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Dear Mrs Ward,

I Quite af^ree with you that a monster petition in 

reply to that of the a.S. is desirable. But it seems to me that the 

ri&;ht moment for doin^ it was when I sug^’ested it, six months aj^o. 

We could then have had our million-signature petition rolled into 

the House of Contcons last Tuesday week, with excellent effect. 

The best time for petition worh is the spring, w3ien days are long 

and light and warm, when women do not mind standing on their doorstejs 

and when workers rwr^r^rimmulz are not subjected to the discomforts 

and time-wasting of a winter campaign^ frozen fingers, 

dripping umbrellas, flash lights, etc. The v/orkers who were brought 

to the front for the first time by the Voters* Petition and whom one 

cannot use in organisi.ng work would have been Kept interested and 

usefully and suitably employed. However it is no us© crying over 

lost opportunities. The r^estlon is, whether it is too late to Jtto 

attempt this or some other fom of statistical reply to the Antis. 

Put as shortly as possible, the points I feel Keenly about are:-

1. That we should have a special Council Meeting in the last 

weeK in September to decide what is to be done. ’

2. That no general Women‘s Petition should be attempted unless 

Uj^ Council is prepared to make a very big thing indeed of it and to 



pt U-1^^^ c^.^^^

push it through as rapidly as possible. I don’t a bit agree with 

Mrs Fawcett that it could or should be undertaken as a sort of ’’extra 
^hat would mean that it would be done partially and half-heartedly. 

A small petition would be far worse than useless. Ilalf-a-million 

should be the 'minimum, a million the aim.

3. I made some calculations as to how long the work would take, 

oased on our siiiall test petition here. We set twelve workers to 

collect signatures for four periods of three hours each in four 

districts selected so as to be as different as possible. They 

collected just over a thousand signatures, i.e., average rate S3*^ 

signatures per worker. This only comes to a little over seven signa

tures an hour, which certainly does not seem very much, but as some 

of them were excellent workers and some not so good, I think it may 

be taken as a fair sample.

I calculate that at this rate if 1^(9 Societies gave on the 
workers --------  

ay or age six fecoicis, each to the work, fiiacEsmifeiBOTa working twelve hours a 

week, they could collect the million signatures in about thirteen 

and a half weeks, or a little over three months. This of course 

allows nothing for the signatures which would be got at meetings, 

where the rate of collection would be much more than 7 pel’ hour.

In ths winter time it would probably take longer as the 

physical difficulties are much greater. Supposing that my figures 

are right, I don’t think that it ought to be impossible to get tiiis 

put tnrougn in a stated time, but it does mean a big amount of work, 

i.e., an army of about 900 workers giving up three half-days a week 

for this purpose. Of course if one raised funds and employed a lot 

of paid workers it could be put through much more quickly.



One alternative oftdft sii^x.estea is of course to canvass the 

women occupiers who would get the vote under the Bill. This is far 

slower, as one may visit only two or three houses in a street and 

only one voter in each, instead of getting perhaps two or three 

signatures at every second house. Also, I doubt whether one-®9mkx 

gets as high a proportion of signatures among those canvassed, as 

ths women occupiers are so many of them elderly widows who are rather 
timid. The married and sigle women who won’t get the vote w^ far 

keener about it, though of course one daren’t say this publicly.

I wonder what the people at headquarters are thinking about the 

favourite Antitrsuggestion of a referendum either among women or among 

electors or both. It is a horribly specious proposal and I am very 

much afraid the result would be unfavourable, at any rate among 

women, thanks entirely to the militaiU^. I have been rather thinking 
very privately and unostentatiously to-i/ry a referendum of electors 

by the post, in say, a single polling district here, and one in two 

or three other tovms. If one knew the result, it would be so much 

easier to know what line to take if the proposal was put forward 

very seriously. If the results vjere unfavourable of course one would 

them, as an unfavourable result is no real argument against 

the vote. If on the other hand the result is favourable, we could 

encourage the trial of the experiment on a bigger scale. The diffi

culty would be to prevent any one finding out that we were making 

the experiment and demanding to know the results.

Another suggestion for work that I should like to bring forward 

if there is a special Council Meeting, is that a movement should be 



set on foot to £,et political workers to sign a pledge not to work 

at the next General Election, except for Candidates approved by the 

N.U.W.S.S. Hitherto, I think the efforts have generally Peon to get 
whole 

imhhii'mf Associations to refrain. Ths worst of this plan is that even 

if under ths influence of a good Suffrage speaker the Association 

agrees to make the Suffrage a "^t question, when the excitei^ent and 

stress of the election comes on, the Association itself or the in

dividual Xiiemhers are swept off their feet by the pressure of their 

male relatives and work as hard as ever for Anti-Suffragists. We 

had numerous examples of that here last election, when Secretaries 

who had promised me faithfully not to work and not to let their mem

bers do so for anti-suffrage candidates, not only did this in their 

own constituency but actually went several miles off to Bootle and 

worked there for an agressive anti-suffragist. If the members had 

individually^ signed a solemn pledge beforehand, they would be ashamed 

to break it. Would you feel disposed to bring this suggestion be

fore the London Society?

I did not mean to trouble you with so long a letter.

Yours truly,


