Review of Reviews: September, 1910

A WOMAN’S VIEW OF
THE SUFFRAGE MOVEMENT

N the recent discussion of woman sufirage
in this country the objections fo the
proposition that have been urged by women
have been, perhaps, quite as numerous as, and
in many instances morc Jjorctble than, the
objections urged by men. In beginning an
article en the subject in the Adantic Monthly
for September, Miss Molly Elliot Seawell de-
plores the “superficial and inadequate man-
ner in which the matter has been discussed
on both sides.” She complains that the suf-
fragists show in their spoken and published
utterances that they have little knowledge of
the fundamentals of government or the real
meaning of suflfrage. In thetr treatment of
the subject they hopelessly confuse politi-
cal, philanthropic, socialistic, and economic
questions, nor do they seem able to discern
between objects of national and those of State
and municipal regulation.

On the other hand, this writer admits that
the objectors to woman suffrage have not
always given logical or practical reasons
against 1t. Both sides make the mistake of
assuming that the revolution will be over
when 2 woman can walk up to the polling
booth and deposit a ballot in the box. It is
at this point, however, according to Miss
Seawell, that the revolution will begin. The
experience of full suffrage for women, as it
has bheen tried in the States of Colorado,
Idaho, Wyoming, and Utah, has not been
entirely successful, and during the last four-
teen years the States of the West, where a
nearer view of suffrage was possible, have
repeatedly defeated suffrage amendments to
their constitutions.

A brilhantand prominent advocate of wom-
an suffrage recently gave the following as its
chief objects: “Women suftragists stand for
sanitation, education, and the uplift of six mil-
lion workingwomen in the United States.”

Miss Seawell proceeds to anaiyze | this
formula:

First, is the universal fallacy on the pact of the
suﬂragists that all women will vote alike, and will
vote right,

Second: neither sanitation nor education can be
the first or even the most important object of gov-
ernment. Good laws well administered, a pure and
competent judiciary, internal order, national de-
fense, and many other things, must take prece-
dence of sanitation and education. Neither sani-
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