would see what would happen. She went out on election
day, beguiled the poll clerk into giving her a ballot, and
voted!

She was arrested for this misdemeanour and tried,
and out of this case—Charlton vs. Ling—came a ruling
on the matter in dispute, and this is the ruling: “Women
are persons in matters of pains and penalties, but are
not persons in matters of rights and privileges.”

There was no doubt that this law was still valid though
public opinion had rendered it obsolete. Mrs. Murphy,
as well as others of us, had interviewed honourable gen-
tlemen at Ottawa from time to time on the matter of
appointing women to the Senate, and we had received
the same reply. The gentlemen would like nothin
better than to have women in the Senate but the British
North American Act made no provision for women and
the members feared that women could not be appointed
to the Senate until this great foundation of our liber-
ties was amended and that would take time and carefy]
thought.

On one occasion Madame Marchand and I went to see
the Hon. Arthur Meighan and when he brought out this
same answer the witty Frenchwoman flashed at him:

“And for what are we paying you, and the other gen-
tlemen, if it is not to keep our laws up-to-date?”

But still time went on and nothing happened. One
day, near the end of August in 1927, Mrs. Murphy calleq
in four of us: Mrs. Irene Parlby, a member of the
Alberta Cabinet; Mrs. Louise McKinney, ex-M.L.A_;
Mrs. Henrietta Edwards, author of a book entitled “Laws
Relating to Women”; and myself. We gathered at Mrs,
Murphy’s home in South Edmonton. It was a perfect
day in harvest time. Blue haze lay on the horizon, anq
the air was filled with the smell of ripening grain. Beeg
droned in the delphiniums and roses in her garden ag
we sat on the verandah and discussed many things.
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