
piece, Beecher moved beyond the kind of
novel women generally wrote in the
mid-19th century. When she met President
Abraham Lincoln during the Civil War, he
reportedly said, “So this is the woman who
started the big war.”

Born in Litchfield, Connecticut, Stowe
was the daughter of Presbyterian minister
Lyman Beecher and the sister of Congrega-
tional clergyman Henry Ward Beecher and
educator Catharine Beecher. She attended
Connecticut Female Seminary in 1824.
See also Abolitionist Movement, Women in the

References Scott, Woman against Slavery: The Story

of Harriet Beecher Stowe (1978).

Strauder v. West Virginia (1879)
In Strauder v. West Virginia, the U.S. Su-

preme Court considered whether West Vir-
ginia’s law excluding African Americans
from serving on juries was constitutional under the due process and equal protection of the
law sections of the Fourteenth Amendment. Under West Virginia’s law, juries determining
the fate of African Americans were composed entirely of white jurors, which the Court
found unconstitutional.

The case did not address the question of women serving on juries, but a dicta (a judicial
opinion on a point that is not raised in the case) said a state “may confine the selection [of ju-
rors] to males, to freeholders, to citizens, to persons within certain ages, or to persons hav-
ing educational qualifications.” The dicta gave states permission to exclude women from
juries. When the Court decided Hoyt v. Florida (1961), it made the exclusion of women
from juries a legal precedent.
See also Hoyt v. Florida (1961); Juries, Women on

References Strauder v. West Virginia, 100 U.S. 303 (1879).

Strauss, Annette Greenfield (1924-1998)
Civic activist and fundraiser for charitable organizations and causes, Democrat Annette

Strauss served as mayor of Dallas from 1987 to 1991, the first woman to hold the office. Dal-
las voters, in a city historically run by conservative white businessmen, responded to Strauss’s
campaign pledge that she “would be the mayor for all the people.” Her first term was domi-
nated by problems she inherited: a Congressional committee held hearings on police shoot-
ings of civilians, five police officers were killed, and racial tensions were high. Strauss served
on the Dallas city council from 1983 until 1987, holding the position of mayor pro-tem (the
person who chairs city council meetings in the mayor’s absence) in 1984.
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Born in Houston, Texas, Strauss earned a BAat the University of Texas in 1944 and mas-
ter’s degrees in sociology and psychology at Columbia University in 1945.
See also Democratic Party, Women in the

References The New York Times, April 20, 1987; December 21, 1998.

Suffrage
U.S. women gained the vote in 1920 with the passage of the Nineteenth Amendment to

the U.S. Constitution. The woman suffrage movement had its origins at the 1848 Seneca
Falls, New York, convention for women’s rights. For the next 72 years, women organized,
petitioned, marched, and passed state referenda measures in their efforts to become fully
enfranchised voters.

For a brief time, New Jersey did not have restrictions against women voting after 1776.
If a person owned at least 50 pounds’ worth of property, had been a resident for at least one
year, and was over 21 years of age, the person was qualified to vote, whether male or fe-
male. Because the U.S. Constitution stipulated that anyone who could vote for the most nu-
merous branch of state government could also vote in federal elections, it meant that women
could also vote for members of Congress and the president. In 1806, New Jersey changed its
constitution, and no woman in the United States could vote because New Jersey women had
been the only female voters in the country. The New Jersey experience was an anomaly and
did not precipitate the suffrage movement.

The suffrage movement emerged from the abolitionist movement, in which women
found their actions limited and their efforts constrained. Frustrated with the social and polit-
ical restraints placed upon them, some women leaders in the abolitionist movement came to
believe that unless they had full citizenship rights, their ability to effectively work for the
end of slavery would remain marginal.

The 1840 World Anti-Slavery Convention in London highlighted the limits of women’s
effectiveness for two women in particular. Lucretia Mott, a U.S. delegate to the convention,
and Elizabeth Cady Stanton, who had recently married and had accompanied her husband
to the convention, found themselves and other women banished from the meeting floor and
relegated to a balcony. While in their forced seclusion, Mott and Stanton resolved to hold a
convention on women’s rights, but it took eight years for them to act on their decision. The
meeting finally took place in Seneca Falls, New York, in 1848 and concluded with accep-
tance of the Declaration of Rights and Sentiments, which included a controversial demand
for woman suffrage. The idea of women voting was so radical that some of those who had
voted for it during the convention soon reconsidered and asked that their names be removed
as signers of the declaration. At a time when married women had virtually no civil, legal, or
political rights, the demand for woman suffrage became the basis for ridicule that was
intolerable for women less courageous than Stanton.

Stanton, however, persevered, even though her freedom to lecture on women’s rights
was limited by her responsibilities to her husband and her family, which was young and
growing. Although her family responsibilities did not lessen, her effectiveness was greatly
enhanced when Susan B. Anthony joined her crusade. A single woman, Anthony had
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become involved in the temperance movement and the abolitionist movement, lecturing
and organizing on behalf of the two reforms. When the two women combined their
skills—Stanton developing strategies and writing speeches and articles and Anthony orga-
nizing and occasionally delivering the speeches—they made a formidable team for woman
suffrage. Of the suffrage leaders in the 19th century, Stanton and Anthony became the most
notable.

During the years of the Civil War, the women’s rights movement moved into the back-
ground as the emancipation of slaves and the abolition of slavery moved to the forefront.
When Congress considered the proposed Fourteenth Amendment after the war, however,
Anthony and Stanton renewed their organizational efforts and began working to change the
proposal. The amendment included the word male in its definition of citizens, which An-
thony and Stanton protested, arguing that abolitionists and suffragists had pledged to sup-
port citizenship for women and freed slaves. After Congress approved the amendment with
the word male in it, Anthony and Stanton opposed its ratification. The two women were fur-
ther outraged when Congress passed the Fifteenth Amendment guaranteeing suffrage for
freed slaves and did not include women.

Republican leaders insisted that including women in either amendment would have jeop-
ardized its passage, probably because Republicans, the party in power, knew that they could
rely on the freed slaves to support them at the polls out of gratitude for ending slavery. Adding
women to the voting lists, however, would have increased the numbers of Democrats as well
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as Republicans. Abolitionist leader Wendell Phillips and others argued that African Ameri-
cans needed the protections offered by the amendments more than did women. Describing the
time as “the Negro’s hour,” they argued that women needed to be patient and wait.

Instead, Stanton and Anthony formed the National Woman Suffrage Association (NWSA)
in 1869 to work for women’s rights, including woman suffrage. Suffragist Lucy Stone, who
did not agree with Anthony and Stanton, responded by organizing the American Woman Suf-
frage Association (AWSA) the same year. The AWSA accepted the argument that African
American men faced a greater and more urgent need for the guarantees of citizenship and en-
franchisement. It supported state constitutional amendments for woman suffrage.

The woman suffrage amendment was first introduced in the U.S. Senate in 1868, in both
chambers in 1869, and a dozen more times between 1875 and 1888. In 1887, the Senate
voted on it but defeated it. Also on the federal level, in 1875 the U.S. Supreme Court de-
cided that the Fourteenth Amendment did not apply to state laws preventing women from
voting in Minor v. Happersett.

Women first gained voting rights in the West. In 1869, the Wyoming territorial legisla-
ture debated a bill introduced by a member who believed in women’s right to vote as a part
of citizenship. Without a suffrage campaign, the legislature approved the measure as well as
others permitting women to serve on juries and hold public offices. Anthony responded to
women’s enfranchisement by encouraging women to move to the territory. When Wyoming
applied for statehood, Congress considered rejecting it because members feared it would
encourage woman suffrage elsewhere. The territorial legislature responded with a telegram
telling Congress that it would stay out of the Union for 100 years before it would join with-
out woman suffrage. Wyoming entered the Union as a suffrage state.

Utah’s territorial legislature enfranchised women in 1870 in the hope that doing so
would help preserve and protect Mormon traditions. Legislators also hoped that it would
counter some of the bad publicity the territory had received about polygamy, which the
Mormon Church officially rejected in 1890. When Utah became a state in 1896, its constitu-
tion included voting rights for women.

In Colorado, male voters considered woman suffrage in 1877 in the first general election
after statehood. Susan B. Anthony and others campaigned in mining towns, saloons, and
hotel dining rooms—anyplace they could find an audience. The opposition, however, in-
sisted that if women could vote, married women would argue with their husbands, and sin-
gle women would never marry. The measure was defeated. Colorado women gained voting
rights in 1893.

By 1890, the National Woman Suffrage Association and the American Woman Suffrage
Association had merged into the National American Woman Suffrage Association
(NAWSA), with Elizabeth Cady Stanton serving as its first president. Despite the successes in
the West, the suffrage movement entered a period of stagnation between 1896 and 1910—no
new states granted women suffrage, and the federal amendment was dormant in Congress.

Opposition to the amendment, however, was developing. Opponents argued that the
concept of women voting threatened the sanctity of home, marriage, and family; could alter
the structure of society; and defied nature. Contending that women’s role was to mold chil-
dren and that men’s role was to protect women and children, they asserted that women had a
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different but equal status in the family with men. The arguments against suffrage also in-
cluded racism, with anti-suffragists stating that black suffrage posed dangers to society and
that adding African American women as voters increased the threat. Some proposed limit-
ing suffrage to exceptional citizens, basing the definition on race and class. Another ap-
proach expressed concern that if women were voters, they would be less involved in
charitable work.

Suffrage leaders worked to invigorate the movement by experimenting with new tech-
niques, organizing at the precinct level, and developing the support of society women with
the expectation that they would bring increased acceptability to it. In addition, the move-
ment gained an organizational ally when Frances Willard became president of the Woman’s
Christian Temperance Union (WCTU).

In 1912, Alice Paul, who had been active in the British suffrage movement, joined
NAWSA and chaired its Congressional Committee. Paul brought a more militant approach
to the U.S. suffrage movement, attracted publicity to it, and raised large sums of money for
it. She organized a suffrage parade in Washington, D.C., timed to coincide with Presi-
dent-elect Woodrow Wilson’s arrival for his inauguration on March 3, 1913. Instead of
greeting Wilson at the train station, the crowds that had been anticipated watched the spec-
tacle of thousands of women marching through the capital. Later that year, Paul separated
from NAWSA and formed the Congressional Union, which in 1917 became the National
Woman’s Party. In 1914, Paul used another strategy from her British experience: vote
against the party in power to punish them for not passing the amendment. She told women
living in states where they had voting rights to vote against Democrats, regardless of
whether the individual candidate supported woman suffrage or not. Fewer Democrats than
had been expected won that year. However, in 1916, when she used the same strategy and
called upon women to vote against Democratic president Woodrow Wilson, he won in 10 of
the 12 suffrage states.

When Carrie Chapman Catt, who had been president of NAWSA from 1900 to 1904, ac-
cepted the presidency for a second time in 1915, she reorganized the association, introduced
the “Winning Plan,” and reinvigorated the suffrage movement at the national level. Catt
changed the focus of NAWSA from educating the public to convincing state and federal
politicians that suffrage was inevitable. She formed a national press bureau and a publicity
council, recruited campaign directors, and established a professional congressional lobby.
In two years, NAWSA grew from 100,000 members to two million members. In part, the
ambitious program Catt developed was possible because a wealthy benefactor had willed
$900,000 to Catt to use for suffrage.

U.S. entry into World War I in 1917, however, created new challenges for suffrage lead-
ers, most of whom were pacifists. Despite their opposition to war in general, Catt and other
suffrage leaders pledged their support for the U.S. effort in World War I and served on fed-
eral war-related agency boards. NAWSA financially supported several hospitals in Europe,
and its members worked for the Red Cross, took non-traditional jobs to free men for fight-
ing, and sold war bonds. The lobbyists suspended their congressional work and toured the
states, lecturing on suffrage.
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The Woman’s Party began picketing the White House in 1917, carrying signs with mes-
sages such as “Mr. President, how long must women wait for liberty?” On one day, a riot
erupted in which bystanders attacked the pickets and tore their banner, and two of the pick-
ets were arrested for blocking the sidewalk. Catt opposed the attempts to embarrass Presi-
dent Wilson into supporting woman suffrage, but the pickets indirectly helped her by
casting her and NAWSA as moderate and giving her increased access to the president.

In January 1918, the House of Representatives voted 274 to 136 in favor of the suffrage
amendment, but when the Senate voted on it in October, it failed to pass by two votes. In re-
sponse to the defeat, NAWSA initiated a campaign to defeat four senators who had voted
against it. That November, two of the senators NAWSA had targeted lost their re-election
bids as women voters demonstrated their political clout.

In early 1919, the Senate again defeated the suffrage amendment, but in the spring the
House again passed it, and less than a month later the Senate passed it and sent the amend-
ment to the states for ratification. By September 1919, 17 states had ratified the amendment,
but 36 states were needed before the amendment could be added to the Constitution.
NAWSA conducted ratification campaigns in several states, and by August 1920, 35 states
had ratified. They needed only one more state.

Tennessee seemed an unlikely choice to target for ratification but appeared to be the best
option of the states that had not ratified the amendment. The governor called the Tennessee
legislature into a special session beginning August 9, 1920. The Tennessee state Senate
quickly passed the amendment, but the Tennessee House of Representatives was divided
and became the focus of intense lobbying. After two weeks of debate, the voting in the
House began with every indication that the amendment would be defeated with a tie vote.
Earlier in the day, the youngest member of the House, Harry Burn, had voted for a motion to
table the amendment, which would have killed it. Burn had told his mother, a suffragist, that
if ratification needed only one vote, he would vote yes. When the speaker of the Tennessee
House of Representatives called his name, Harry Burn voted yes. By that one vote on Au-
gust 18, 1920, 72 years of campaigning came to an end. On August 26th, the secretary of
state signed the proclamation certifying final adoption of the Nineteenth Amendment, and
26 million U.S. women gained suffrage rights.

For African American women in the South, however, ratification of the Nineteenth
Amendment meant far less than it did for women of European descent. Racism had haunted
the suffrage movement since the late 1860s, when the controversies over the Fourteenth and
Fifteenth Amendments had erupted. NAWSA shunned African American women who sup-
ported the amendment, fearing that association with them would make it more difficult to
gain congressional passage and ratification of it, even though black women and men sup-
ported woman suffrage more than white women and men. In addition, NAWSA leaders be-
lieved that if black women were admitted to the organization, white women in every region
of the country would object, hurting NAWSA’s fundraising efforts and public image and
causing dissension among members.

In 1916, both the Democratic and the Republican platforms called for state action on suf-
frage, in deference to Southern racists. Several Southern states had passed laws that denied
African Americans their right to vote, and they wanted to continue that exclusion. They
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feared a federal amendment would involve federal enforcement and result in both African
American women and men gaining full suffrage rights. Northern suffrage leaders, including
Carrie Chapman Catt, used racist rhetoric in their speeches, especially to Southern audi-
ences. She claimed that white women needed the vote to overcome the votes of African
American and immigrant men.

For example, in 1919, an affiliate of the National Association of Colored Women
(NACW) attempted to join the NAWSA and through its membership demand suffrage pro-
tection for African American women. They sought protection by adding congressional en-
forcement of the suffrage amendment in an effort to subvert Southern states’ intentions to
disenfranchise black women. The NAWSA refused to admit the NACW, fearing that the en-
forcement provisions it wanted would hamper ratification of the suffrage amendment. The
suffrage amendment passed without the protections the NACW had sought. Between 1920
and 1940, Southern states, comprising 75 percent of all African American women, disen-
franchised black women. Southern black women did not gain full suffrage rights until the
civil rights movement of the 1960s and the passage of the Voting Rights Act and other
measures in that decade.

For African American women living in the South, passage of the Nineteenth Amend-
ment accomplished far less than for white women. African American women and men con-
tinued to be disenfranchised by state laws, including literacy tests that acted as barriers to
voter registration. As early as 1921, black women appealed to the League of Women Voters
and the National Woman’s Party for assistance in eliminating these barriers. Those groups
responded by insisting that the problems were race issues and not women’s issues and did
nothing to help remedy the problems.

African American women continued to work for voting rights, attempting to register
themselves and their families, neighbors, and friends. Although often threatened with vio-
lence and frequently the targets of violence, and despite their persistence and dedication,
African American women were generally overshadowed by the greater visibility given to
African American men.
See also American Woman Suffrage Association; Anthony, Susan Brownell; Catt, Carrie Clinton Lane
Chapman; Fifteenth Amendment; Fourteenth Amendment; Minor v. Happersett; National American Woman
Suffrage Association; National Association of Colored Women; National Woman Suffrage Association;
National Woman’s Party; Nineteenth Amendment; Paul, Alice; Stanton, Elizabeth Cady; Stone, Lucy

References Berry, Why ERA Failed (1986); Flexner and Fitzpatrick, Century of Struggle: The Woman’s Rights

Movement in the United States (1996); Graham, Woman Suffrage and the New Democracy (1996).

Sullivan, Leonor Kretzer (1902-1988)
Democrat Leonor Sullivan of Missouri served in the U.S. House of Representatives

from January 3, 1953 to January 3, 1977. Married to Representative John Sullivan, Leonor
Sullivan was active in the Democratic Party, served on his staff, and was his campaign man-
ager. When he died in office, Leonor Sullivan wanted to run for his seat, but Democratic
Party leaders would not support her candidacy and gave the nomination to a man who lost
the election. In 1952, Sullivan won the seat.
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Appendix 1: Documents

Women’s Rights
Americans have disagreed about the place of women in the nation’s life,

politics, and economy, rarely coming to an agreement on these roles.

From the time of the world’s first women’s rights convention in 1848 to

the present, the debate has been vigorous and energetic and the division

of opinion has not been along gender lines. While some women orga-

nized the campaigns for woman suffrage, the Equal Rights Amendment,

and legal abortions, others have been equally ardent in their opposition

to these issues. At the same time, a number of men have been devoted

supporters of these causes, with an equal number who have been out-

spoken opponents to them. Regarding state and federal policies, no law

has passed a state or federal legislative body in this country without the

votes of male legislators.

��������

Elizabeth Cady Stanton, Lucretia Mott and three other women met in Waterloo, New York,

in 1848, where they decided to call a convention to discuss the social, civil, and religious

rights of women, drafting a Declaration of Sentiments, using the Declaration of Independ-

ence as their template. About three hundred attendees listened to speeches and discussions

about American women’s status. When the Declaration of Sentiments, reprinted below with

preliminary comments, was presented, the most controversial resolution was that calling

for woman suffrage.

Declaration of Sentiments and Resolutions

Woman’s Rights Convention
Seneca Falls, New York
July 19-20, 1948

On the morning of the 19th, the Convention assembled at 11 o’clock... The Declaration
of Sentiments, offered for the acceptance of the Convention, was then read by E. C. Stanton.
Aproposition was made to have it re-read by paragraph, and after much consideration, some



changes were suggested and adopted. The propriety of obtaining the signatures of men to
the Declaration was discussed in an animated manner: a vote in favor was given; but con-
cluding that the final decision would be the legitimate business of the next day, it was
referred.

[In the afternoon] The reading of the Declaration was called for, an addition having been
inserted since the morning session. A vote taken upon the amendment was carried, and pa-
pers circulated to obtain signatures. The following resolutions were then read:

Whereas, the great precept of nature is conceded to be, “that man shall pursue his own
true and substantial happiness,” Blackstone, in his Commentaries, remarks, that this law of
Nature being coeval with mankind, and dictated by God himself, is of course superior in ob-
ligation to any other. It is binding over all the globe, in all countries, and at all times; no hu-
man laws are of any validity if contrary to this, and such of them as are valid, derive all their
force, and all their validity, and all their authority, mediately and immediately, from this
original; Therefore,

Resolved, That such laws as conflict, in any way, with the true and substantial happiness
of woman, are contrary to the great precept of nature, and of no validity; for this is “superior
in obligation to any other.

Resolved, That all laws which prevent woman from occupying such a station in society
as her conscience shall dictate, or which place her in a position inferior to that of man, are
contrary to the great precept of nature, and therefore of no force or authority.

Resolved, That woman is man’s equal-was intended to be so by the Creator, and the
highest good of the race demands that she should be recognized as such.

Resolved, That the women of this country ought to be enlightened in regard to the laws
under which they-live, that they may no longer publish their degradation, by declaring
themselves satisfied with their present position, nor their ignorance, by asserting that they
have all the rights they want.

Resolved, That inasmuch as man, while claiming for himself intellectual superiority,
does accord to woman moral superiority, it is pre-eminently his duty to encourage her to
speak, and teach, as she has an opportunity, in all religious assemblies.

Resolved, That the same amount of virtue, delicacy, and refinement of behavior, that is
required of woman in the social state, should also be required of man, and the same trans-
gressions should be visited with equal severity on both man and woman.

Resolved, That the objection of indelicacy and impropriety, which is so often brought
against woman when she addresses a public audience, comes with a very ill grace from
those who encourage, by their attendance, her appearance on the stage, in the concert, or in
the feats of the circus.

Resolved, That woman has too long rested satisfied in the circumscribed limits which
corrupt customs and a perverted application of the Scriptures have marked out for her, and
that it is time she should move in the enlarged sphere which her great Creator has assigned
her.

Resolved, That it is the duty of the women of this country to secure to themselves their
sacred right to the elective franchise.
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Resolved, That the equality of human rights results necessarily from the fact of the iden-
tity of the race in capabilities and responsibilities.

Resolved, therefore, That, being invested by the Creator with the same capabilities, and
the same consciousness of responsibility for their exercise, it is demonstrably the right and
duty of woman, equally with man, to promote every righteous cause, by every righteous
means; and especially in regard to the great subjects of morals and religion, it is self-evi-
dently her right to participate with her brother in teaching them, both in private and in pub-
lic, by writing and by speaking, by any instrumentalities proper to be used, and in any
assemblies proper to be held; and this being a self-evident truth, growing out of the divinely
implanted principles of human nature, any custom or authority adverse to it, whether mod-
ern or wearing the hoary sanction of antiquity, is to be regarded as self-evident falsehood,
and at war with the interests of mankind.

Thursday Morning.

The Convention assembled at the hour appointed, James Mott, of Philadelphia, in the
Chair. The minutes of the previous day having been read, E. C. Stanton again read the Dec-
laration of Sentiments, which was freely discussed...and was unanimously adopted, as
follows:

Declaration of Sentiments.

When, in the course of human events, it becomes necessary for one portion of the family
of man to assume among the people of the earth a position different from that which they
have hitherto occupied, but one to which the laws of nature and of nature’s God entitle them,
a decent respect to the opinions of mankind requires that they should declare the causes that
impel them to such a course.

We hold these truths to be self-evident: that all men and women are created equal; that
they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable rights; that among these are life,
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; that to secure these rights governments are instituted,
deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed. Whenever any form of Govern-
ment becomes destructive of these ends, it is the right of those who suffer from it to refuse
allegiance to it, and to insist upon the institution of a new government, laying its foundation
on such principles, and organizing its powers in such form as to them shall seem most likely
to effect their safety and happiness. Prudence, indeed, will dictate that governments long es-
tablished should not be changed for light and transient causes; and accordingly, all experi-
ence hath shown that mankind are more disposed to suffer, while evils are sufferable, than to
right themselves by abolishing the forms to which they are accustomed. But when a long
train of abuses and usurpations, pursuing invariably the same object, evinces a design to re-
duce them under absolute despotism, it is their duty to throw off such government, and to
provide new guards for their future security. Such has been the patient sufferance of the
women under this government, and such is now the necessity which constrains them to
demand the equal station to which they are entitled.

The history of mankind is a history of repeated injuries and usurpations on the part of
man toward woman, having in direct object the establishment of an absolute tyranny over
her. To prove this, let facts be submitted to a candid world.

Appendix 1: Documents 757



He has never permitted her to exercise her inalienable right to the elective franchise.
He has compelled her to submit to laws, in the formation of which she had no voice.
He has withheld from her rights which are given to the most ignorant and degraded

men-both natives and foreigners.
Having deprived her of this first right of a citizen, the elective franchise, thereby leaving

her without representation in the halls of legislation, he has oppressed her on all sides.
He has made her, if married, in the eye of the law, civilly dead.
He has taken from her all right in property, even to the wages she earns.
He has made her, morally, an irresponsible being, as she can commit many crimes with

impunity, provided they be done in the presence of her husband. In the covenant of mar-
riage, she is compelled to promise obedience to her husband, he becoming, to all intents and
purposes, her master-the law giving him power to deprive her of her liberty, and to
administer chastisement.

He has so framed the laws of divorce, as to what shall be the proper causes of divorce; in
case of separation, to whom the guardianship of the children shall be given; as to be wholly
regardless of the happiness of women-the law, in all cases, going upon the false supposition
of the supremacy of man, and giving all power into his hands.

After depriving her of all rights as a married woman, if single and the owner of property,
he has taxed her to support a government which recognizes her only when her property can
be made profitable to it.

He has monopolized nearly all the profitable employments, and from those she is per-
mitted to follow, she receives but a scanty remuneration.

He closes against her all the avenues to wealth and distinction, which he considers most
honorable to himself. As a teacher of theology, medicine, or law, she is not known.

He has denied her the facilities for obtaining a thorough education-all colleges being
closed against her.

He allows her in Church as well as State, but a subordinate position, claiming Apostolic
authority for her exclusion from the ministry, and, with some exceptions, from any public
participation in the affairs of the Church.

He has created a false public sentiment, by giving to the world a different code of morals
for men and women, by which moral delinquencies which exclude women from society, are
not only tolerated but deemed of little account in man.

He has usurped the prerogative of Jehovah himself, claiming it as his right to assign for
her a sphere of action, when that belongs to her conscience and her God.

He has endeavored, in every way that he could to destroy her confidence in her own
powers, to lessen her self-respect, and to make her willing to lead a dependent and abject
life.

Now, in view of this entire disfranchisement of one-half the people of this country, their
social and religious degradation,-in view of the unjust laws above mentioned, and because
women do feel themselves aggrieved, oppressed, and fraudulently deprived of their most
sacred rights, we insist that they have immediate admission to all the rights and privileges
which belong to them as citizens of these United States.
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In entering upon the great work before us, we anticipate no small amount of misconcep-
tion, misrepresentation, and ridicule; but we shall use every instrumentality within our
power to effect our object. We shall employ agents, circulate tracts, petition the State and
national Legislatures, and endeavor to enlist the pulpit and the press in our behalf.We hope
this Convention will be followed by a series of Conventions, embracing every part of the
country.

Firmly relying upon the final triumph of the Right and the True, we do this day affix our
signatures to this declaration.

At the appointed hour the meeting convened. The minutes having been read, the resolu-
tions of the day before were read and taken up separately. Some, from their self-evident
truth, elicited but little remark; others, after some criticism, much debate, and some slight
alterations, were finally passed by a large majority.

[At an evening session] Lucretia Mott offered and spoke to the following resolution:
Resolved, That the speedy success of our cause depends upon the zealous and untiring

efforts of both men and women, for the overthrow of the monopoly of the pulpit, and for the
securing to woman an equal participation with men in the various trades, professions and
commerce.

The Resolution was adopted.

Source: Prepared for the Selected Papers of Elizabeth Cady Stanton and Susan B. Anthony, vol. 1, In the

School of Anti-Slavery, 1840 to 1866, ed. Ann D. Gordon (New Brunswick, NJ, 1997). ©Rutgers, The State

University of New Jersey.
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Susan B. Anthony, who became Elizabeth Cady Stanton’s inveterate political partner in the

quest for woman suffrage, was convicted of violating the Fourteenth Amendment of the

Constitution, which gave the right to vote to “male inhabitants” after casting a vote in the

1872 presidential election. She gave the following speech in all 29 postal districts in the

state of New York after she was indicted.

Speech After Being Convicted of Voting in the 1872 Presidential Election

Susan B. Anthony
Monroe County, New York
1873

Friends and fellow citizens: I stand before you tonight under indictment for the alleged
crime of having voted at the last presidential election, without having a lawful right to vote.
It shall be my work this evening to prove to you that in thus voting, I not only committed no
crime, but, instead, simply exercised my citizen’s rights, guaranteed to me and all United
States citizens by the National Constitution, beyond the power of any state to deny.

The preamble of the Federal Constitution says: “We, the people of the United States, in
order to form a more perfect union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquility, provide for
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the common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to
ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States of
America.”

It was we, the people; not we, the white male citizens; nor yet we, the male citizens; but
we, the whole people, who formed the Union. And we formed it, not to give the blessings of
liberty, but to secure them; not to the half of ourselves and the half of our posterity, but to the
whole people-women as well as men. And it is a downright mockery to talk to women of
their enjoyment of the blessings of liberty while they are denied the use of the only means of
securing them provided by this democratic-republican government-the ballot.

For any state to make sex a qualification that must ever result in the disfranchisement of
one entire half of the people, is to pass a bill of attainder, or, an ex post facto law, and is
therefore a violation of the supreme law of the land. By it the blessings of liberty are forever
withheld from women and their female posterity.

To them this government has no just powers derived from the consent of the governed.
To them this government is not a democracy. It is not a republic. It is an odious aristocracy; a
hateful oligarchy of sex; the most hateful aristocracy ever established on the face of the
globe; an oligarchy of wealth, where the rich govern the poor. An oligarchy of learning,
where the educated govern the ignorant, or even an oligarchy of race, where the Saxon rules
the African, might be endured; but this oligarchy of sex, which makes father, brothers, hus-
band, sons, the oligarchs over the mother and sisters, the wife and daughters, of every
household-which ordains all men sovereigns, all women subjects, carries dissension,
discord, and rebellion into every home of the nation.

Webster, Worcester, and Bouvier all define a citizen to be a person in the United States,
entitled to vote and hold office.

The only question left to be settled now is: Are women persons? And I hardly believe
any of our opponents will have the hardihood to say they are not. Being persons, then,
women are citizens; and no state has a right to make any law, or to enforce any old law, that
shall abridge their privileges or immunities. Hence, every discrimination against women in
the constitutions and laws of the several states is today null and void, precisely as is every
one against Negroes.

Source: http://www.famousquotes.me.uk/speeches/Susan-B-Anthony/index.htm.
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Table A.1 Number of Women in Congress

Congress House of Representatives Senate

65th (1917-1919) 1 (0D, 1R) 0 (0D, 0R)
66th (1919-1921) 0 (0D, 0R) 0 (0D, 0R)
67th (1921-1923) 3 (0D, 3R) 1 (1D, 0R)
68th (1923-1925) 1 (0D, 1R) 0 (0D, 0R)
69th (1925-1927) 3 (1D, 2R) 0 (0D, 0R)
70th (1927-1929) 5 (2D, 3R) 0 (0D, 0R)
71st (1929-1931) 9 (5D, 4R) 0 (0D, 0R)
72nd (1931-1933) 7 (5D, 2R) 1 (1D, 0R)
73rd (1933-1935) 7 (4D, 3R) 1 (1D, 0R)
74th (1935-1937) 6 (4D, 2R) 2 (2D, 0R)
75th (1937-1939) 6 (5D, 1R) 2 (1D, 1R)1

76th (1939-1941) 8 (4D, 4R) 1 (1D, 0R)
77th (1941-1943) 9 (4D, 5R) 1 (1D, 0R)
78th (1943-1945) 8 (2D, 6R) 1 (1D, 0R)
79th (1945-1947) 11 (6D, 5R) 0 (0D, 0R)
80th (1947-1949) 7 (3D, 4R) 1 (0D, 1R)
81st (1949-1951) 9 (5D, 4R) 1 (0D, 1R)
82nd (1951-1953) 10 (4D, 6R) 1 (0D, 1R)
83rd (1953-1955) 11 (5D, 6R)2 2 (0D, 2R)
84th (1955-1957) 16 (10D, 6R)2 1 (0D, 1R)
85th (1957-1959) 15 (9D, 6R) 1 (0D, 1R)
86th (1959-1961) 17 (9D, 8R) 2 (1D, 1R)
87th (1961-1963) 18 (11D, 7R) 2 (1D, 1R)
88th (1963-1965) 12 (6D, 6R) 2 (1D, 1R)
89th (1965-1967) 11 (7D, 4R) 2 (1D, 1R)
90th (1967-1969) 11 (6D, 5R) 1 (0D, 1R)
91st (1969-1971) 10 (6D, 4R) 1 (0D, 1R)
92nd (1971-1973) 13 (10D, 3R) 2 (1D, 1R)
93rd (1973-1975) 16 (14D, 2R) 0 (0D, 0R)
94th (1975-1977) 19 (14D, 5R) 0 (0D, 0R)
95th (1977-1979) 18 (13D, 5R) 2 (2D, 0R)
96th (1979-1981) 16 (11D, 5R) 1 (0D, 1R)
97th (1981-1983) 21 (11D, 10R) 2 (0D, 2R)
98th (1983-1985) 22 (13D, 9R) 2 (0D, 2R)
99th (1985-1987) 23 (12D, 11R) 2 (0D, 2R)
100th (1987-1989) 23 (12D, 11R) 2 (1D, 1R)
101st (1989-1991) 29 (16D, 13R) 2 (1D, 1R)
102nd (1991-1993) 28 (19D, 9R)4 4 (3D, 1R)3

103rd (1993-1995) 47 (35D, 12R)4 7 (5D, 2R)5

– continued on next page –
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Table A.8 Firsts for Women in the Law Profession and the Courts (1869-2012)

1869 Arabella Mansfield of Iowa becomes the first woman granted permission to practice law.

1870 Ada H. Kepley of Illinois becomes the first woman lawyer to graduate from a law school,
Union College of Law in Chicago.

Esther Mae Morris of Sweetwater County, Wyoming becomes the first woman judge in the
United States when she is appointed justice of the peace. She may be the first woman in the
world in modern history to serve as a judge.

1879 Belva Lockwood becomes the first woman admitted to practice law before the U.S. Su-
preme Court.

1920 Annette Abbott Adams is appointed the first female U.S. assistant attorney general.

1922 Florence Ellinwood Allen becomes the first woman to serve on a state supreme court.

1928 Genevieve Cline becomes the first woman to sit on a federal court when she is appointed
to the U.S. Customs Court.

1934 Florence Ellinwood Allen becomes the first woman to serve on the U.S. Circuit Court of
Appeals.

1965 Justice Lorna Lockwood of Arizona becomes the first woman to serve as chief justice on a
state supreme court.

1979 Amalya Lyle becomes the first African American woman appointed to the U.S. Court of
Appeals.

1981 Sandra Day O’Connor becomes the first woman appointed to the U.S. Supreme Court.

1984 Republican Arlene Violet of Rhode Island becomes the first woman elected as a state’s at-
torney general.

1993 Janet Reno becomes the first woman to serve as U.S. Attorney General.

1998 Kim McLane Wardlaw is the first Hispanic American woman appointed to the United
States Court of Appeals.

2009 Sonia Sotomayor becomes first Hispanic American woman appointed to the U.S. Supreme
Court.

2012 Jacqueline Hong-Noc Nguyen is the first Asian American woman to serve on the federal
court of appeals.
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