
Little-known sermon given in 1895 on the importan 

Editor’s Note
Emmeline B. Wells reported the following talk to the Woman’s Expo-
nent (Volume 24, 15 August 1895, pp. 44-46). The talk was given by
Joseph F. Smith to the evening session of the General Conference of the
Relief Society held 4 April 1895 in the Salt Lake Assembly Hall. The
original spellings are preserved.

Referring to the subject of woman’s rights Joseph F.
Smith said in substance: he thought many women
were extremely careless and indifferent to their

rights. This was caused to some extent by ignorance, and
thoughtlessness, and to some extent by tradition. We in-
herit much from the fathers, and some of the relics of the
dark ages, not to say of barbarism are still cherished by
some people to their hurt. Accustomed to things as they
were and are, they rest content and seek no changes,
however much for the better a change might be. But he
could get along with this class better than with such as
would not only make no exertion themselves to progress,
but would and did exert themselves to prevent the pro-
gression of others. He regarded such as enemies to soci-
ety. Not intentionally perhaps, but actually so whatever
might be -the cause of their conduct.

For his part, he wanted women to enjoy every bless-
ing, privilege, right, or liberty which he himself enjoyed
in the legitimate pursuit of happiness in this world or in
the world to come. The only differences or distinctions
that should be regarded or recognized are those of nature

or of sex. We should guard with sacredness the distinc-
tion which God himself has created, they are inevitable,
and we could not if we would deface or change them, but
God never did design that a woman should receive less
for the product of her labor, whether of hand or brain,
skilled or meniel than a man should receive for the same
labor no better executed than hers. Nor did he design that
women should be required to bear equal burdens with
men without sharing equally the benefit thereof.

He would not attempt to make a comparison of the
difference between man’s and woman’s physical and
mental capabilities for they were questions foreign to the
one now affecting the public mind. The question is, shall
women be as free as men or not, shall the male citizen
have a voice in civil government because he is a male, and
a female citizen be denied the same privilege simply be-
cause she is a female? Shall a man indignantly resent "ta-
xation without representation," and a woman not do
likewise, or tamely submit to that which must be as great
a wrong to her as it can be to him, simply because she is a
woman and he a man? Man and woman are begotten of
the same father, are born of the same mother, possess the
same life, breathe the same air, feel the same cold or heat,
hunger or thirst, pleasure or pain; eat the same food,
wear the same fabrics wrought only in different forms
and fashions; exist by the same means, both bear the di-
vine image and possess the same divine nature. They are
born, live, and die, and live again for the one great and
glorious purpose. They are indispensible to each other,



guaranteeing equal rights for women.

each is the complement of the other, both for this world
and the world to come, for time and for all eternity. Then
why shall one enjoy civil rights and the other be denied
them? Why shall one be admitted to al! the avenues of
mental and physical progress and prosperity and the
other be prohibited, and prescribed within certain nar-
row limits, to her material abridgment and detriment? Do
not women eat bread as well as men? Shall men be fa-
vored as bread-winners, and women be handicapped in
their effort to win bread? Shall a man be paid higher
wages than is paid to a woman for doing no better than
she does the very same work? Shall the avenues for
employment be multiplied to men and diminished to
women by the mere dictum or selfishness of men? If man
can perform labor for which woman is physically dis-
qualified, let him enjoy the monopoly of it; let the same
be said of woman. By what process ot reasoning can it be
shown that a woman standing at the head of a family,
with all the responsibility resting upon her to provide for
them, should be deprived of the avenues and ways or
means that a man in like circumstance may enjoy to pro-
vide for them? Yet many of these unwholesome condi-
tions do exist, and that too vastly to the detriment of
women, not withstanding which strange to say, women
may be found who seem to glory in their enthralled con-
dition, and who caress and fondle the very chains and
manacles which fetter and enslave them! Let those who
love this helpless dependent condition and prefer to re-
main in it and enjoy it; but for conscience and for mercy’s

sake let them not stand in the way of those of their sisters
who would be, and of right ought to be free. Let them who
will not enter into the door of equal rights and impartial
suffrage step aside, and leave the passage clear to those
who desire to enter. It is said if the women have equal
rights they must bear equal burdens with the men. They
do this already except that their burdens are made un-
equal in that they are deprived of the enjoyment of equal
rights. Yes but, says the objector, they must sit on juries,
they must serve as policemen, sherriffs, marshals, sol-
diers, etc. Well, let them do so if they want to, and canget
such office. But what nonsense this is, it is all right for
them to be qualified for any and all positions, and to pos-
sess the right or privilege to fill them, but that they must
as so does not follow. There are many men in every
community who never sat on a jury, never having been
called to do so, nor to be a soldier, or to do any duty, nor
to be sherriff, policemen, marshals, nor even governors
or judges, and yet they have possessed all the qualifica-
tions to fill any of these positions. Therefore why shall
the women be compelled to do things because she has the
franchise that men are not compelled to do! Many
women are afraid of woman’s suffrage because office
loving, office seeking, office monopolizing men have
tried to frighten them from seeking their right thereby,
possibly, lessening the chances for those same office-
loving men to get and hold the offices of state.

Let no woman be detered for a moment from her
whole duty, by such contemptible twaddle.




