
SENATE No. 36.

At the Annual Meeting of the Massachusetts Woman Suf-
frage Association, held in Boston on Tuesday, January 24,
1871, the following memorial was presented by Mr. W. S.
Robinson, of Malden, in behalf of a Committee of the Associa-
tion consisting of Mrs. Julia Ward Howe, Mr. Robinson and
Mr. F. B. Sanborn, and it was ordered that the same be
adopted as the memorial of the Association, and presented to
the legislature.

LUCY STONE, President.
CHARLES K. WHIPPLE, Secretary.
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To the Honorable Senate and House ofRepresentatives

In 1780, and again in 1820, the voters of this Commonwealth,
in framing or revising their Constitution, provided that only
male persons or citizens should exercise the right of suffrage.
Within the fifty years which have elapsed since the first revis-
ion of the Constitution, numerous changes have been made in
it. Sixteen articles of amendment have been submitted to the
people and adopted. And in 1853, a general revision was
attempted, which failed of ratification by only a few thousand
votes. During the last fifty years the statutes have been twice
revised, and numberless changes and improvements made. The
laws which relate to women have been in a great many respects
altered and improved. Could the members of the Convention
of 1780 or of the Convention of 1820 revisit the scenes of their
labors, they would probably be quite as much grieved and
astonished at the innovations upon the statute law of their own
time, as if the progress of reform had gone still further and had
uprooted the unreasonable restriction which they imposed upon
the exercise of the right of suffrage. They omitted to place in
the Constitution anything to prohibit women from holding
office; no doubt supposing that the general rule that officers
are to be chosen from the body of electors would hold good for-
ever ; but this rule has been broken over by legislative enact-
ment, as well as by custom. Women now hold the office of
member of the school committee ; and by executive appoint-
ment, ordered by statute, they serve upon some of the boards
of advice and control of our public charitable institutions. We
cannot doubt that some of these eminent statesmen would
accept the situation at once, and would assent to the manifest
logical result to be deduced from the facts of the' case, viz.: a
change in the fundamental law,which shall make it conform to
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the progress of society and the needs of the people. Massachu-
setts is a humane and progressive State. Its legislature seldom
fails, when glaring and flagrant cases of injustice occur, to apply
a general or special remedy. And there is no limit to the zeal
with which her people pursue reforms in matters of education,
personal freedom and public charities when the need of reform
is brought directly to their notice. Thus far, however, the men
who have been so humane and so zealously progressive, have
resolved that they will adhere to the traditions and the laws of
fifty and ninety years ago, and will not permit women to par-
ticipate in public affairs so far as voting is concerned. Women
may hold office ; they are invited and expected to attend politi-
cal meetings; their patriotism is invoked in war and in every
grave political crisis; they may make the songs and embroider
the banners, and even enjoy the banquets held in honor of
victory ; but they shall have no other part in the struggle. It
is almost needless to say that this denial is to-day a much
greater hardship than it was in 1820 or 1780. Every day makes
women better qualified for taking part in public affairs ; con-
sequently every day increases their sense of the grievance under
which they suffer in being deprived of the opportunity to do so ;

and every day increases the loss which accrues to the State and
society from the refusal to accept the services of a class daily
growing more and more fit for political action.

We do not intend, in this memorial, to discuss the question
whether women have or have not been deprived of any natural
or unalienable right by this persistent refusal to grant them the
right of suffrage. We hold that the progress of events, to
which we have adverted, answers that question. All the ameli-
orations of our statute law favorable to women, and especially
the fact that women are now, without objection and with legis-
lative consent, elected and appointed to office, have tended to
overthrow the notion on which the restriction of the suffrage is
based, —that women are inferior to men in natural right: in-
ferior to that extent that their
in framing or carrying on the
1780 were consistent in denying
for they also kept her from h

consent is not to be asked
government. The men of
to woman the right to vote,
tiding office, and they sub-

jected her, in respect to her property and her children, to the
rigors of the common law, under which women had few if any
rights except those which humanity conceded. Silently, in
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respect to customs and statutes, the theory of inequality and
subjection has given way. Pew men, if any, will argue the
proposition in favor of the ancient theories. Our request, there-
fore, is based upon the actual condition of public opinion, which
acknowledges the equality of right, whether the right be styled
natural or conventional. It is based upon the manifest and
continual progress which women have made, in spite of all
obstacles, in knowledge of public affairs and in capacity for
participating in them. The change we ask for is sometimes
said to be a revolution, and a dangerous one ; but in the point
of view we have just now tried to illustrate, the revolution has
been progressing for many years as far as regards statutes, and
for centuries as far as regards customs, and is so gradual that
it can hardly by possibility be dangerous. It is in a line with
the progress of legislation and society ; it is what almost all
people are expecting eventually to take place ; it is peaceful;
and when it comes it will find institutions and laws beforehand
adjusted to it; and there is no excuse whatever for the fears
of the timid or the shuddering dread of the ultra conservative.

We ask leave to remind the legislature of the general fact
that the restrictions imposed updn the suffrage in 1780 and
maintained up to 1820 have nearly all been done away with, as
regards men. When John Adams and his associates placed
in the Constitution the provision that “ every male per.
son * * * having a freehold estate of the annual income of
three pounds, or any estate of the value of sixty pounds, shall
have a right to vote in the choice of representatives,” they
doubtless supposed that the words describing the property
qualification would last as long as the word describing the
qualification of sex. Yet the property qualification for voters
lasted only forty years, and twenty years later the freehold
qualification for the general court was abolished. During the
period from 1855 to 1860, what is known as the “ two years’
amendment ” was adopted, being a restriction on the voting of
naturalized men ; but this was annulled in 1868, and there is
now before your bodies a proposition to annul the educational
restriction adopted in 1857. We regard these changes, which
are in one direction, as evidence, not specially that the strong
are grasping power for themselves at the expense of the weak,
but taken in connection with the enlargement of the suffrage
over the whole country, as evidence of the spread of the doc*
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trine, based as we believe on experience and justified by events,
that under a government theoretically democratic, the widest
extension of the suffrage is the safest policy. No man nor class
has here a “ stake in the country ” more than another man or
another class, and consequently no man nor class should have
greater political power than another man or class. The supe-
rior influence which intellectual capacity, social position, or
wealth, gives, affords sufficient advantage without framing laws
for the exclusion of persons of inferior education, wealth or
position. The country has stood and will stand all the strains
which were prophesied from the influx of foreigners or the
admission of negroes to citizenship. Inexperience has not
wrecked the ship of state; nor has corruption scuttled it and
made way with its cargo. The country, and the institutions of
democracy, and the popular theory of government have been
saved by the men who have been trusted under them; saved,
too, by the men who have been trusted with the right of suf.
frage since the original constitutional restrictions on the suffrage
were removed. What reason is there for supposing that the
experiment of intrusting women with the suffrage will have
any disastrous result ?

If it pleases the legislature to undertake to reverse what
seems to us the obvious tendency of the times, and to restore
some of the restrictions upon the suffrage, our argument is by
no means impaired. If yomreturn to the property and freehold
qualifications, we ask that women who have property and free-
hold, and pay taxes, shall vote with the men of property and
the men who pay taxes. If you retain the educational test, the
teachers of your children have no objection, provided you admit
them on equal terms. We ask only for equality of right. We
object to the restriction on account of sex, because it is the most
unreasonable of all imaginable restrictions. The property quali-
fication may be justified by the theory that, in general, men
who are capable of earning and saving money are abler admin-
istrators of public affairs than those who fail thus to obtain a
competence. The educational test may be justified on the
ground that it stimulates a desire for knowledge, and is in some
degree an indication of fitness for government. Color had some-
thing, in comparison with this, to recommend it, for color was
the badge, in one section, of servitude, and in the other of
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inferiority of opportunity and
country are born and bred in
men ; they have equal natur
same schools; worship in the

position. But the women of the
the same condition of life as the
al capacities; are taught in the
same churches; attend the same

public meetings ; rejoice in the same victories, and deplore the
same defeats as the men. Every year witnesses their advance
to higher educational and business positions; every year sees
them more and more on an equality with men in all the affairs
of life. There will not he much longer any justification or
apology for excluding them from equal political rights.

We would treat with all due respect the arguments on which
the opposition to this claim in behalf of woman is based. But
we are stating the case affirmatively, and are not now answer-
ing objections. We so far depart from this purpose, however,
as to notice the objections made in 1778 and 1780, for they are
substantially the groundwork ofall this long continued denial;
and if we are able to show that the ground taken by the fram-
ers of the Constitution always was untenable, and in the lapse
of years has become almost unworthy of consideration or re-
ply, we shall have fulfilled our purpose in this respect. Per-
haps the ground on which the suffrage was based in Massachu-
setts by the original Constitution, is nowhere better stated than
by Theophilus Parsons, afterwards Chief Justice, in the famous
pamphlet called “ The Essex Result.” “ Every freeman who
hath sufficient discretion,” said Parsons, “ should have a voice
in the election of his legislators. To speak with precision, in
every free State where the power of legislation is lodged in the
hands of one or more bodies of representatives, elected for that
purpose, the person of every member of the Slate, and all the
properly in it, ought to be represented, because they abb ob-
jects op legislation.” Here is the general principle. Now let
us see what are the limitations. “ All the members of the
State are qualified to make the election unless they have not
sufficient discretion, or are so situated as to have no will of
their own ; persons not twenty-one years old are deemed of the
former class, from their want of years and experience. The
municipal law of this country will not trust them with the dis-
position of their lands, and consigns them to the care of their
parents or guardians. Women, what age soever they are of,
are also considered as not having a sufficiently acquired discre-
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tion ; not from a deficiency in their mental powers, but from
the natural tenderness and delicacy of their minds, their re-
tired mode of life, and various domestic duties. These concur-
ring, prevent that promiscuous intercourse with the world
which is necessary to qualify them for electors. Slaves are of
the latter class and have no wills.” The general principle is
that persons and property, being objects of legislation, all per-
sons and all property should be represented. But here came
in certain arbitrary rules as to “ discretion,” to modify and limit
the principle. What “discretion” meant in 1778, when the
“ Essex Result ” was written, and in 1780, when the Constitu-
tion was made, we have already seen. It meant “an estate
of the value of sixty pounds.” In 1820 it meant, simply,
enough property to pay a State or county tax within two years
of the time of voting, or shrewdness enough to get the tax paid
by others; and it means the same in 1870. Minors now, as in
1780, are excluded by common consent, because it is necessary
to fix some period as the age of discretion, and common con-
sent has arbitrarily fixed this age. Women came next, and
were excluded, not from a deficiency of mental powers—equal-
ity here was conceded—but for a reason which satisfied the
men who invented it, and which, however well grounded under
the statutes and customs of ninety years ago, has but little if
any force now. Women own and manage property, and prop-
erty is the one great “ object of legislation ” here and every-
where ; now, even more than in Parsons’s day ; women pay

‘ discretion” adopted in 1820.taxes, and this is the test of
They are neither paupers, idiots
color or race here or anywher
mit us to suggest that tendern

lunatics, nor of any proscribed
And the legislature will per-

s and delicacy of mind, a re-
tired mode of life and the pursuit of domestic duties are not
proper reasons for excluding women from the suffrage, at least
unless men of tenderness and delicacy, of retired modes of life
and of domestic habits, are also excluded. This reason, after
all, resolved itself, in 1778, into the reason given for the ex-
clusion of minors—the general consent of the men. But with-
out going into the question whether the general consent of the
men was then a conclusion of the question, we must remind
the legislature that although the general consent might proba-
bly be safely assumed in 1778, it cannot be assumed in 1871;
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although the general consent of all persons, men and women,
as to the proper age of a voter remains unimpaired to this very
year. We cannot doubt then that if Parsons were here to
revise his “ Result,” in the light of the events of the last ninety
years, he would no more recommend an adherence to the
restriction on account of sex, than he would recommend a
return to the qualification of property.

We ask the legislature at its present session to propose an
amendment of the Constitution, placing women on an equality
with men with respect to the right of suffrage. And we desire
to be heard before the committee to which this memorial shall
he referred, in defence of the positions we assume, and in
answer to all objections which may be made. We suppose, in
point of fact, that all the objections to our position will finally
resolve themselves into the question of Will on the part of the
voting class; the will of the voters, based on their own arbi-
trary rule as to “ discretion.” If there be any arguments
against our petition beyond that stated by Parsons in 1778,
however, we desire to hear and to meet them. We will not
refuse even to listen to and debate the plea which is sometimes
put in, that the law of suffrage should not be changed because
certain women do not wish to vote, and have even petitioned
that they may not be allowed to do so. We have read in the
newspapers and the reviews loud complaints that men of studi-
ous and retiring dispositions are too much averse to mixing in
the political controversies of the day ; and that men of wealth
and wide business connections neglect their political duties,
manifestly to the injury of public affairs, thus left to the con-
trol of “ professional politicians.” How well grounded this
complaint may be we do not undertake to say. But we re-
spectfully ask that the women of this Commonwealth who are
willing to take their fair share of public business, shall not be
prohibited from doing so on account of the unwillingness of the
wealthy, the sentimental or the ignorant of their own sex. To
take this ground would be as unwise as to prohibit all men
from voting because wealthy, sentimental or ignorant men
neglect their duty.

All of which is respectfully submitted.


