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How Washington Women
Regained the Ballot

{ By C. H. Baily

the Pacific Northwest, not many  our workers said to them. They went
weeks ago. was studying. ward by  out. studied the situation for themselves,

t O\E of the shrewdest politicians in  papers. to campaign literature. or to what

" ward, and precinct and voted as they
{ by precinct, the re- d——d pleased. The
i turns of a remark- old-line politician is
41 able election in Seat- as dead as a door
{tle at which many nail. The women
= thousands of women have revolutionized

politics.”

And in Washing-
ton, the last of the
five States that so
far have granted
equal rights to wo-
men. they have brok-
en all political tradi-
tions and, for better
or for worse. have
taken the situation

cast ballots. Thispol-
{itician knew the

campaign work that
‘had been done in
i each precinet and
| ward, and knew the
‘ class of voters there-

in,

For nearly two
“ihours he poured
.‘(.‘”. over the figures. At

the end of that time in their own hands.
E | he tilted back his X From all indications
fiihat, turned to a they intend to keep
number of his the situation in their

iri%nds and quietly — own hands and to
s keep on revolution-
“The women paid Y& FMMA SMITH DEVOE, PRESIDENT or THE lzinl~)7

C GTON EQUAL S -—
i no  attention what- ASSOCIATION. Californiawill vote

y e wo . strenuous auffrage on " :
ever to the news. *" d tactul les daror, thel atreiase sl ivey e oy suffrage in Oc-



2 HOW WASHINGTON WOMEN REGAINED THE BALLOT.

tober of this year. Oregon. Nevada and
Kansas will vote on it in 1912. Colo-
rado, Utah, Idaho. Wyoming and Wash-
ington already have suffrage. the women
of the last-named State having more
powers than those of the other four suf-
frage States. If California, Oregon, Ne-
vada and Kansas give the right of fran-
chise to women, it is a practical certainty
that a new era will dawn in the political
life of the West, if not in the United
States as a whole. Half a million or
more women voters, organized or unor-
ganized, will be able to do things that
will make the whole country sit up and
take notice.

The first big test of women's power in
municipal politics on the Pacific Coast
came in Seattle last February, three
months after equal suffrage was granted
to the women of Washington. In Seat-
tle, without any semblance of organiza-
tion, and basing their fight directly on
the clean-city idea, the women went to
the polls and recalled Mayor Hiram

Charles Gill, a politician of many years
standing, who  was strongly en-
trenched behind an organization as any
mayor Seattle ever had. In place of Mr.
Gill the women elected a man pledged to
a “closed town” and to reform.

Four or five weeks later the women
(some 23,000 of them were on the books
as registered voters) started in to rele-
gate to private life every member of the
old Seattle city council not identified with
reform, and to substitute therefor nine
councilmen-at-large who would stand
under the reform platform of the recall
mayor. ut of sixty-eight candidates
for nomination and election, representing
all sorts and degrees of political timber,
the women finally elected nine men of
their own choosing, and did n’t allow a
single “ring” candidate, or a single “‘cor-
poration candidate,” or a single “liquor
candidate” to get a chance at a seat in
the councilmanic body. In other words,
within the space of little more than a
month, the women “fired” one mayor,
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elected another, chose their own legisla-
tive body and showed politicians that ad-
vertising, and organization, and paid
workers cut not the slightest figure with
women when women decide to insurge.
One month later the women of Tacoma.
on a moral issue, recalled Mayor A. V.
Fawcett and appropriated to themselves
the balance of power in that city. All
these results, as the returns show, were
brought about through the woman vote.
And they accepted their honors modestly.
failed to “crow” over the men, but firmly
and politely announced that hereafter,
for ever and ever, they intended to keep
“right on the job” politically.

So whether suffrage is right or wrong:
whether or not the women of Tacoma
and Seattle were misled regarding the
character and policies of the men against
whom they worked: whether suffrage
will make or “break”™ a State; whether
women are or are not legally and morally
entitled to the ballot, does not in the
slightest degree affect the fact that, in

the two most notable instances of women
participating as voters in municipal elec-
tions. they took what they believed to
be the honest course, made campaigns
that would put to shame many a trained
politician and got exactly what they went
out to get.

No man can predict whether Oregon,
California, Nevada or Kansas will en-
franchise women as a result of the cam-
paigns now under way. Whether or not
you believe in suffrage, one thing is cer-
tain: the very best element of both sexes
in the five States that already have sui-
frage publicly profess to believe thor-
oughly in it.  The same element of the
people who are fighting “ring” politic:
all over the West are boosting for suf-
frage, and as long as the people are
insurging against “ring” politics, so long
will suffrage be a live and a vital issue.

It was in the early eighties that the
first suffrage agitation started in the
sparsely-settled Washington Territory.
Came then Mrs. Abigail Scott Duniway,
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of Portland, sister of the late Harvey W.
Scott, editor of The Oregonian, with
the late Susan B. Anthony, of Rochester,
N. Y., to Puget Sound. preaching the
gospel of equal rights. There were few
women in the Territory—white women
who would be entitled to the ballot.
Washington towns, in common with all
frontier settlements, were morally care-
less and the laws of decency were far
more honored in the breach than in the
observance. That town boasting the most
squaw dance halls and public gambling
places was the town that boasted the
most transient trade. But at the same
time, when Mrs. Duniway and Miss An-
thony began spreading their sufirage
propaganda, there was a strong senti-
ment among the pioneers for- less con-
sumption of liquor and the elimination

of gambling and the squaw dance hall.

Largely owing to the efforts of Mrs.
Duniway in interviewing members of the
legislature, that body in 1883 passed a
suffrage law. At that time there were
four federal judges in the Territory.
These four judges also comprised the
territorial supreme court. After the suf-
frage law was passed two separate de-
cisions were handed down by these
judges to the effect that the suﬁrave law
was valid and would stick.

Grover Cleveland was elected Presi-
dent in 1884. His leanings were strongly
anti-suffrage. Two of his Washington
appointments to federal judgships were
George Turner and Rufus Langdon.
Both were Democrats. The j\ldlclal
benches then were filled by two Demo-
crats and two Republicans, the Republi-

SRATTLE WOMEN GOING 10 TEE T
RECALL ELECTIO!

FOR
(E:

STUE FiisT T
000 VOTES,




sl

. BAILY.

o

HIRAM CHARLES GILL

cans being Judges John P. Hoyt and
Roger S. Greene. Both are still living
and are now residents of Seattle. Both
were advocates of equal rights for wo-
men. It might here be mentioned that
Judge Greene is on record as saying that,
in 1887 and 1888, when women had the
right to vote in Washington, he never

YOR OF SEATTLE, RECALLED THROUGH
OMEN'S VOT

before or since saw the law better en-
forced or political conditions more
healthful.

Right here enters the “heavy man” of
the plot, Harry Morgan, Tacoma'’s boss
gambler. To obtain gambling conces
sions in Tacoma at that time one had first
to approach Mr. Morgan very humbly
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and enter into a gentleman’s agreement
relative to a division of the spoils. When
Mr. Morgan in the fullness of time.
passed to reward. it is of record that.
on the day of his funcral. not a rou-
lette wheel clicked on Puget Sound.
and the cortege that followed the

Morgan hearse was the greatest ever
Which.
Mr. Morgan was

seen in Western Washington.
perhaps, proves that
possessed of virtues
not conspicuous
to us at this distance.

©ne of Mr. Mor-
gan's virtues ap-
peared to be loyalty
to his friends and
co-workers. It so

REGAINED THE BALLOT.

Turner, Langdon and Greene. The first
two ruled the law invalid on the grounds
of defective title. Judge Greene was ill.
He asked time to write a dissenting opin-
ion, but before he could prepare it the
majority opinion was published and the
women found themselves voteless.

Tt might here be noted that the validity
of nineteen other laws passed by the
same legislature and “entitled” the same
way, never were at-
tacked, and four
years later, after
Washington became
a State, the supreme
court unanimous|
reversed the Turner-
Langdon decision.

happened that one of The legislature of
his lieutenants com- 1888 then was in
mitted some indis- session.  Its mem-
cretion that the po- bers were elected
lice of Tacoma could partially through
not overlook. The women'’s ballots It
lieutenant was ar- | promptly passed an-
rested, tried by a other suffrage law
jury on which wo- and for a time all
men sat, and finally was well. President
sent to the peniten- Cleveland was then
tiary. in his second term.
Mr. Morgan nat- The Territorial su-
urally was incensed preme court had
He started out to see been increased to
about it. That lieu- five members.
tenant was no good In the spring of
in jail. Therefore 1888 the votes of all
that lieutenant must the women of the
get out of jail. Dut Territory who jour-
how? Attack the le- misx ApBLLA M. PaRKER, neved to the polls
gality of the suf- WASHINUTON. Q0L LE were accepted with

frage law, of course.
If wﬁra"e was il-
legal that trial jury was illegal and the
gates of the penitentiary would yawn and
allow the Morgan henchmen to walk out.

In 1887 Morgan, before Judge John P.
Hoyt, attacked the validity of the suf-
frage act. He asked for a writ of habeas
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corpus.  Judge Hoyt previously had
written a” decision declaring valid the

suffrage act. He refused the writ and
Morgan appealed to the supreme court.

Judge Hoyt, under the law, could
not pass on the matter on appeal. This
left the decision in the hands of Judges
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one exception—that
was the ballot of
Mrs.

Nevada of

Bloomer,
Bloomer brought a $5000 damage suit

Spokane.

against the election official, one Todd.
who refused to receive her vote. Fed-
eral Judge Turner resigned from the
bench and took Todd's case. In the
Tower court Mrs. Bloomer lost. She ap-
pealed to the Territorial sypreme court.

In this court Judge Jones wrote a
decision to the effect that when Congress
passed the act organizing the Territory
and giving the legislature the power to
enfranchise any person it saw fit, it really
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conierred the right to enfranchise only
male persons. Judge Jones died the next
day. but his decision didn’t, and once
more the women were voteless.

Then came up the matter of Statehood.
Before women could reassert what they
believed to be their rights—before an-
other election was held—the bill was
passed admitting the State into the
Union, and the constitutional convention,
in which women had no voice, was called.
It is asserted that the political leaders
pledged themselves to write equal suf-
frage into the constitution. They did n’t
do it. An amendment submitted to the
men voters only was defeated by what
the women assert was a “trick” ballot.

In 1896 the State went for Bryan and
a Populist legislature stepped into office.
A suffrage campaign was opened and the
legislature put a suffrage amendment up
to a vote of the people in November.
1898. The Spanish-American war was
closing, the Alaska gold rush was on, the
reactionary wave following Populism was

at its height, the suffrage campaign, in
spite of the tremendous amount of work
put into it by Mrs. Homer M. Hill, of
Seattle, who then led the movement, was
far from strenuous and the amendment
lost by about 5000 votes. For ten years
the women made no serious effort to
again win the ballot in the State.

But if the women were not doing any
heavy campaigning for suffrage, they
were politically busy, just the same,
along other lines. The recall of Mayor
Gill is a coincidence, inasmuch as the re-
call law was read into the city charter
largely through the efforts of a woman,
five years previously, or long before Mr.
Gill ‘was thought of as Mayor.

Miss Adella M. Parker, teacher of
civics in a Seattle high school, a graduate
of the law school of the University of
Washington, president of the College
Suffrage League, and for years a stren-
vous and militant worker for municipal
good government, draited the recall law,
had petitions printed at her own expense,
got many hundreds of signatures

SMRS. HOMER M. HILL. PRESIDENT OF THE WASH-
INGTON FQUAL FRANCHISE SOCIETY.
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through her own efforts. saw the peti-
tion submitted to the city council of
which Mr. Gill then was president, and
campaigned night and day for the adop-
tion of the recall as a charter amend-
ment. So it may be said that women
started and finished the Seattle recall
election, both bhefore and after they had
the right of suffrage. Miss Parker also

could be persuaded to submit a constitu-
tional amendment to the people. but the
women decicled to “start something™ any-
way, and on the spot a campaign fund
was opened with $1,000 pledged. Then
the women began a whirlwind suffrage
campaign. but at the same time a cam-
paign not lacking in dignity—except in
spots.

JUDGE JOEN P. HOYT AND JUDG
TON'S TERRTORIAL DAY
“fathered” the initiative and referendum

law that was read into the city charter
before she even had a vote on the mat-
ter.

The state convention of the Washing-
ton Equal Suffrage Association was held
in Seattle, June, 1908. Mrs. Emma
Smith DeVoe, salaried State organizer
of the National Suffrage Association,
and other prominent delegates to the con-
vention proposed that a legislative cam-
paign be started for suffrage. At that
time nobody believed the legislature

HING.

were estab-
Cora Smith
Eaton, in Seattle. Miss Adella Parker
took up a militant publicity scheme that,
for months, worked wonders. An estab-
lished publicity bureau—composed of
men—was engaged on a salary, the sal-
ary being paid by monthly contributions
by the State suffrage society, the King
County society and twenty women Miss
Parker drilled into line for monthly do-
nations. Every newspaper in the State
was bombarded daily, weekly and

Campaign
lished in the offce of Dr.

headquarters
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monthly with suffrage news, stories and
editorials. If every man, woman and
child in the State did not know a suf-
frage campaign was on, it was only be-
cause they did not read the papers. Miss
Margaret Bayne, of Seattle, had for two
years been carrying on an educational
suffrage publicity bureau, and this had
done much to pave the way for the whirl-
wind press campaign that followed.

In the meantime a monster petition
was being prepared for the legislature.
and this was headed by the signatures of
men. The petitions were to some extent
arranged according to legislative dis-
tricts.  Some 10,000 names were affixed
to petitions and these were sent to indi-
vidual members of the legislature instead
of forwarding them to the State law-
making body in a bunch.

While the petitions were being sent in,
lobby headquarters were established in
Olympia, the State capital, with Mrs.
Emma Smith DeVoe, president of the
Washington Equal Suffrage Association,
in charge, and relays of women from all
parts of the State journey:xi to Olympia
to work. Some of the best known
women of the State took tirns lobbying.
Among these were Mrs. Homer M. Hill,
Mrs. May Arkwright Hutton, Mrs. Ed-
ward P. Fick, Mrs. Edith DeLong Jar-
mouth, Mrs. Leonia W. Brown, Dr.
Maude Parker, Dr. Sarah Kendall, Mrs.
Ellen S. Leckenby, Mrs. Bassie Isaacs
Savage, Helen, Louise, Gertrude and
Lucy Kangley, Miss Adella M. Parker,
Miss Mary Quigley, Miss Mary G.
O'Meara, Miss Florentine Schage, Miss
Margaret O'Meara, Miss Mary A. D.
Brennan, Miss Mary Kelley, Miss Irene
Walin, Mrs. George A. Smith, Mrs. E.
M. Riniger, Mrs. Cora Melotte and a
score of other women of equal promi-
nence in the suffrage movement.

The legislative fight put up was a won-
der.  Senators and representatives daily
received letters by the dozen asking their
support to the movement. No repre-
sentative in Olympia but was buttonholed
half a dozen times a day and urged to
work for “the cause.” New women lob-
byists, enthusiastic and untiring, con-
stantly were arriving. The women them-
selves acknowledge that the House

passed the bill January 29, 1909, because
the members literally were talked into
doing it in self-defense—and because the
belief was that the Senate would kill it.

But if the House had any such idea,
the House was badly mistaken. If the
representatives had been bothered, the
senators knew not a minute’s peace, and
on February 23 it, too, passed the bill
and called the people to vote on the mat-
ter November, 1910. Perhaps the Sen-
ate thought the people would do the kill-
ing. If so, it, too, was very badly mis-
taken.

From that time forward there was not,
in Washington, one idle moment for any
woman who believed in suffrage. They
went out to get the votes of men and
they made up their minds they would get
them or know the reason why. A dozen
different organizations for the promotion
of votes for women sprang up. When
news was dull these organizations started
quarrels among themselves—and prompt-
ly told the newspapers all about them.
Women who had been bosom friends for
years quarreled—and didn't tell the
papers about it. Many women who were
good friends a year and a half ago do
not now speak as they pass by, as a re-
sult of that campaign.

A suffrage cook-book was published to
furnish a campaign fund. - A suffrage
campaign organ, printed monthly, was
started and flourished for many months.
Tons of literature were distributed. On
posters, dead and gone statesmen, like
Lincoln and Garrison, had their views on
equal suffrage tacked up in public places
by pretty Washington girls of the Col-
lege Suffrage League. The publicity
bureau was kept working overtime and.
because of the constant bickerings that
cleveloped in the suffrage ranks, the news
sent out was eagerly snapped up by edit-
ors. In addition to the publicity bureau,
women in every COlll’l(y wrote suffrage
news regularly for their county papers.
Several big dailies allowed women at in-
tervals to edit suffrage pages, and one or
two got out suffrage editions.

A poll-list canvass was made in many
precincts of the State, and almost every
voter was personally solicited to vote for
suffrage. Martha Gruening, of Phila-
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delphia, came on to tell the labor unions
of the struggles of the girls in the shirt-
waist strike, and Minnie ]. Reynolds, of
New York City, campaigned on both
sides of the mountains. Relays of col-
lege girls gave concerts interspersed with
suffrage speeches and practically every
city and town was “covered” by cam-
paign orators.

The total amount of money expended
during the campaign will never be ac-
curately known. While the bulk of it
was spent through three State organiza-
tions, hundreds of women—and men—
expended small, and sometimes large.
amounts on their own initiative, and
many of the independent clubs made
large expenditures. One small club sent
a letter to every voter in two counties—
Whatcom and Skagit—and these coun-
ties carried almost three to one.  An-
other independent club got out 50,000
pieces of literature. In an eastern
county one woman wrote, published and
mailed a leaflet to every voter in three
counties, and all over the State these de-
voted labors were duplicated.

The Washington Equal Suffrage A.
sociation made the largest expenditures.
It distributed a little less than $1.800 a
year for the two years prior to the final
campaign, and in the last sixteen months.
it spent more than $4,600, making a total
of more than $8.000.

Organized only ecleven months, the
Washington Political Equality League
spent about $3.500. The Washington
Equal Franchise Society, during the four
months of its life, spent about $1.500.

Of the $13,000 used by the three State
organizations during the eighteen months
preceding the vote, about $2,500 was con-
tributed by friends of “the cause” out-
side the State, chiefly from New York
and New England. Nearly all the rest
of the fund, with one or two exceptions,
was contributed in small sums by the

suffragists and their friends. Few con-
tributions exceeded $100. Some were
as low as twenty-five cents. The labor

unions and the granges of the State con-
tributed about $1,000.

The biggest excitement of the cam-
paign came during the Alaska-Yukon-
Pacific Exposition. when the National
suffragists held their annual convention

NGTON WOMEN REGAINED THE BALLOT.

in Seattle in July, 1909. The conven-
tion delegates came as the guests of the
Seattle suffragists and these paid all the
expenses. Mrs. Emma Smith DeVoe
was then not only salaried State organ-
izer for the “National” in Washington.
but was president of the Washington
Equal Suffrage Association.

This State association, which held its
annual convention the same week as the
National. refused, on technical grounds,
to seat a Spokane delegation. In retalia-
tion the Spokane women protested
against the seating of the Washington
delegation in the National gathering, and
the National association “went back of
the returns.” and refused the State asso-
ciation, its hostesses, a voice in the con-
vention. The National organization
would get no medal, by the way, for
popularity in Washington today.

Mrs. DeVoe stuck by her State soci-
ety and was promptly “fired” by the Na-
tional body and her salary as State or-
ganizer cut off. At the convention there
were many tears shed and close friends
became enemies. The whole State
laughed—but the whole State read of
suffrage with renewed interest, just the
same. At the final vote, Washington men
cast 52,299 ballots for suffrage and 26.
676 against it. The amendment was
adopted November 8, 1910.

Seattle was the first city to receive the
full effect of suffrage. An organization
called the Tublic Welfare League had
been working up a petition for the recall
of Mayor Gill. who was accused of con-
doning gambling, and whose attitude on
the handling of the social evil did not
agree with the views of many citizens of
the city.

Up to the time women were allowed to
register preparatory to voting, the Pub-
lic Welfare League had found it impos-
sible to obtain sufficient signatures to the
recall petitions. From the final results
of the election it seems safe to say that
a majority of the men of the city did
not want Mayor Gill recalled. \When the
women began registering it was differ-
ent. They signed petitions as fast as
they registered, and it was the women's
signatures to the petitions that made the
recall possible.

During the recall campaign the women
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conducted, not a campaign of speech-
making, as they later did at the recall of
Mayor Fawecett, of Tacoma, but a cam-
paign of personal work. Gill lost the
election by a trifle more than 6,000 votes
—women’s votes. The result was that
the “segregated-vice” plan, in operation
in Seattle for twenty years (with but a
few months’ interval while John F. Mil-
fer was mayor), was abolished. The vote
was cast almost entirely on moral issues.

The campaign a month later, how-
ever, was even more significant of what
women can do in municipal politics when
they make up their minds to get busy.

A recent charter amendment had abol-
ished the old system of ward council-
men, substituting for a council of eigh-
teen members—fourteen from wards and
four at large—nine members, all at large
and drawing $3,000 a year apiece. There
were, as before mentioned, sixty-eight
candidates. They represented every-
thing from saloon to church interests.
Every member of the old council was a
candidate for re-election.

The women did not vote as their hus-
bands and their fathers and their broth-
ers always had voted in Seattle. They
went out and hustled information about
candidates, without bothering the men
about it. They were active participants
in a “Quiz Congress,” to which every
candidate for office was invited and ques-
tioned about his political beliefs and his
real attitude regarding certain reforms.
Out of 23,000 registered voters among
women, the final results showed that not
fifteen per cent voted according to the
way male electors would ordinarily have
voted in the City of Seattle. They elected
a council composed of practically the
same class of men and each man pledged
to certain reforms that appeal primarily

manic elections were, trained politicians
declare, the most remarkable ever held
in the United States.

In Tacoma during the Fawecett recall
campaign in April, the women went on
the stump for and against both Mr. Faw-
cett and his opponent. Mr. Seymour.
Fawcett was opposed by many of them
because he had been married four times.
Seymour was opposed by many of them
because he had not been married until he
was forty-eight years old. The women
were the bitterest orators in the cam-
paign. But the real issue in Tacoma was
the same as it was in Seattle: Fawcett
was believed to favor an open town and
the liquor interests, and the women voted
against him—that is, a majority of them
did. Tt is said that Fawcett actually was
opposed to any open-town administra-
tion, but that is beside the question. The
women were led to believe he was too
liberal, in spite of the anti-treating ordi-
nance he previously put through and
which brought to Tacoma some fame.

In Seattle, in Tacoma, in Portland, in
San Francisco, in Los Angeles—in prac-
tically every city of the West, the women
are far more broad-minded regarding
governmental policies than are their sis-
ters of the East. But certain it is that
in the two cities first named the women
already have demonstrated that they will
insist upon clean government. It is rea-
sonable to assume that they will insist
upon it everywhere they may be given
the right to vote. In the face of recent
demonstration, it also is safe to assume
that they will vote according to their
own convictions and not according to
anybody’s else. It is clear that the West
now is facing a mew political era, par-
ticularly in municipal affairs, for the suf-
frage agitation is bound to continue and

to women. The recall and the council- results from it are bound to come.
Editor's Note.—The recall of Mayor GIil and subsequent munielpal affairs in Seattle fuvolve a series of
events 3o Interesting that an article will be devoted fo them in the AUBusE issue,
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