devise a way. This was every woman's concern and she
believed that Mr. King would be glad to have it settled,
The letter was written and we had a prompt reply.

Newton Wesley Rowell was going before the Privy
Council in October and he would be glad to take our
petition. The petition should have been in Mrys,
Murphy’s name, but it seems that names are arranged
alphabetically so our petition appears on the record in
the name of “Edwards and others.”

On the morning of October 18th, 1929, newspapers
all over the British Empire carried black headlines:
“Privy Council Declares That Women Are Persons!” I
came as a surprise to many women in Canada at least
who had not known that they were not persons unti]
they heard it stated that they were.

The Lord Chancellor had given a decision and j¢
was so simple and so plain that we wondered now why
we didn’t think of it ourselves. Lord Sankey, after listen,.
ing to the case for and against (our petition was opposed
by two lawyers from the Province of Quebec) found the
solution in the British North America Act itself. There
are clauses where the word “person” is used which woulq
lead one to believe that where the word “person™ i
used it must mean “male and female person,” and jp
addition to this there is one clause where the worg
“person” must mean “male and female.” In Clause 188
provision is made that either the French or the Eﬂglisl;
language may be used by any person in any Court esta},.
lished under this Act. The word “person” must include
women for it is inconceivable that this privilege is jp.
tended for men only.

When we read this in its clear simplicity, we thought
about the Judges of the Supreme Court of Canada, ang
wondered if their faces were red!

It was a matter of regret for all of us that Mrs. Murphy
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