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VOTES FOR WOMEN.

A young and very able member of the Men’s 
League for Women’s Suffrage gave an eloquent 
address on Monday evening on the man’s view 
of Women’s Suffrage and the Gonoillation Bill.

The meeting was held in the Grove-road 
School, Windsor. The hall was comfortably 
filled, between 50 and 60 being present.

Mrs. W. Gibbs was in the chair, and said 
that as hon. secretary it was her duty to give 
a short account of the business of the past 
year, October being their opening month. They 
had a small balance left, in spite of the fact 
that work was growing each year. She 
sketched out a prograname of work for the 
ensuing year, which included monthly “at 
homes” and a Suffrage play and concert in 
February, the concert very kindly being 
arranged by Mr. Thomas Dunhill.

The speaker, Mr. Theodore Guggenheim, 
said that England was supposed to have repre
sentative government, but that was not the 
case so long as half the nation had no voice 
in the making of the laws. He touched on 
the abstract justice of the woman’s claims to 
the vote, and then passed on to the Concilia
tion Bill. This Bill had been carefully drawn 
up by a committee, consisting of Members of 
Parliament, with a view of satisfying all 
political parties, and had succeeded so well 
that after two days of serious debate it passed 
the House by a majority of 110. This was a 
larger majority than Mr. Asquith had for his 
Government measures. It then by a large 

I majority was referred to a Committee of the 
Lwhole House, and what the Suffragists were 
(now very moderately asking was that time 
I should be given at the beginning of the new 
I Session, a week perhaps, in which the House 
I might thoroughly discuss it and to give, 
lopportunity for any amendment to be sugJ 
Igested. J
I An informal talk followed. Any ann 
■ suffragist present were pressingly asked fl 

speak, but none responded.
A hearty vote of thanks was proposed by

Dunhill and seconded by Oounoillor Bressey



/ WOMEN’S SUFFRAGE. V/

ENTHUSIASTIC MEETING AT THE 
GUILDHALL.

The Vicar of Windsor (Rev. J. H. Elliaon) presided 
oa Wednesday evening at the Guildhall over a large 
moating held under the auspices of the London 
Society for Women’s Suffrage, In connection with 
the National Union of W’omen'a Suffrage Societies, to 
hear au address from Mr. Baillie-Weaver, of the 
above Society. Although the ladies predominated in 
numbers, there was a good sprinkling of the “lords 
of creation,’’ but who were evidently unanimously in 
sympathy with the object of the gathering, “Votes for 
Women,” judging by the fact that there were no 
adverse interruptions throughout the whole meeting, 
the arrangement of which was due to Mrs. P. Gibb, 
and among other ladies in the audience were Mrs. J. 
H. Ellison, Mrs. Tower, Mrs. Nagel, Mrs. Bernard 
Everett, end many others. The Chairman was sup
ported by the Rev. Barnard Everett, the Rev. A. Lee, 
Aidermen E. Bsmpfylde and W. P. Reavell, Coun
cillor W. Breesey, and Mr. R. Wood.

In opening the proceedings, the Chairman said that 
as such he supposed it was his duty to see to the 
proper conduct of the meeting, and especially that 
the views and feelings of those present should receive 
proper and right attention. Mr. Baillie-Weaver, who 
had come to address them, would propose: “ That in 
the opinion of this meeting it is right and expedient 
that some form of the parliamentary franchise should 
be granted to women.” He would point out that 
among those who were in favour of Women’s Suffrage, 
different views were represented, and that the 
resolution had been drawn up in the form read in the 
hope that it might draw in all people who wished to 
give the vote to women without delay. There were 
r,wo things on ths general question he wished to say. 
First, that be had read a good deal of literature 
which Mrs, Gibb had supplied him with, and every
one must feel a debt of gratitude to her for the time 
and trouble sho had taken in organising thia meeting 
[applause]. He noticed the question was asked, 
mainly from one point of view—and it was the 
woman’s—what are known as woman’s rights ? What 
was pointed cut were the inequalities between the 
two sexes, and the various forms of injustice which 
they suffer from. That point of view appealed to a 
great number of people, but there were some people 
to whom it appealed from a different point of view, 
the right of the State to which they belonged to have 
every point of view represented in its couacils [hear, 
heat]. All his life long he had had the privilege to 
work with women, and if anyone ought to speak out 
on the question it was the clergy who had to work 
with women workers. He did not know himself 
where f such work as ho had been able to do would 
have been without the women workers [applause]. 
The point of view from which women regarded things 
was very often different from that of the man’s vit w, 
and he believed that there was a very large number 
of questions, including more especially that large 
number of social questions coming to the front now-a- 
days, which must be adequately discussed, where they 
could get the woman’s point of view as well as the 
maa's. It was a principle recognised in family 
iifs, and on such public bodies as Education Com
mittees and Boards of Guardians, and they asked 
themselves the question, how could they have got on 
for so many years without woman’s Influence ? He 
knew that the character of committees had been 
changed for the better by the introduction of women. 
Ha urged that they should, in favour of trying the 
experiment of giving women the Parliamentary vote, 
say that the influeiice which had worked well in 
other departments, would work equally well when 
applied to Parliamentary life [applause]. They did 
nos ask that the experiment should be tried in



no^aajnha^n^expenmen^sSowa^b^trieSnn 
a reckless way. In 4he first inatanos, •woman 
suffrage should be tried in a limiltd area. The 
second thing be wished to say was to express bis 
personal satisfaction, and be believed be was ex
pressing the feeling of many persons present, that at 
all events for the present, what were known as the 
militant methods had ceased. If it bad not been so, 
they would not have seen him in the chair and per
haps not that meeting in that hall. He knew of more 
than one man who'-Wouid have been present hut who 
had been alienated by the militant methods. Dur
ing the whole of bis working life he bad been 
in favour of trying this experiment, and he would ask 
them to prevent this great cause from being handi- 
cappsd by those methods which would never com
mend it to the sober judgment of the country [ap
plause] .

In the course of an hour and a quarter’s address, 
Mr. Baillie-Weaver went very fully and with much 
detail into the question of Woman Suffrage. The 
question had been asked, why do women want votes? 
The answer was simple: because they want to be citi
zens, and because they were as much interested in the 
British Empire as men. It seemed after all very odd 
that they should be disoussing what was a very 
elementary preposition of justice. Take the case of 
a man who possessed a vote by any sort of qualifica
tion, when be died, his wife succeeded to his position, 
and carried on the same responsibilities, but because 
she had lost her natural protector, she was deprived 
of a vote. That was an injustice they were going to 
remove if they hammered at it from now to Dooms
day. Women might live in a district the whole of 
their lives and yet never have the vote. A woman 
bad to pay taxes on the same basis as man, had to 
obey the same laws and be punished with the same 
penalties as man; had to earn their own living if 
there was no one else to do it for them ; and some
times had to keep their husbands just as men keep 
their wives. Women suffered more than men when 
their men-folk go to war, and did their part as nurses. 
He had not time to go through all the principal 
objections to woman suffrage, but the first was that 
there was not a majority of women in favour of 
the vote being granted. That was said by the 
Auti-Suffragist League, but as there are 13 million 
adult women in the country, it was a large order to 
say the Anti-Suffragists represented them. The 
truth was that the position of women in this matter 
was one of complete indifference, and that was where 
the value of the work of the Anti-Suffragists’ League 
came in : they were widening the scope of the agita
tion. But assuming that there was not a majority of 
women in favour of the vote, what had that to do 
with it ? The agricultural labourer was said once not 
to want the vote, but that proved nothing, and he 
had since received it. Was there any doubt that the 
State would be likely to suffer if women had the 
vote ? In regard to employment, women were paid 
half what men are, with the result that men’s wages 
were cut down, and would bs so until women have 
the vote. Did anyone question the power of the vote 
to affect wages ? Take the case of women teachers, 
they were paid only half what men teachers were, 
though their qualifications were the same. Then 
there was an objection to women having the vote on 
the ground of physical fitness ; that physical force is 
the basis of the State, and that as women are deficient 
and incapable of military service, that therefore they 
were not entitled to full rights. He denied that 
physical force was the basis of the State; co-operation 
and consent was the basis. If a million women re
fused to pay their rates, and further supposing they 
would not earn the money to pay the rates, but throw 
themselves on the Poor Law Guardians, there would 
soon be a smash up of the whole question. He 
thought what people had in their minds was the 
admkMtration of the law. It was said if women 
coulor^ enforce the law, that they were not entitled 
to the rights of citizenship. If women could have 
the vot^they could control the Civil service. It was
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wottral|Klnk differently on seeing women at 
the to^of the list and men at the bottom. 
Bnt Bupposa it was true they were not cap
able of formiag an opinion, Bince when was it 
demanded of men that they ohould be able to form a 
capable opinion before receiving the vote ? [ap
plause] . A man might be a driyelling idiot, but 
if he had a property qualification, was entitled to 
a vote. Then it was Baid women were fully repre
sented by men. He controverted that by the Un
employed Bill, in which there was no mention made 
of women. There was nothing which had effected 
the alteration in women bo much as the reception 
they had received from Membera of Parliament, 
Bome of whom bad aald to them that they were not 
in Parliament to represent women, bnt bad some
thing else to do. It waa said if women were given 
votes they would swarap the men. That could 
not be BO, aa the men were in the majority. He 
(the speaker) did not care about adult suffrage; 
he claimed the vote to which women were entitled, 
and there waa no reason why they should bo deprived 
of it. But women could not make terms upon which 
they should be given the vote. Another point against 
giving the vote waa that woman’s place is the home, 
but he would like to diecuHs whether man’s place was 
not in the home also [laughter and applause]. 
Whether it was hia office, factory or workshop, he 
had a place and a vote for it. Well, why not leave 
the home alone ? The Children’s Bill was an inter
ference with women's rights. Then he would like 
OU the subject of finance, to ask the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer if woman was not the purae-bearer in 
the home. Upon the question of tariff reform they 
were giving women one of the strongest arguments 
possible. The divorce court, he contended, was 
another argument in favour of woman suffrage.—Mr. 
Balllie-Weaver referred to the Australian Colonies 
where woman suffrage had come into force and found 
workable, and went on to say that with regard to 
militant tactics, although there waa a trues at present, 
if there was no move before long by the Government 
he was confident they would be renewed, but he did 
not know what tactics had to do with it. He con
cluded by Baying that the agitation for woman’s vote 
was the outcome of man’s own action, and moved the

1 resolution.
Aiderman Reavell in seconding, said as a tem- 

Iperance advocate, he believed if women were given 
'the vote that the temperance cause would be greatly 
strengthened.

Mr. W. Q. Stoneham, from the back of the hall, 
put some questions to the chief speaker which were 
answered to the satisfaction of ths audience, and the 
resolution was then put to the vote and declared 
carried with fdur dissentients.

The Rev. B. Everett moved a vote of thanks to Mr. 
Baillie-Weaver for his address, which was seconded 
by the Rev. A. Lae, Bupported by Aiderman Bamp- 
fylde and duly acknowledged. A vote of thanka to 
the Vicar for presiding, on the motion of Aiderman 
Reavell, concluded the meeting.


