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will see the reasonableness of this proposition* If I am not correct in 
this, then the women could be absolved from all party obligations, no matter 
hew solemnly expressed, by simply holding s. meeting prior to the meeting of 
the Convention in which they happen to be in the minority, and reaching a
conclusion adverse to that of the majority* I am sure that 
upon reflection, .-.ill not contend for that proposition.

Hrs. Cunningham

As for Hrs. Catt’s suggestion that the saloons will be lined 
up against us, I think she is mistaken, because, as you know, we have no

loons in Texas now, and notwithstanding the decision of the Court of Criminal 
Appeals the Attorney General’s Department has been able by injunctive process 
to prevent any saloon operating in Texas. The matter is not likely to reach 
the Sunrewe Court before a women's suffrage election -.’.'ill be held, and by 
that time we hop® to have s. constitutional prohibition amendment that will 
prevent forever the sale and manufacture of liquor within the limits of the
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I beg you to assure Mrs. Cunningham of my highest esteem, and that
if there is any word in this or in my former letter that would indicate 
otherwise, it was not intended to have that effect. I trust that the women 
will all get together, and even if defeated in Texas, the defeat will not hurt 
nearly so much as a diirision on the subject or the opposition of the national 
suffragists to the wishes of the Democrats of the state who desire this 
amendment .submitted. In other words, the Democrats of the state have taken 
the subject out of the hands of its women, and put it in the hands of the men 
to vote on now. I think the suffragists all over the state ought to encourage 
the legislature of Texas to vote for this amendment rather than to vote 
against it, or else the men may conclude that the time for woman's suffrage 
has not yet arrived.
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