon Howard Parker, N, J. Voigt
Clay(’ipool Hull, lowa Platt Walker
Coady Hull, Tenn. * Polk Walsh
Collier Jones, Va. Pou Ward
Connally, Tex, Kehoe Price Watkins
Cﬂsf Key, Ohio Quin Watson, Pa,
Den Kincheloe Ragsdale Webb
Dewalt Kitchin Ramsey Whaley
Dies Larsen Rayburn White, Ohio
Dominick Lazaro Riordan Wilson, La
ughton Lee, Ga. Robinson Winslow
Dupré Lesher Rouse Wise
Eagle Lever Sanders, La. Wood, Ind.
Estopinal Lonergen Sanders, N. Y. Young, Tex.
Foeht Longworth Saunders, Va,
NAYS—273.
Alexander Ellsworth Kahn Raker
Anderson Elston Kearns Ramseyer
Anthony Emerson Keating Randall
Austin Esch Kelley, Mich. Rankin
Ayres Evans Kelly, Pa. Reavis
Baer Fairchild, B.L. Kennedy, Iowa  Robbins
Barkley Fairfield Kennedy, R, L. Roberts
Barnhart Farr Kettner Rodenberg
Beakes Ferris Kiess, Pa. Rogers
Beshlin Fess King Romjue
Bland Fields Kinkaid Rose
Blanton Fisher Knutson Rowe
Booher Flood Kraus Rowland
Borland Flynn Krelder Rubey
Bowers Fordney La Follette Rucker
Britten Foss Langley Russell
Brodbeck Foster Lea, Cal Sabath
Browne . Francis Lehlbach Sanders, Ind.
Brumbzugh Frear Lenroot Sanford
Burroughs French Linthicum Bchall
Butler Fuller, Il Little Scott, Towa
Byrns, Tenn. Fuller, Mass Littlepage Scott, Mich,
Caldwell Gallagher Loh{*cﬂ Scott, Pa.
Campbell, Kans, Gallivan London Scully
Campbell, Pa, Gandy Lundeen Sears
Cantrill Garland Lunn Sells
Caraway Garrett, Tex, MeAndrews Shackleford
Carter, Mass, Glass MeArthur Shallenberger .
Carter, Okla. Iynn MeClintie Bherwood
Chandler, N, Y. Godwin, N, C, McCormick Shouse
Chandler, Okla, Good McCulloch Siegel
Church Goodall McFadden Sims
Clark, Pa. Goodwin, Ark, McKenzie Binnott
Conneily, Kans, Grabam, Il McKeown Slemp
Coaper, Ohio reen, lowa MeKinle; Sloan
Cooper, Wis. Griest McLaughlin, Mich.Smith, Mich,
Cople Hadle; McLaughlin, Pa. Smith, C. B,
Costello Hamil Madden Smith, T. F,
Cox Hamilton, Mich, Magee Snell
Crago Hamllton, N. Y, Mabher Snyder
Cramton Hamlin Masapes Steenerson
Crosser Haskell Mason Btephens, Nebr,
Currie. Mich, Hastings Mays Bterling, I11.
ale, N. Y. Haugen Monidell Sterling, Pa.
Dale, Vt. Hawley Morgan Stiness
Dallinger Hayden Morin Strong
Darrow Hayes Mott Sullivan
Davldson Heaton Mudd Sweet
Davis Helvering Neely SBwift
Demp 4 Nichols, Mich.  Taylor: Coto
psey ersey chols, aylor, Colo.
Denison Hicks Nolan Tel?nple
Denton Hilliard Norton Templeton
Dickinson Hollingsworth  Oldfield omas .
Dill Huddleston Oliver, N. Y, Thompson
Dillon Humphreys Oshorne Tillman
Dixon Husted O'Shazmesxg Tilscn
Doolin, Hutchinson Parker, N. Timberlake
Doolittle Igoe Peters Towner
Dowell Jacoway Phelan Treadway
Drane James Porter Van Dyke
r Johnson, Ky, Powers Vare
Eagan Johnson, Wash, Pratt Vestal
Edmonds Jones, Tex, Purnell Volstead
Elllott Juul Waldow

Rainey

codyard

Walton Welling Williams Wi
Wason Welty Wils=on. I, Young, N. Dak.
Watson, Va, Wheeler Wilson, Tex. Zihlman
Weaver White, Me. Wingo

NOT VOTING—21,
Capstick Dunn Ireland Reed
Cary Fairchild, G. W, Johnson, 8. Dak. Smith, Idaho
Cooper, W. Va. Graham, Pa. LaGuardia Woods, Iowa
Curry, Cal. Heintz Mann
Doremus Holland Miller, Wasgh,
Drukker Hood Padgett .

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike
out the last word. I desire to have read in my time the paper
which I send to the desk. - :

The Clerk read as follows:

Hon. ALpeErT F. POLK,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: Understanding that the vote upon the amendment to the
Constitution providing for woman suffra throughout the United
States is to be submitted to the House of resentatives on January
10, we, the undersigned, desire, as citizens of Delaware and of the
United States, to protest thron,%i: you against the adoption of such an
amendment. We believe that the people of this State of both sexes
are overwhelmingly al?posed to this momentous and basle change in
the structure of our Federal Government, and that, if finally adopted,
it would do wanton vlolence to those principles of local self-govern-
ment in the several States which have =0 long been held sacred in
our dual scheme of government.

In this view it is unlmportant whether our individual opinion be
for or against woman suffrnge. Nothing that so vitally concerns the
political and soclal we]]-he!nf of a State as the proposed fundamental
change in the seat of political power should be arbitrarily imposed
upon the 1‘11151& of any State without their consent, and we can not but
consider the initiation of such a change by the vote of the two Houses
of Congress as an abuse of the power conferred upon them by the
Constitution. - e 2 )

From the very beginning and during the long period of our national
existence it has been held as a ecardinal principle not only by the
framers of the Constitution but continuously by the intelligent public
opinion of the country, without distinction of psrtf, that suggestion
by Congress of change in the organic law of the Unlon should only be
made with extreme caution and in response to a well-recognized emer-
rency requiring the same, The few amendments ingrafted upon the

onstitution during this lon%por!od (for the first 10 amendments were
almost contemporaneous with the adoption of the Constitution itself)
testify to this faet, and most of them, including the fifteenth, grew
out of the emergencies ereated by the Civil War. - The historical eir-
cumstances were exceptional and the exigencies overwhelming. They
were the outcome of a soctal and political revolution and seemed to
the actors in that bloody drama necessary to safeguard civilization
itself. -

No such emergency now exists., No grievances on the part of the
women of the country cry out for redress so drastic and so dangerous
to State autonomy. here is only a desire of a portion of the women
of the country to share in political power, and 1 ropaganda is com-
paratively of recent growth. There is no compelling reason for im-

osing it by constitutional edict on the whole country and invading so
k‘m ortant a provinee of local self-government.

Chere is ncthm‘g in the manner which the States have dealt with
this question to justify the impatience of the protagonists of woman
suffrage. On the contrary. they have reason to be satisfled with the
progress made of their cause by the somewhat slow but considerate
action of the ples of the several States. In the face of all this it
seems to us amrd to say that there is any such exigent demand as
would justify this momentous change in our organic law. Every un-
called for amendment to that law weakens its stability and encourages
the rec;rrent frcquetnfc_\;lot such demands.

ours, respectfully,

Geo. F&-ay. omas F. Bayard, 8. D. Townsend, George A.

Elliott, Alexis I. du Pont, H. H. Ward, W. W. Laird,

Henry P. Scott, D. W, Corbit, John P. Nields, David T.
Marvel, T. W. Wilson.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to with-
draw the pro forma amendment and simply say that this protest
was presented in behalf of Judge Gray, a distinguished ecitizen
of Delaware, and many other distinguished citizens of the same
State.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment
to go in as section 3. ;

Mr. RAKER. But section 2 has not been read.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read section 2.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 2. Congress shall have power, by appropriate legislation, te
enforce the provisions of this article.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GArp].

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 3. This article shall be inoperative unless it shall have been
ratified as an amendment to the Constitution by the legislatures of the
several States as provided in the Constitution within seven years from
the date of the sugml.l.!lon hereof to the States by the Congress.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, I merely desire to call the attention
of the House to the fact that the language used in the new
section 3 as offered by me is the identical language contained in
the article of amendment adopted on December 10, having been
passed in so far as everything except the time is concerned by
the Senate of an amendment by the House adding one additional
year, accepted by the Senate. So that it is the exact language
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which this House voted for and which the Senate ratified in
connection with the so-called prohibition amendment.

Mr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARD, Yes.

Mr. DUPRE. Does it contain the other provision that the
amendment shall not be effective until one year after the ratifi-
cation?

Mr. GARD. It does not.

Mr. DUPRE. Does not the gentleman want to include that?

Mr. GARD. 1t is not here included.

Mr, RUCKER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARD. Yes

Mr. RUCKER. If the amendment is adopted, would the
gentleman vote for the resolution?

Mr. GARD. For the resolution in its entirety? I am frank
to say that I could not support the resolution. 1 made a speech
to that end. I am offering this with the purpose of perfecting
the bill because it seems to me and to many other gentlemen
that it is both idle and unwise, to use the words of another, to
send an article of amendment out before the people without
any time fixed when it shall be returned.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. GARD. I ean not yield. It has been said in the history
of this Republic that there is one so-called amendment which
has been wandering around the country for over a hundred
years, and surely it should be the policy of this legislative body
to impose on every constitutional amendment a time limit.
There should be something in the law or in the article of amenl-
ment, rather, which shall make it compulsory to be acted upon
within a certain time, As I have said, this is exactly the
language which the House accepted, with the addition of one
year, which was ratified by the Senate, It is to my mind and
to the mind of many others a most important and necessary
addition to any article of amendment.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the amendment,
and I want to say a few words upon it.

Alr. RAKER. Mpr, Speaker, before the gentleman from Idaho
begins. I ask unanimous consent that debate on this amendment
and all amendments to the resolution close in five minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Californin asks unani-
mous consent that debate on this amendment and all other
amendments close in five minutes. Is there objection.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, I object to that.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
debate upon this amendment close in five minutes,

The SPEAKER., The gentleman from California asks nnani-
mous consent that all debate on this amendment close in five
minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the Gard amend-
ment. I am in favor of the resolution as it has been reported
from the committee. I am opposed to this particular amend-
ment. because it can do no good and may prolong the fight 100k-
ing to the granting of suffrage. One of the reasons why I am
in faver of the amemndiment to the Constitution a=s it is proposed
is because of the difficulties in the several States in amending
their constitutions. Here is a proposition that. if it shall prevail,
will make it pecessary that a sufficient number of the Stutes
ratify the amemdment within a period of seven years. If they
1ail then, this question must be submitted to the States again.
Here is a question that is virile. It will not be pending for a
hundred years and then forgotten, as the amendment to which
the gentleman from QOhio referred. Here Is a question that if
it shall not prevail within seven years will be subnutted again
by another Congress, and the work of ratification will have to
be done over again in the several States. DBecause of that I
urge it as the part of wisdom to omit the time limit in its
entirety.

Gentlemen, seven years is a short time in the life of a State
and in the life of our Nation. If we are to have a time limit it
should be not less than 20 years. Why, the Legislature of Ala-
bama meets in regnlar session in four-year Intervals. In
Yermont the constitution can be amended not oftener than once
in 10 years. Other States have time limits of 4, 5. or 6
years. Again, I say a period of T years is a short time in
the history of our country. This amendment may not be ratified
within 7 years, but in my judgment it will be ratified within a
time that is altogether reasonable. i

Mr, CLARK of Florida, Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman
yield.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The gentleman voted for the pro-
hibition amendment, did he not?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; I voted for the resolution in spite of
the fact that it had attached to it this particular provision.

Mr. CLARK of Florida, How can the geatleman differentiate
between the two?

Mr. FRENCH. I would vote for this resolution with the
time limit upon it, but I prefer to vote for it without any limit
as to time,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not a
fact that the amendment tacked onto the prohibition amend-
ment was put there by enemies of the prohibition cause?

Mr, FRENCH. I have no doubt of it.

Mt-.?BLAl\'TUN. And this is attempted by enemies of this
cause

Mr. FRENCH. Undoubtedly; and it was odmitted by the
gentleman who offered it that, even if his aniendment should
pass, he will not support the resolution.

But let me ask you to consider for a few minutes another
phase of the situation. In my judgment, one of the strongest
reasons why we should pass the resolution granting suffruge to
wonien is becuuse of the harsh and sometimes unworkabie con-
ditions impesed in State constitutions that have to do with
their amendment. Gentlemen, in spite of overwhelming ma-
Jorities and unquestioned sentiment. it is well-nigh Impossible
for many State constitutions to be amendell. Ought we not to
adopt a simpler means, and ought we not to provide a reason-
able time within which action may be had?

In examining the question I shall merely refer to the States
where by constitutional amendment suffrage has not been
granted.

Take the State of Illinois, No one familiar with the situa-
tion doubts that the people of Illinols are overwhelmingly in
favor of woman suffrage. Then, why do they not amend their
constitution? h

Let us see. The legislature meets blennially, and let us
suppose that a legislature favorable to suffrage will be elected,
Now, suffrage is not the only thing that the people of Illinois
are in favor of. Suppose they want to pass a prohibition
amendment, Suppose the people favor State ownership of cer-
tain public utilities that can only be acquired by constitutional
amendment. The opponents of suffrage can join with the
friends of the public utilities amendment and force a vote
vpon it. The vote is forced before action can be had on the
suffrage mmendment ; and, once passed, its passage defeants the
suffrage amendment. And why? Why. because only one con-
stutional amendment can be placed before the people at i time,
Remember the legislature meets only onece in two years.

Remember, again, that a two-thirds vote of the legislutures is
required to pass the amendment, and that it must be ratified by
a majority of the people voting at the election. And so your
suffrage amendment may not even comne before the people. Sup-
pose at the next legislature proliibition has right of way, then
the suffrage amendment is again postponed. Well, Ilinois is
not the only State so hampered. In Kentucky all the legisla-
ture would need to do would be to submit two constitutional
amendments to erowd out suffrage, and in Arkansas only three,

But let us go further. Suppose South Carolina favors suffrage
overwhelmingly. Well, the legislature meets annually. But the
suffrage nmendment must puss by a two-thinds vote of hoth
houses; then it must be submitted to the people and receive a
majority of the votes of the people voting for representatives,
Then with this ratification has the suffrage awmendient puassed?
Not at all. The whole question must go to the next legislature
and there it must puss by a two-thirds vote of bhoth houses. In
Mississippi it is even worse, for the legislature, although on the
second vote a majority may ratify the amendment, meets guad-
rennially and not every year, as is the case in S8outh Curolina,

In Connecticut, Massachusefts, Tennessee, and Vermont the
amendment, aside from being ratified by the people, must run
the gantlet of two separate legislatures. and pass them both by
at least a two-thirds vote of one or both houses in at least one
of the sessions,

In Imliana, Towa, New Jersey, North Dakota, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, Virginia, and Wisconsin the amendment must
not only be rutified by the people but must pass two separate
legislatures by majority votes. In Rhode Island the people to
the extent of three-fifths of all voting at the election must vote
for the amendment. Remember, too, that all of the States in
this group, excepting New Jersey and Rhode Island, have bien-
nial sessions of their legislatures.

But let us examine a few more features. By the laws of Con-
gress admitting immigrants to our shores, and by the laws of
our States, not by constitutional amendment, we have endowed
with suffrage thousands upon thousands of people who do not
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know the meaning of the word, or who have criminal records, or
who, barely escaping the doors of penitentiaries, are dragging
society downward. We have endowed these, I say, with suffrage
by simple statutes.

Yet the mothers of our land, women who teach our children,
and from whom we all have learned the purest lessons of social
conduct, the loftiest ideals of duty to society, to government,
to God; the women of our land, cultured, educated, refined.
toiling by the side of man, sacrificing in measure that man him-
self can not ask ; the women of our land, T say. must attuin their
simple right to participate in government, not by acts of legis-
latures or of Congress but by constitutional amendment.

To attain suffrage in Alabama, Florida, Kentucky, Maryland,
North Carolina. and Ohio, the legislatures by a three-fifths vote
of both houses must pass amendments to their constitutions.
In Alabama and Kentucky the amendment must then be ratified
by the people; in Alabama by a majority of all votes east at
the election; end in Kentucky by a majority voting on the
amendment. In Georgia, Illinois, Louisiana, Maine, Michigan,
Mississippi, South Carolina, Texas, and West Virginia a two-
thirds vote of both houses is necessary, while in Illinois, Mis-
sissippi, and South Carolina the people must ratify the amend-
ment.

But not only are constitutions difficult to amend as a rule,
requiring overwhelming votes of State legislatures, but many
of cur States require such majorities when submitted to the
people for ratification as to make amendment next to impossible.
When candidates aspire to office it is not required that for any
one to be elected he shall receive n majority vote of all persons
voting at the election. Plurality counts, and the person is
elected who receives the greatest number of votes. Yet in at
least the 10 States of Alabama, Arkansas, Indiana, Illinois,
Minnesota, Mississippi, Nebraska, Oklahoma, Rhode Island, and
Tennessee the amendment must be carried, not by a majority of
votes for or against the amendment, but, in most of those States,
by a majority of all persons voting at the election; in Rhode
Island by three-fifths of those voting, and in Indiana, if we are
to nccept as correct what I believe is the latest interpretation of
the constitution of the State by its supreme court, a majority of
all the people of the State who are eligible to vote. Do you not
see that in these States the man who is too ignorant to vote, or
who is too indifferent, may have the same influence as the
thoughtful man—the patriotie citizen who has earnestly and
well pondered over the merits of a constitutional amendment?

But there are other limitations still. In Illinois when a pro-
posed amendment to the Constitution has been defeated it can
not be submitted again until after a period of four years.

In Kentucky, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania not until after
five years. In Tennessee an amendment may not be submitted a
second time till after 6 years, and in Vermont not until 10 years
shall have passed.

Now, let us see how the women would go about amending the
constitution of New Mexico. Here is a State in which no edu-
cational test may be imposed. Here is a State in which the
vote of the ignorant peon or the illiterate immigrant counts for
as much as the vote of the farmer, the miner, the business man,
or man following a profession. Yet to pass the suffrage amend-
ment it would need to be carried through both houses of the
legislature by a three-fourths vote. That is not all. It would
need to be ratified by three-fourths of the electors of the State
participating. DBut that is not all. It would need to be ratified
by two-thirds of the electors of each and every county of the
State.

Let me ask those who talk of democracy, who talk of the
rule of the people, how long it would take to attain suffrage in
New Mexico? Why, 99 per cent of the people of New Mexico
might be in favor of woman suffrage, but if in one single county
one man more than one-third of the voters of the county voted
against suffrage the amendment would fail to pass.

But some one says, Why not hold constitutional conventions
in the several States and in that way make new constitutions?
Gentlemen, in all States where conventions may be held heavy
expense must be incurred and many problems besides suffrage
would be opened to discussion that people have regarded as
fixed and stable for many years. Why impose that burden, and
why tie suffrage up with a multitude of other problems that
would prevent a fair consideration, problems, maybe, that of
their own dead weight would defeat the ratification of a pro-
posed constitution containing full suffrage grants? Remember,
too, that in at least 12 of our States there is no provision by
which constitutional conventions may be held, and that in still
another—Maryland—20 years must elapse after the holding of

a constitutional convention before another such convention may
be assembled.

Mr. Speaker, what T have said is not new. The State con--
stitutions themselves tell the story, and it has been admirably
worked out by Prof. W. F. Dodd in his Revision and Amendment
of State Constitutions, and worked out in brief detail by Mary
Sumner Boyd in her pamphlet entitled, “ State Constitutional
Obstructions.” DBut the condition to which I have referred
constitutes, in my opinion, a most powerful argument in favor
of submitting the whole question to the several States in the way
of a proposed Federal amendment to our Natlonal Constitution.
It is well known that the opponents of woman suffrage are
urging the sovereignty of the States in this great question.
They apparently do not want the question voted upon when a
fair vote and a elean decision may be attained. They want the
advantage of archaic machinery. They want cumbersome
methods of amending constitutions to supplement their lack of
argument. They are like the gladiator who says, “ 1 will enter
:’he l:l rena but the hands of my opponent must be tied behind his

ack.”

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion may I say this: The women of our
land as part of our people are called upon to bear their responsi-
bility in every walk of life. How nobly they bear that responsi-
bility may well be the subject of the mightiest epic. More I need
not say, only that to them, without question and without ask-
ing, should be accorded full measure of suffrage. I believe they
will honor suffrage in exercising its responsibilities; but even
this is beside the mark. Were it necessary for woman to begin
at the lowest rung of the ladder and climb up, were it necessary
for her to go through the pangs of birth of responsible citizenship,
as the people of Russia are asked to do at this hour, then, still
it would be our duty to endow her to the extent that is in our
power with the means of full participation in the affairs of state.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gagn].

The question was taken.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The guestion was taken; and there were—yeas 158, nays 247
not voting 22, as follows: -

YEAS—158.
Almon Focht Lonergan Sisson
Ashbrook Freeman Longworth Siayden
Aswell Gallivan Lufkin Small
Bacharach Gard McLaughlin, Pa, Snook
Bankhead Garland MecLemore Btaford
Bell ' Garner Manuileid Steagall .
Black Garntt, Tenn. Martin Steadman.
Blackmon Gillett Meeker Steele
Brand Glass Merritt Stephens, Miss,
Browning Godwin, N. C. Moon Stephens, Nebr,
Buchanan Gordon Moore, Pa. Stevenson
Burnett Gould Moores, Ind. Sumners
Byrnes, 8. C, Gray, Ala Morin Switzer
Byrns, Tenn. Gray, N. I. Mudd e
Candler, Miss. Greene, Mass. Nicholls, 8. C. Taﬁ?ott
Cannon Greene, Vt. Nichols, Mich, Thomas
Carew ire| liver, Tilson
Carlin Hard Olney Tinkham
Clark, Fla. Harrison, Miss. Overmyer Venable
Classon Heaton Overstreet YVinson
Cla)‘;lpoui Heflin P“'ﬁe Volgt
Helm Par| Walker

Coillu‘ Houston Parker, N. J. Walsh
Connally, Tex. Howard Platt Ward

TAZo Hull, Towa Polk Watkins
Crisp Hull, Tenn. Pou Watson, Pa.
Dallinger Humphreys Price Watson, Va.
Davidson §m uin Webb
Denison ones, Va. agsdale Welty
Dewalt Kearns msey Whaley
Dies Kehoe Rayburn White, Ohio
Dominick Key, Ohio Riordan Wilson. La.
Doremus Kincheloe Robinson Wilson, Tex.
Doughton Kitchin Rouse Winslow
Eagle Kreider Sabath Ise
Edmonds Larsen Banders, La. Wood, Ind
Esch Lazaro Saunders, Va. Woaoids, Towa
BEstopinal Lee, Ga, Sears Young, Tex.
Fairchild, B. L.  Lesher Sherley
Flood Lever Sherwood

NAYB—247.

Alexander Brumbaugh Cuam;llo Dowell
Anderson Burroughs Drane
Anthony Butler Cramton Dyer
Austin Caldwell Crosser Eagan
Ayres Campbell, Kans. Currie, Mich, Elliott
Baer Campbell, Pa. Dale, N. Y. Ellsworth
Barkley Cantrill Dale, Vt. Elston
Barnhart Carawn.{{ Darrow Emerson
Beakes Carter, Mass. Davis Evans
Beshlin Carter, Okla. Decker Fairfield
Bland Chandler, N. Y. Dem;:nse,!r Farr
Blanton Chandler, Okla. Denton Ferris
Booher Chure Dic| icl.nson (]
Rorland Clark, Pa. Dil Fields
Bowers Connelly, Kans. D ilou Fisher
Britten Cooper, Ohio Dixon Flynn
'Brodbeck Cooper, Wis. Doolin Fordoey
Browne Copley Doolittle Foss
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Foster
Francis
Freag
French
Fuller, Il
Fuller, Mags.
Gallagher
Gandy.
Garrett, Tex.
Glynn

Good

Goodall
Goodwin, Ark,
Graham, 111
Green, Iowa
Griest

Hadle

Hamil

Hamilton, Mich,

Hamilton, N. Y,
Hamlin
Harrison, Va.
Haskell
Hastings
Haugen
Hawley
Hayden
Hayes
Helvering
Hensley
Hersey
Hicks
Hilliard
Hollingsworth
Huddleston
Husted
Hutchinson
Jacoway |
ames
Johnson, §y
Johnson, Wash,
Jones, Tex.
Juul
Kahn

Capstick
Ca

ry
Cooper, W. Va.
Curry, Cal
Dent
Drukker

Kmlln% ott
Kelley, Mich, Neely
Kelly, Pa. Nelson
Kennedy, Towa Nolan
Kennedy, R, 1, Norton
Kettner . Oldfleld
Kiess, Pa Oliver, N. Y.
King Oshorne
Kinkald O’'Shauness;
Knutson Parker, N. Y.
Kraus Peters
La Follette Phelan
Langley Porter

a, Cal. Powers
Lehlbach Pratt
Lenroot Purnell
Linthicum Rainey
Little ker
Littlepage Ramseyer
Lobec| Randa
London Rankin
Lundeen Reavis
Lunn Robbins
McAndrews Roberts
MeArthur Rodenberg
MeClintie Rogers
MeCormick Romjue
Mctnlloch Rose
McFadden Rowe
MceKenzie Rubey
McKeown Rucker
Mt-Klnleg Russell
MecLaughlin, Mich.Banders, Ind.
Madden Ranford
Ma Schall
Maher Heott, Towa
Mann Beott, Mich.
Mapes Scott, Pa,
Mason Scully
hla¥s Sells
Miller, Minn, Shackleford
Mondell Shallenberger
Montague fhuuse
Morgan Slegel

NOT VOTING—22.

Dunn Hood * .
DuFré Ireland
Fairchild, G. W, Johnson. 8, Dak,
Graham, Pa. LaGuardia
Heintz Miller, Wash,
Holland Padgett

So the amendment was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia.
out section 2,
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia moves to

strike out section 2.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr, Speaker, I make the point of order that

that is not in order. We passed section 2, and a new section

Mr, Speaker, I move to strike

has been offered and voted upon.

The SPEAKER.

lution.

The SPEAKER. The quesiion is on the engrossment and

third reading of the joint resolution.

. The joint resolutien was ordered to be engrossed and read a

third time, and was read the third time.

Mr. CLARK of Florida.
and nays on the passage of the joint resolution.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not announced that the

time has come for that.
The guestion is on agreeing to the joint resolution.
Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida [Mr, Crark]
and the gentleman from California [Mr. Raxer] ask for the
yeas and nays.

Sims
Sinnott

£
Bterling, IL.
Bterling, Pa.
Stiness
Strong
Sullivan
Bweet

Swift
Taylor, Ark.
Taylor, Colo.
Temple
Thompson
Tillman
Timberlake
Towner
Treadway
Van Dyke
Vare

Wilson, I11.
Wirgo
Woedyard
Young, N. Dak,
Zihlman

Reed

Rowland
Banders, N. ¥,
Templeton

The point of order is sustained.
Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the joint reso-

Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas

Mr. BUTLER. The Constitution requires this, anyway.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 7

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 274, nays 136,

not voting 17, as follows:

Alexander
Anderson
Anthony
iustin

res
Bzcha rach
B

ar

Barni'fgrt
Beakes

YEAB—2T74.
Brumbaugh Connelly, Kans.
Burroughs Cooper, Ohio
Butler = Eon}aer, Wis,

yrns, Tenn, ople;
Caldwell Costello
Campbell, Kans ox
Campbell, Pa Cramton

annon Crosser
Cantrili Currie, Mich
Caraway Dale, N
Carew Dale, Vit
Carter, Mass, Darrow
Carter, Okla. Davidson
t‘hnndier, N.¥X, Davis
Chandler, Okla, Decker
Church Dempsey
Clark, Pa. Denison
Classon Denton
Connally, Tex, Dickinson

DIl
Dillon
Dixon
Doolin,
Daoolittle
Dowell
Drane
Dyer
Eagan
Edmonds
Elliott
Ellsworth
Elston
Emerson
Esch

Evans
Fairchild, B. L.
Fairfield -

arr

Ferris
Fess
Fields
Fisher
Flyun
Fordney
Foss
Foster
Francis
Frear

Fuller, 111
Fuller, Mass,
Gallagher
Gallivan
Gandy
Garrett, Tex,
Glynn

Goodall

Goodwin, Ark.

Graham, I11.

3reeu, Iowa
regg

Griest

Hadley

Hamill

Hamilton, Mich,

Hamilten, N, Y,

Hamlin

Haskell

Hastings

Haugen

Hawley

Hayden

Inf'ea

Helvering

Hensley

Hersey

Hicks

Hilliard

Hollin,

Huste

Hutchingon

Igoe

Jacoway

James

Johnson, K;'

Johnson, Wash,

worth

Almon
Ashbrook

Aswell .

Bankhead
Bell

Black
Blackmon
Brand
Browning
Buchanan
Burnett
Byrnes, 8. C.
Candler, Miss,
Carlin

Clark, Fla, -

Clay 1
Coa{f;oo
Collier

Crago
l',‘rlh?
Dalllnger
Dent
Dewalt
Dies
Dominick
Doremus
Doughton
Dupré
Eagle
Estopinal
Flood
Focht
Gard
Garland
Capatick
Cary
Cooper, W. Va,

Curry, Cal,
Drukker

Jones, Tex, Nelson
Juul Nichols, Mich,
Kahn Nolan
Keatin Norton
Eelley, Mich, Oldfield
Kelly, Pa. Oliver, N. Y.
Kennedy, Jowa  Osborne
Kennedy, R, L O’'Shaunessy
Kettner Parker, N, Y.
Kiess, Pa, Peters
King Phelan
Kinkald Platt
Knutson Porter
Kraus Powers
La Follette Pratt
Lavpgle Purnell
Lea, Cal. Rainey
Lehlbach ker
Lenroot Ramseyer
Linthicum Randall

ttle Rankin
Littlepage Reavis
Lobeck Robbing
London Roberts
Lundeen Rodenberg
Lunn Rogers
McAndrews Romjue
MeArthur Rose
McClintie Rowe
MceCormick Rowland
MecCulloch ‘Rubey

cPadden Rucker
McKenzie Russell
McKeown Sabath
McKinle Banders, Ind,
Mcl.augglln. Mich.Sanford
Madden Schall
Magee Scott, Towa
Maher Beo!t, Mich,
Mann Beott, Pa,
Mapes Scully
Mason Sedars
Mays Sells
Merritt Shackleford
Miller, Minn, Shallenberger
Mondell Sherwood
i{oores, Ind. g}:amiae

organ egel
Mott Bims
Neely SBinnott

NAYS—136.

Garner Loever
Garrett, Tenn, Lonergan
Gillett Longworth
Glass Lufkin
Godwin, N. C, McLaughlin, Pa,
Gordon McLemore
Gould Mansfield
Gray, Ala, Martin
Gray, N. J. Meeker
Greene, Mass, Montague
Greene, Vt. Moon
Hard Moore, Pa.
Harrison, Miss. Morin .
Harrlson, Va. Mudd
Heaton Nicholls, 8. C.
Hetlin Oliver, Ala.
Helm Olney
Houston Overmyer
Howard Overstreet
Huddleston Paige
Hull, Towa Park
Hull, Tenn, Parker, N. T,
Humphreys Polk
Jones, Va, Pou
Kearns Price
Ilzehug u}!r;d :

ey, Ohio ale
Kincheloe Ramsey
Kitehin Rayburn
Kreider Riordan
Larsen Robinson
Lazaro Rouse
Lee, Ga. Banders, La.
Lesher Banders, N, Y.

NOT VOTING—IT.

Dunn

i Hood
Fairchild, G. W, Ireland

raham, Pa.
Heintz
Holland

Johnson, 8. Dak,

LaGuardia
Miller, Wash,

Slemp

Sloan

Smith, Idaho
Smith, Mich,
Smith, C. B,
Smith, T. ¥,
Enell

Enyder
Eteenerson
Stephens, Nebr,
Sterling, TIL
Sterling, Pa.
Stiness
Strong
Sullivan

Taylor, Ark.
Taylor, Colo.
Temple
Templeton
Thomas
Thompson
Tillman
Timberiake
Towner
Treadway
Van Dyke
Vare
Vestal
Volstead
Waldow
Walton
Ward
Wason
Weaver
Welling
Wheeler

Young, N.
Zihlman

Baunders, Va.
Sherley
Sisson
Slayden
Bmall
Snook
Stafford
Steagall
Stedman
Steele
Btephens, Miss.
Stevenson
'!'I:“wltxer

ague
Tuﬂlott
Tilzon
Tinkham
Venable
Vinson
Yolgt
Walker
Walsh
Watkins
Watson, Pa.
Watson, Va.
Webb
Welt,
Whaley
White, Ohio
Wilson, La.
Wilson, Tex.
Winslow
Wise

Young, Tex.

Padgett

So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the joint
resolution was passed.
The Clerk announced the following pairs:
Mr. George W. FarrcHirp and Mr. Reep (for) with Mr, Duns

(against).

Mr. Ireranp and Mr, LaGuarnia (for) with Mr. Papcerr

(against).

Mr. Cugrry of California and Mr. Mirrer of Washington (for)
with Mr. HoLLanp (against).
Mr. Jouxson of South Dakota (for) with Mr. Coorne of West
YVirginia (against).
Mr. GRAY of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, my colleague Mr.
DRUKKER, of New Jersey, absent on account of illuess, had
he been present would have voted “ nay.”
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Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. IRELAND, is

absent on account of being in a railroad wreck, If he had been
present, he would have voted “ yea.”
Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote “nay.”

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall, listening?

Mr. DOMINICK, Yes; I vote “nay.”

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, a parlamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. AUSTIN. Does not the gentleman have to answer the
question that he was in the Hall listening when his name was
called?

The SPEAKER. Yes.

Mr. AUSTIN. I ask that the question be put fo him in that
shape.

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, the gentle-
man has made some inguiry as to my vote. I would state that
I was in the Hall when the second roll call was ealled, and my
name was not ealled at the proper time when it should have been
called.

Mr. AUSTIN. I neard the gentleman's name called, Mr.
Speaker. I ask that this question be put to him: “Was he
listening at the time his name was called?”

Mr. DOMINICK. I was sitting by Congréssman Levir at
the time, and I was listening, and my name was not called, the
gentleman’s statement fo the contrary notwithstanding.

Mr. AUSTIN. I say his name was called. I heard it.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, he qualifies. ~

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will all keep still until the
Speaker can rule. The gentleman brings himself within the
rule. [Applause.]

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote “aye.”

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall listening?

Mr. RUSSELL, I was. I thought I voted on the first roll call.
It may be that I am not recorded.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will look and see. The gentle-
man is not recorded.

- Mr. RUSSELL. I was in the Hall.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman state that he was in
the Hall listening when his name was called and failed to hear
it, or does he state that he voted?

Mr. RUSSELL. I thought I voted on the first roll eall,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name.

The Clerk called the name of Mr. RussewLr, and he voted
a“ aye."

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mpr. Speaker, I ask for a re-
capitulation of this vote. It is exceedingly close.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia demands a
recapitulation of the vote, and the Clerk will recapitulate it.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is that a matter of right for
any Member to demand it?

The SPEAKER. It is a matter of right. It has been fought
out here a number of times. ' It is in the discretion of the
Speaker, but nevertheless and notwithstanding when any man
demands a recapitulation he ought to have if.

Mr. AUSTIN, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. AUSTIN. Will the gentlemen have the right to change
their votes on recapitulation or cast their votes according to the
original roll call?

The SPEAKER. It will simply be as the lists show. Mem-
bers will please be seated. There is no sense in recapitulating
the vote unless Members can hear,

The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 5

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, how was my name called?

The SPEAKER. Mr, Caruiw voted in the negative,

The result was announced as above recorded.

Mr. RAKER. Mr, Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote and
to lay that metion on the table.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, I object, Mr. Speaker,

Mr. RAKER. I make the motion, Mr. Speaker, to reconsider
the vote and to lay that meotion on the table.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman can not make
that motion. The gentleman can move to reconsider, but he ean
not move to lay on the table.

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the point of
order made by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARgeTT].
glsle gentleman from California [Mr. RAEKER] moves to recon-

er

Mr. RAKER. And lay that motion on the table.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. No.

The SPEAKER. You ecan not.

Mr, FOSTER. I move to lay that motion on the table.

The SPEAKER. “The gentleman from Illinois moves to lay
the motion to reconsider on the table. The question is on
agreeing to that motion.

The motion was agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. KITCHIN, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn. .

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at T o'clock and 12
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday,
January 11, 1918, at 12 o'clock noon,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’'s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
statement showing the number of employees of the Bureau of
Engraving and Printing whose compensation is paid from:
“Compensation of employees™ as carried in the sundry ecivil
bill, but detailed for duty in connection with eclerical work of
the bureau (H. Doc. No. T80) ; to the Commlttee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be prmted.

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting.
tentative draft of a bill for the relief of certain pay officers of

'the United States Navy (H. Doc. No. 781) ; to the Committee on’

Claims and ordered to be printed.

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
certain estimates, for inclusion in the urgent deficiency appro-
priation bill. for post office and courthouse at Harrisburg, Pa.,
and bridge at Nogales, Ariz. (H. Doec. No. 782) ; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting:
report of expenditures by the Alaskan Engineering Commission
from its appropriation for “ Construction and operation of rail-
roads in Alaska ” to October 31, 1917 (H. Doec. No. 783) ; to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under claunse 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials
wer2 introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr, DOOLITTLE : A bill (H. R. 8558) providing increased
pensions for honorably discharged persons in the military or
naval service of the United States during the Civil War; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Abill (H. R. 8559) to increase the mem-
bership of the visiting committee of the Bureau of Standards:
from 5 to 10 members; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights,
and Measures,

Also, a bill (H. R. 8560) fo amend an act entitled “An act to
increase the pensions of widows, minor ehildren, ete., of deceased
soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, the War with Mexico,
the various Indian wars, etec,, and to grant a pension to certain
widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil
War,” approved April 19, 1908, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8561) for the relief of eertain
lhomestead and desert-land entrymen; te the Committee on
Publie Lands.

By Mr. CARY : A bill (H. R. 8562) to increase the compensa-
tion of bookbinders in the Government Printing Office; to the
Committee on Printing.

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 8563) to amend the homestead
laws in its application to Alaska, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8564) to provide for the abolition of the
80-rod reserved shore spaces between claims on shore waters in
Alaska ; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R, 8565) providing for the licensing
of owners of privately owned automobiles run and operated by
hired chauffeurs, fixing penalties, etc.; to the Committee on the
Judiciary. .

By Mr. VARE: A blll (H. R. 8566) authorizing and directing
the Secretary of the Navy to erect at the entrance to the Phila-
delphia Navy Yard a suitable gateway and accompanying build-
ings; to the Committee on Appropriations. -

By Mr, SWIFT: A bill (H. R. 8624) extending the time for the
filing of income-tax returns; to the Committee on Ways and
Means. :

By Mr. BURNETT : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 212) author-
izing the readmission to the United States of resident aliens:
applying therefor after having been enlisted or conscripted for




e e e e T i B S e M e R o i i e s

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

812

JANUARY 10,

the military service of the United States or of one of the na-
tions cobelligerents of the United States; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 8367) granting an in-
crease of pension to Lewis F. Aunspaugh; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 8568) granting an increase of pension to
Alexander Bumpus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8369) granting a pension to Catherine
Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8570) granting a pension to Martin Ran-
dles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. BACHARACH : A bill (H. R. 8571) granfing a pension
to Clem Bolan; fo the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 8572) granting a pension to
Franklin A. Peters; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 8573) granting an in-
crease of pension to Catharine M. Cunningham; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8574) granting a pension to Helen Larsen;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8575) granting
an increase of pension to John Whitney: to the Committee on
Invalid Penslons.

By Mr. DECKER: A bill (H. R. 8576) granting a pension to
Margaret Mitchell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8577) for the relief of
Sarah J. Ireland; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 8578) granting a pension to
William Leishing; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 8579) granting a pension to
Emma K. Brockman ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 8580) granting a pension to
Robert Leigh Morris; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8381)
granting an increase of pension to Charles Stackhouse; fo the
Committee on Invalid Pensions. :

By Mr. GREEN of Towa: A bill (H. R. 8582) granting a pen-
sion to Peter McLaughlin; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R. 8583) granting a pension to Henry R.
Riner; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8584) granting a pension to Mary E. Mott ;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 8585) granting a pension to
Eugene V. Wagner ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8586) granting a
pension to Joseph L. McLean; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 8587) granting a pension to 8. C. Broden;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8588) granting a pension to William
Daugherty ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LEA of Californin: A bill (H. R. 8589) granting a
pension to Genevra M. Lamb; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. LONGWORTH : A bill (H. R. 8590) granting an in-
crease of pension to Willinm Schneider; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8591) granting an increase of pension to
William C. Runyan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. It. 8592) granting a pension to Dalbert Gray;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 8593) granting an increase
of pension to Joshua Westbrook; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8594) granting a pension to Cornelius J.
Ryan; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8595) to correct the military record of Eli
F. Westfall; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H. R. 8596) granting a pension to
Nicholas Long; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ROSE: A bill (H. R. 8597) granting an increase of
pension to Albert Cunningham; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 8598) granting an increase of pension to
Albert Cunningham ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. I&. 8599) granting an increase
of pension to William Way; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 8600) granting a pension to Calyvin H.
Klapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 8601) granting a pension to August Lehn :
to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. SCOTT of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8602) granting an in-
crease of pension to James Moban; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. :

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 8603) granting a pension to
Arthur D. Warden ; to the Committee on Pensions, .

Also, a bill (H. R. 8604) granting a pension to Luey C. Range;
to the Committee on Pensions, :

Also, a bill (H. R. 8605) granting a pension to John Alford:
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H, R, 8606) granting a
pension to Burton Cure; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R, S607) granting an in-
crease of pension to George H. Richardson; to the-Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi: A bill (H, R. 8608) to
credit the accounts of certain officers of the Engineer Depart-
ment ; to the Committee on Claims. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 8609) providing for the payment of certain
claims arising under the Engineer Department for services,
losses, damages, etc.; to the Committee on Claims, -

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 8610) granting a pension to
Elizabeth Messer; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 8611) for the
relief of the heirs of Lot Quinn, deceased; to the Commitfee on
War Claims., - :

Also, a bill (H. R. 8612) for the relief of S. Reamey: to the
Committee on War Claims. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 8618) for the relief of Jennie Bell Cox,
Robert Isaac Clegg, and Thomas Neel Clegg, children and only
heirs of Thomas Watts Clegg, deceased; to the Committee on
War Claims. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 8614) for the relief of the heirs of Abraham
Elrod ; to the Commitiee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8615) for the relief of the heirs of Nathan
Pumphrey ; to the Committee on War Claims. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 8616) for the relief of the legal representa-
tives of Jennie Hunter, deceased; to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8617) for the relief of the legal representa-
tives of Stephen Courtney, deceased; to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8618) for the relief of Mrs, M. A. Hibbard ;-
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8619) for the relief of the legal representa-
tives of Archer Hays, deceased; to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8620) for the relief of the legal representa-
tives of J. H. Moseby, deceased; to the Committee on War
Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 8621) granting a pension to G. W. Gran-
berry, sr.; to the Committee on Pensions, !

By Mr. TINKHAM : A bill (H. R. 8622) granting an increase
of pension to Ebenezer F. Spaulding; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. SWIFT: A bill (H. R. 8623) for the rellef of Henry
Schmidt ; to the Commitiee on Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. CARY: Petition of Ada L. James, and of the Mil-
waukee Federated Trades Council, representing 80,000 trade-
unionists, urging the submission of the Federal suffrage amend-
ment ; to the Committee on Woman Suffragze.

Also, a resolution of the Wisconsin Teachers' Association
(7,000 strong), urging Congress to submit and secure the
passage of the Susan B. Anthony amendment; to the Com-
mittee on Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. CLARK of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Erile
County, Pa., favoring Federal suffrage; to the Committee on
Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. ELSTON: Memorial of Hayward Veterans’ League,
Hayward, Cal., indorsing increase in pension allowance to
veterang of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. FESS: Evidence to accompany House hill 3591, grant-
ing an increase of pension to Matthew Stamets; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Springfield, Ohio, favoring
passage of House bill 5410, the purple cross bill; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,




1918.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

813

By Mr..FULLER of Illinois: Petitions of the Nineteenth Cen-
tury Club, of Oak Park, Ill.,, and the De Kalb (Ill.) Woman’s
Club, favoring the Federal suﬂrage amendment; to the Commit-
tee on Woman Suffrage.

Also, memorial of the National Council of Women, United
States of America, favoring the Federal suffrage amendment; to
the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

Also, memorial of the Delaware Association Opposed to Woman
Suffrage, against the adoption of the Federal suffrage amend-
ment ; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. GOOD: Petition of citizens of Marshall County, Iowa,
in favor of equal suffrage; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. HASTINGS : Memorial of the Civil War revenue cot-
ton-tax claimants; to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. HAYES: Resolutions of Fred Steele Post, No. 70, San
Lauis Obispo, Cal.; of Sheridan-Dix Post, No. 7, San Jose, Cal.;
of R. L. McCook Post, No. 26, Grand Army of the Republie, Wat-
sonville, Cal.; and of E. O, C. Ord Post, No. 82, Los Gatos, Cal.,
all urging an increase of pensions to all Civil War veterans; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HILLIARD: Telegram from Womans' Council of
Defense for Colorado, by Mary Turner Pope, its corresponding
secretary, urging the adoption of the national suffrage amend-
ment; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage,

Also, petition of Margaret Long, Mr. and Mrs, W. H. Huff,
Mr, and Mrs. R. F. Feagans, Mr. and Mrs. H. B. Dinwiddie, Mr.
and Mrs, S. B, Strong, Mr. and Mrs. V. N. Vaile, Col. and Mrs.
Edward Verdeckberg, Mr, and Mrs. Ready Kehehan, Mrs. Mary
Montgomery, Rabbi W. 8. Friedman, Mrs. Ray David, Mrs.
E. W. Burris, Mrs. Mildred L. Thomas, Mrs, C. 8. Keys, Lewis
Searing, Lucia Hadley, Mrs. Lizzie Forrester, Mrs. Frances
Walden, Mr. and Mrs. W. H. Malone, Mabel C. Haynes, Mrs.
George Miller, George E. Nightingale, Frank E. Shephard, Ida
Hands, Augusta Rothwell, Mr. and Mrs, George Campion, Mr.
and Mrs. A. A. Boyd, Mrs. Fred Kerns, Mrs. Mattie O. Peoler,
Mabel Forrester, Leilia Kinney, John W. Watson, J. G. Scott,
Dora Phelps, Beull Jean Gale, Mrs. Agnes Bishop, Mrs. Florence
Mack, Mrs. Dewey Bailey, Sen. Agnes C. Riddle, W. W. Tor-
rence, Frank Kratke, Helen T, Miller, Eleanor Lawney, Marga-
ret Conway, Fannie Dore, Florence Green, Kate Russell, John L.
Russell, Annie Raglan Randall, Mr. and Mrs. J. J. Flint, Ira
Dunklee, Nona L. Broiks, Ida J. Booth, Mrs. R. W. Speer, E, L.
Doyce, Clarence Hawkins, Samuel D. Nicholson, Mr. and Mrs.
W. A. Bennett, Laura C. Holtschneider, Clara Mosser, Charles
E. Tibbits, Mr. and Mrs. J. Nolan, Mr. and Mrs. Charles H.
Leckenby, Mrs. Gertrude Lee, Alice B, Clark, Mrs, J, H. Teller,
Mr. and Mrs., Cecil Rothwell, Theodosia B. Raines, Mr. and
Mrs. W. W. Barnett, and Mr. and Mrs. Chalmers Hadley, all of
Denver, Colo.,, favoring the submission of the suffrage amend-
ment by this session of Congress; to the Committee on Woman
Suffrage.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petition of J. E. C. Colt,
of Bristol, R, L, urging passage of Federal amendment for
woman suffrage; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

Also, petition of Mary B. Anthony, Elizabeth G. Hale, E. B.
Hale, Ruth A. Haskell, Frank Cale, E. C. Hodge, Alice A. Dag-

gett, Martha B. Willson, Harriet I. Roworth, Katherine John- :

-son, Lucia K. Whitman, Louise C. Wheaton, Katherine H. Aus-
tin, Amey L. Wilson, Mary Schofield, Mrs. Anne L. Willson,
Mary E. Carpenter, all of Providence, in the State of Rhode
Island, favoring passage of Federal amendment for woman suf-
frage; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage,

Also, petition of Woman’s branch of the Socialist Party of
Rhode Island, favoring passage of Federal amendment for
woman suffrage; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

Also, petition of Mary 8. Packard, of Centerdale, R. 1., favor-
ing passage of Federal amendment for woman suffrage; to the
Committee on Woman Suffrage.

Also, resolution of Smithfield (R. I.) Equal Suffrage League,
urging passage of Federal amendment for woman suffrage; to
the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

Also, petition of J. F. Archibald, of Providence, R. 1., urging
passage of Federal amendment for woman suffrage; to the Com-
ittee on Woman Suffrage,

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union
of Rhode Island, favoring passage of Federal amendment for
woman suffrage; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. LINTHICUM : Letters and telegrams from 18 men
and women of Maryland, urging a favorable vote on the Fed-
?ral suffrage amendment; to the Committee on Woman Suf-
Tage.

Also, letters and telegrams from four men and women of the
State of Maryland, protesting against the suffrage amend-
ment; to the Commitiee on Woman Suffrage,

LVI—562

Also, petition of Guy M. Eytings, requesting support for the
Chamberlain bill for universal military tmintng, to the: Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LUNDEEN: Petition of a group of college alumme,
by AMrs. Bertha C. Moeller, secretary of the Woman’s Party of
Minnesota, urging the passage of the Susan B. Anthony amend-
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution of the City Council of Minneapolis, Minmn.,
requesting Congress to enact a law providing for the punish-
ment of those found guilty of impeding or interfering with the
United States Government in the prosecution of the war; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Electric Short Line Railway Co., D. E. K.
Hunter, general manager, Minneapolis, Minn., urging govern-
mental action for the relief of intrastate railroads; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate Commerce.

By Mr. MAHER : Resolutions of the Bronx Board of Trade
and of the Board of Aldermen of the City of New York, protest-
ing against the discontinuance of the pneumatic-tube mail sery-
}f{:e Eill] that city; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

oads.

Also, resolutions of the American Federation of Labor, pro-
testing against the excessive rates for second-class matter in the
war-revenue law, and recommending that the law be amended by
eliminating that section; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Publie Roads.

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY : Petition of E. B. Hale and 16 other
citizens of Providence, R. I, favoring the Federal suffrage
amendment ; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

Also, a resolution by the Newport County Equal Suffrage
League, urging a vote in favor of the suffrage amendment; to
the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. STEENERSON : Petition of the Towle Maple Prod-
ucts Co., St. Paul, Minn,, urging bill for the payment of Fed-
eral taxes in installments; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of George N, Morgan Post, No. 4, Department of
Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republie, Minneapolis, Minn.,
favoring bill increasing pensions of old soldiers; to the Coms=
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TILSON : Petition of sundry citizens of New Haven
County, Conn., favoring the submission of the Federal suffrage
amendment to the States; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

Also, a petition of Ellen Strong Bartlett and others, protesting
against the adoption of the woman-suffrage amendment; to the
Committee on Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE : Resolutions of the City Council of
Colorado Springs, Colo., favoring the suffrage amendment; to
the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

Also, resolution of the City Federation, representing 300
women of Colorado Springs, Colo., favoring the Federal suffrage
amendment ; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

By Mr. WATSON of Virginia: Petition of sundry citizens of
Mecklenburg County, Va,, in favor of the woman suffrage con-
stitutional amendment; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage,

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Petersburg, Va., favoring
the Federal suflrage amendment; to the Committee on Woman
Suffrage.

SENATE.
Frivay, January 11, 1918.

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, we bless Thee for the assurance of Thy pres- .
ence with us as a nation and Thy guidance—an assurance that
keeps us calm under provoecation such as never before tried a
nation in the history of the world. We pray that Thou wilt
still abide with us with the constant ministry of Thy Spirit,
and while our spirits are unconquerable and we move forward
in the midst of the conflict of the world yet may there be calm
and peace in our hearts because of our oneness of life and pur-
pose with Thee. Guide us this day in the discharge of our
duties. For Christ’'s sake. Amen.

MESBAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed
a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 200) proposing an amendment to
the Constitution of the United States extending the right of suf-
gmge to women, in which it requested the concurrence of the

enate,
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