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To the brave women who to-day are fighting for 
freedom: to the noble women who all down the ages 
kept the flag fiying and looked forward to this day 
without seeing it: to all women all over the world, of 
whatever race, or creed, or calling, whether they be 
with us or against us in this fight, we dedicate 
this paper.

THE OUTLOOK.
Further reflection does but strengthen the opinion 

that the Conspiracy Trial has resulted in a great 
Victory for the Women’s Social and Political Union 
and the cause of Votes for Women. Won at a great 
cost, which includes the withdrawal of the Leaders 
from the work of the Union, it is nevertheless a 
victory in which they and we rejoice-with all our 
heart. The verdict of the jury Amounts, to an 
acquittal in everything but a technical sense. It is 

said by many that if the jury had been called upon 
to give their verdict immediately after the speeches 
for the defence, it would have been a verdictof Not 
Guilty. But the judge’s summing-up completely 
overstepped the bounds of a judicial statement, arid 
was equivalent to another speech for the prosecu- 
tion and a peremptory order to convict. Very 
significant was it that under these circumstances the 
jury should take the almost unprecedented course of 
claiming for the prisoners the utmost-clemency and 
leniency of the Court, and of testifying to the un­
doubted purity of the motives underlying the mili­
tant agitation.

The Jury's Verdict.
It has been said that the recent protest by members 

of the W.S.P.U. has alienated public opinion and 
damaged the Suffrage cause. The jury's verdict gives 
the lie to that assertion. Here were twelve men 
without any special previous knowledge of the 
defendants or of the Union, twelve men taken by 
chance, as the judge reminded them, from the vast 
body of citizens to pronounce upon the militant 
W.S.P.U. protests of November and March. And
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what they say is in effect this. The protests took 
place. They took place with the encouragement and 
at the instigation of the three prisoners in the dock. 
Yet, nevertheless, we declare that such is the purity 
of the motives underlying this defiance of the law, 
that we ask that the utmost clemency and leniency 
be shown to them. Again we hail this verdict as 
a triumph, and we say that the opinion of the jury 
represents the opinion of all, intelligent citizens who 
have had the truth about the militant agitation 
brought home to their minds in the way that it was 
brought home to the minds of the jury in the 
Conspiracy Trial.

The Sentence.
Nine months’ imprisonment in the second division, 

the costs of the prosecution to be paid by the defen’ 
dants ! In this fashion did the judge flout the jury’s 
plea for clemency and leniency. Wife-beaters, 
violators of little children, blackguards of all kinds 
have often had shorter sentences than this. But, as 
we know, a harsher standard of punishment is in 
vogue where political offences are concerned. Let us 
therefore compare the punishment given to Mr. Tom 
Mann, who has incited to. mutiny, with that inflicted 
upon those who have only incited to window-break- 
ing. That of those two offences incitement to mutiny 
1 by far the more serious is shown by the Attorney- 
General s own statement:— —

The offence of inciting to mutiny is [he says a veru 
grave one, rendering a person convicted of it liable to a 
very serious punishment, and if any soldier, inflamed by 
this incitement, should refuse to obey the orders of Is 
officer, he would be liable to suffer the death penalty itself.
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Now, as we know, the response to the incitement to 
window-breaking has resulted in two, four, or six 

‘ months’ imprisonment—penalties in our opinion 
very excessive, yet obviously not to be compared to 
the penalty of death.

. " These Sentences Cannot Stand!”
Moreover, the respective effects on the community 

of the two offences in question are not to be com- 
. pared, mutiny being so much more of a catastrophe 

than window-breaking. Therefore we should expect 
that Mr. Tom Mann’s punishment would be very 
much more severe than the punishment meted out to 
the W.S.P.U. Leaders. Astounding to relate, the 

i very contrary has happened. Mr Tom Mann re- 
ceives a sentence of six months’ imprisonment,’ now 
reduced to two months. The W.S.P.U. Leaders 
receive a sentence of nine months’ imprisonment. 
According to the standard of punishment erected in 
Mr. Tom Mann’s case, they ought to have been imme- 
diately discharged and set at liberty upon the con­
clusion. of the trial, especially as each one of them 
had already suffered at least three weeks’ imprison- 

’ ment, not to speak of additional weeks of severe 
inconvenience in connection with the trial and the 
preparation of it. These sentences cannot stand.

In the House of Commons.
Great and widespread indignation has been ex- 

pressed at the judge’s decision. Instantly a discus- 
, sion was raised in the House of Commons, and in 

very powerful speeches Mr. Keir Hardie and Mr. 
Lansbury demanded a drastic revision of the sen­
tences and a transference of the three prisoners to 
the first division until such time as the Home Secre­
tary should order their release. When some Members 
expressed , exultation at the judge’s decision, Mr. 
Keir Hardie rebuked them, saying :—
It is worse to rejoice in women being sentenced to 

prison for doing these things than the doing of them, 
because it does not require the same amount of courage. 
My ancestors went to the scaffold, for this same offence, 
and I am proud of it.

. He then proceeded to show that in spite of all denials 
by Ministers and others, the law does recognise 
political offences. He based this assertion partly on 
the provision of extradition law, according to which 
fugitives charged with political offences, however 
serious, are not surrendered, and upon the defini- 
tion of a political offence laid down by the English 
Courts. . " Surely," he added, "if the ruling is 
acceptable with regard to an alien, it should be 
equally acceptable with regard to British subjects."

" A . Man Named Cromwell."
Mr. Hardie pointed to the contrast between the 

punishment meted out to the Suffragist Leaders for 
their comparatively small offence and to Mr. Tom 
Mann for " calling upon soldiers to disobey their 
officers, to disobey the oath they have taken, and to 
endanger the peace and property of the realm.” 
How could the two sentences be justified ? he asked. 
" Either Mr. Tom Mann got too little or the others 
got too much." Mr. Lansbury declared that it was 
verydoubtful if the House of Commons would 
exist if people had not broken the law in' the past. 
" On a memorable occasion," said he, " a man named 
Cromwell marched up to this place, or the building 
that preceded it, and broke the law, and the whole 
of English liberties have been won by people who 
broke the law." Then came a challenge to the Mem- 
bers present to say whether any of them had ever 
suffered one minute for any cause in the world. 
Answer came there none !

Mr. McKenna’s Reply.
The publie sympathy and admiration excited by 

the Leaders' conduct of the trial, and by the facts 
elicited in evidence, had evidently become known to 
the Home Secretary. His reply was therefore very 
guarded and very diplomatic. He felt it to be his. 
duty to examine the circumstances of the case with- 
out delay. He sympathised with the view that 
motive must be a strong element in forming a moral 
judgment upon the crime, and should be taken into 
account by those who have the duty of advising as 
to the exercise of the prerogative of mercy. He could 
not promise to come to a speedy conclusion, but 
already he felt it his duty “to form an opinion as 
to whether the cases were such as could properly 
be applied to rule 243a." Pressed for a more definite 
statement, Mr. McKenna gave an assurance “ to 
give his most sympathetic consideration generally, 
and to consider favourably as to the application of 
rule 243a." He indignantly declared that " in no 
case have any of these prisoners been asked to put ; 
on prison dress." The house adjourned for the 1 
holidays, and Mr. Keir Hardie and Mr. Lansbury 
and others felt assured that on the reassembling of 
the House an announcement, of the . Government’s 
final decision might be expected, and that in the 
meantime the prisoners would have at least the 
limited ameliorations and advantages of rule 243a.

The Home Secretary’s Bad Faith. ■
These expectations were-speedilv disappointed. 

Mr. McKenna's sympathetic remarks were appar- 
ently, made for the exclusive purpose of silencing 
Parliamentary criticism. Once the House of Com- 
monshad dispersed for the holidays, Mr. McKenna's 
sympathy also disappearedMrs. Pankhursti-and 
Mrs.Pethick Lawrence, on arriving at Holloway, 

where certain traditions and methods have, by long 
years of hard fighting, been established, had com­
paratively little difficulty in securing certain con­
cessions which they have accepted pending the re­
assembling of Parliament. The treatment of Mr. 
Pethick Lawrence was entirely disgraceful. Either 
by Mr. McKenna’s orders, or as a consequence of 
that gentleman’s wanton breach of his pledge to give 
his consideration to the matter, Mr. Pethick Law- 
rence was taken to Wormwood Scrubbs Prison.

Treatment of Mr. Lawrence.
This prison is reserved for the lowest class 

criminal. According to the Governor, there is 
of 
no

possibility, in view of the rules applying to the 
prison, of carrying out rule 243a. It was only be­
cause the Governor exercised his personal discretion, 
having in vain tried to get instructions from the 
Home Office, that Mr. Pethick Lawrence was allowed 
to retain his own clothes. Indeed, he was told that 
if he remained at Wormwood Scrubbs he would be 
compelled to wear prison clothes. So much for Mr. 
McKenna's denial that any of the prisoners would be 
expected to put on prison dress. The news of the 
indignities and hardships to which Mr. Lawrence 
was being subjected roused all at Clement's Inn to 
vigorous action, and in a few hours Mr. Lawrence 
was transferred to Brixton Gaol, and was in the 
enjoyment of some, at any, rate, of the privileges, 
provided for by rule 243a. Subsequently it was 
announced that the Home Office had given orders 
that all three prisoners were to be treated according 
to rule 243a. They will, however, be content with 
nothing less than transference to the first division.

Who Shall Pay?
The Government will also be called upon to cancel 

the order of the judge thatMrs. Pankhurst and Mr. 
Pethick Lawrence shall pay the costs of the prosecu- 
tion.. If - these must be borne by any individual, 
then we. suggest that Mr. Hobhouse, to . whose in- 
flammatory speech recent militancy is so largely due, 
shall be called upon to pay. ' Again, Sir Rufus 
Isaacs, who believes that rioting, bloodshed, and 
violence, are a substitute for the. franchise, will 
naturally decline to take any fee for prosecuting 
persons who have simply carried his own theories 
into practice, and have done so in a very mild and 
moderate fashion. This order to pay costs is, of 
course, a measure of pure vindictiveness. The 
authorities, not daring to impose a sentence of im­
prisonment longer than nine months, are attempt- 
ing to increase the penalty by imposing a heavy fine. 
We challenge the Government to show a precedent 
for this malicious proceeding. Were the Jameson 
Raiders made to pay the costs of the legal proceed­
ings taken against them ? Are Mr. Lloyd George and 
Mr. Sydney Buxton, two successive Presidents of 
the Board of Trade, to be called upon to pay the 
huge money loss arising from the wreck of the 
Titanic—a loss which many people think was largely 
caused by their neglect of official duty? It is for 
all who believe in fair play to insist that the 
Government remit this iniquitous money penalty. 
Taking the judge’s decision as a whole, the long 
sentence of imprisonment, the refusal of first divi- 
sion treatment, the heavy fine, we ask, in the words 
of the Daily News," Would the jury have convicted 
if it had known in advance what Mr. Justice

■ Coleridge understood by the utmost clemency ? "
A " Liberal " Judge.

A few years ago Lord Coleridge was a Liberal 
Member of Parliament. , That might easily have 
been guessed from his summing-up in the Conspiracy 
Trial. His mind is still strongly tainted by party 

"prejudice. During the early stages of the trial he 
made a fine show of impartiality, but in his sum- 
ming-up he completely threw aside the mask. He 
delivered, as we say above, a speech for the 
prosecution.He displayed all the eagerness to 
secure a conviction, allthe determination to close 
every loophole of escape to the prisoner, all the dis- 
regard of the old principle that the accused person 
is innocent until found guilty; in short, all the 
" questionable tendencies" which, as the legal corre- 
spondent of theManchester Guardian recently 
pointed but; are in these days to be noticed in our 
criminal procedure.

Party Bias.
In addition to all this, Lord Coleridge displayed 

the strong party bias we have referred to. Thus, he 
entered upon a defence of the Government’s policy 
with regard to Woman Suffrage, such a defence as 
would be offered by any political hack anxious to 
win the favour of the Party Whip. He argued, in 
flat disregard of facts that had been brought before 
the Court, that Mr. Lloyd George is ardently in 
favour of the Suffrage cause. Referring to the 
Prime Minister’s refusal to receive a deputation on 
the Referendum, he, again in defiance of fact, tried 
to make it appear to the jury that this matter had 
been raised at the interview with the Prime Minister 
on November-17. He presumed so far as to criticise 
the wordsand demeanour of the W.S.P.U. repre- 
sentatives at that interview. He further defended 
with vigour the Prime Minister’s refusal to receive 
the Referendum deputation/ In fact, he spoke as 
onewho had thoroughly marked, learned, and 
digested his brief ! His resuscitation of evidence 

against the defendants which had been entirely dis- 
credited in the course of the trial has not gone un- 
noticed. In fact, Mr. Justice Coleridge has won for 
himself a place in history beside the judges in 
Hampden’s trial.

The Government's Responsibility.
The Attorney-General’s lame attempt to prove that 

the Government were not behind the prosecution has 
deceived no one. After all, it was the Prime 
Minister himself who first gave a hint, in answer to 
a question in the House of Commons, that the 
Government were contemplating a prosecution for 
conspiracy. Moreover, the act of one Member of 
the Government is, according to our Constitution, 
the act of the Government as a whole, and we are 
surprised that the Attorney-General should have 
made his preposterous assertion that he and he alone 
is responsible for the prosecution of the W.S.P.U. 
Leaders. Equally preposterous was his argument 
that this was not a political trial The justification 
he offered for instituting the prosecution, was that it 
was the duty of the authorities “ to stop the destruc­
tion of property of persons who were taking no part 
in this political movement, and had nothing what­
ever to do with it." " Give the women the Vote,” 
interposed Mrs. Pankhurst, "and it will stop!" 
This argument Sir Rufus Isaacs expressed some un- 
willingness to accept. Yet it is an argument which 
Governments have over and over again been obliged 
to accept. Considering that the "unoffending trades­
men ‘‘ to whom he referred in sympathetic tones are 
among the Government’s electoral masters, we chal- 
lenge Sir Rufus Isaacs’ statement that they have 
nothing to do with the movement—or, to view the 
matter from another standpoint, it is because they 
had “nothing to do with the: movement," and did 
not compel the Government to give Votes to Women 
that they are to-day lamenting the loss of their shop 
windows.

“Free Speech.”
Most unreserved and generous was Sir Rufus 

Isaacs, as was the Judge, in assuring the defendants 
that the mere academic expression of opinion was 
perfectly free to all. We know that it is perfectly 
free, but we also know that it is perfectly futile 
where those are concerned who do not possess the 
weapon of the Vote. Very imprudently the Attorney- 
General ventured upon a defence of the Govern- 
ment’s treacherous conduct with regard to the 
Conciliation Bill. Mrs. Pankhurst was lying in wait 
for him, and swiftly brought him to confusion. In 
two sentences she made her case against the Govern-

ment. She said, " Mr. Asquith gave a pledge, and 
the pledge was that the Conciliation Bill should have 
fair play. Then the Manhood Suffrage Bill was 
announced, and according to Mr. Lloyd George, the 
Manhood Suffrage Bill had torpedoed the Concilia­
tion Bill, and therefore destroyed the pledge.” But 
Sir Rufus Isaacs’ crowning discomfiture was yet to 
arrive. He was in the full tide of his peroration, 
and was assuring the jury in sentimental strain that 
not always was woman oppressed, that when there is 
only limited safety to be secured in moments of 
grave peril, the order given is " Women and children 
first." Sharp and clear came Mrs. Pankhurst’s 
question, " What about the women on the streets ?" 
Well might she ask it! England, besides having a 
thriving native trade in women's souls and bodies, 
is the " clearing house" for the international traffic 
in White Slaves. This is due to the iniquitous state 
of English law, which Sir Rufus Isaacs and his 
Government refuse to alter.

Speeches for the Defence.
In no political trial have there been speeches more 

eloquent and moving than those delivered by the 
three defendants in this case. Mr. Pethick Lawrence 
twice addressed the Court. He began by giving the 
j ury an account of the history of the Suffrage move- 
ment, and of the circumstances under which he and 
his co-defendants had entered it; then stated in very 
impressive fashion the reasons why the enfranchise­
ment of women appears to him and others a question 
so grave as to warrant strong measures in its pur- 
suit. Would it not have been well, he asked, if before 
the loss of the 'Titanic someone had roused the 
Government to action by breaking the windows of 
the Board of Trade, and had thus secured the passing 
of new regulations for the safety of those at sea ? 
Yet on the Titanic there were only two thousand 
souls, whereas the lives which might be saved, and 
are lost for want of women's help in governing the 
country, are thousands every year. All the more 
urgent therefore is it, he contended, to give warning 
to the Government that they have a duty to perform.

Mr. Lawrence's Fine Speech.
Mr. Pethick Lawrence's words concerning his own 

relation to the women’s movement ought to be 
brought home to the mind of every man in the 
country. Said he, "I am a man, and, being a man, 
I am not a part of this women's agitation, but I 
intended, and I still intend, to stand by the women 
who are fighting in this agitation, and using 
methods which I know have succeeded in history, and 
departing from methods which I know have proved 
to be a mistake. . . . When I have seen men 
stand out of this agitation, and when I have seen 
men endeavouring, by trickery and humbug, to put 
this agitation off, I have been all the more deter- 
mined to stand in with it. . . . I say to the 
Government that I am not ashamed of the part that 
I have taken in the agitation, but I am ashamed of 
the part that they have taken in it.”

This is a manly declaration, and we say further 
that those who will not echo it are false to their man- 
hood. Mr. Pethick Lawrence has led the way in 
aiding women in the struggle for freedom, and others 
of . his sex have followed in no small numbers. 
We look to men in general to ascend to the same level 
of thought and conduct. Had they done so earlier, 
women would by now have had the Vote.

The Heart of the Matter.
Mrs. Pankhurst's speech was reported in our last 

issue. Itis perhaps the finest and most complete 
vindication of women's claim to the Vote and of the 
militant methods that she has ever made. We sug- 
gest that no one should be regarded as either an 
irreclaimable Anti-Suffragist or an irreclaimable 
anti-militant until he or she has read this speech. 
The pamphlet, " Suffrage Speeches from the Doek,” 
which is shortly to be issued, will, we are sure, be 
widely circulated. Mrs. Pethick Lawrence was 
represented by counsel, and therefore was silent 
until the end, when she addressed the Judge in sup- 
port of the claim for first division treatment. Her 
speech made a very deep impression on all in Court, 
and it is inconceivable that the Judge, if he had bad 
an open mind, and we are almost tempted to add, a 
free hand, could have resisted her plea for the 
honourable treatment due to those taken captive, in 
an honourable fight. Mrs. Lawrence got to the very 
heart of the matter when she urged that privileges 
should not be denied to political prisoners which are 
accorded to depraved men who have done women and 
even children an injury worse than death.

“A Flat and Sullen Negative."
We would add that Mr. Healy’s speech was 

entirely worthy ofthespeeches made from the dock, 
and that he showed far more than the mere legal 
advocate’s interest in the case. He spoke of the “flat 
and sullen negative" with which the demand for 
Woman Suffrage has been met, and insisted that due 
responsibility for militancy should be borne by 
Ministerial shoulders. He laid open to the view of 
the jury the trickery to which the Government have 
descended.. Referring to Mr. Hobhouse's famous 
speech, he asked what would be said of a detective 
policeman who should confide to a meeting of Suffra- 
Eists -hat " until you have a sentimental uprising 
like the burning of Nottingham Castle, meetings like

for 
the 
the

Militancy Wins in Buda Pesth.
Our Liberal Government must feel thankful 

stone- throwing when they read the accounts of 
franchise riots in Buda Pesth. In order to mark

these are mere vanity and vexation of spirit." “If 
such words would be thought unsuitable . and 
dangerous in the mouth of a detective policeman, 
what," asked Mr. Healy, "are you to say of a 
Cabinet Minister who adopts that mode of speech ? "

Secret Police Methods.
The cross-examination by the defendants and by 

Mr. Healy was extremely damaging to the other side. 
Perhaps the most startling fact elicited from witnesses 
for the prosecution was the existence in London of a 
special band of detectives engaged entirely in political 
work. This political branch of the Criminal Investi­
gation Department consists of some seventy-five 
detectives, who go about in disguise. These detec- 
tives are employed in shadowing Suffragists andother 
political workers. They follow them from their 
homes, to business, to the offices of their political 
Association, and to meetings. They sit beside them 
in trains and omnibuses, they follow them into tea- 
shops, and pursue them in taxi-cabs ; they take down 
dangerously inaccurate reports of their speeches. In 
fact, we now have a police system which is alarmingly 
similar to that which exists in Russia. Evil com- 
munications have, it appears, had their usual effect, 
and the Liberal Government is more and more in the 
habit of borrowing its methods of administration from 
Russia. We say the Liberal Government advisedly, 
for there is little doubt that it is since the Liberal 
Party took.office that the political activities of the 
London police have reached the present pitch. A 
prime cause of this very disquieting development, so 
alien to British institutions, is presumably the 
militant Suffragist agitation. The illegitimate exer- 
cise of power, and the refusal to trust the people in­
evitably leads in this country, as in Russia and else- 
where, to the use of a secret political police.

contrast between the militant Suffrage agitation 
among women in this country, and the methods which 
men will resort to in order to get the vote, we give a 
catalogue of some of the acts committed at Buda 
Pesth. The insurgents indulged freely in window- 
breaking, but they did not stop at that. They set fire 
to a factory, they tried to demolish a church, they 
destroyed street lamps and telephone wires, they set 
two great metal works on fire, they plundered a 
monastery, they burnt some hundreds of tramcars. 
They -freely used revolvers. Some persons were 
killed, and several more were injured. The Hun- 
garian Socialists say that the result is worth the sacri- 
fices made. An . English Liberal newspaper, which 
condemns the mild militancy of the members of the 
W.S.P.U., says that the one solution of the diffi- 
culty is for the Hungarian Government to introduce 
the franchise measure which the Buda Pesth rioters 
demand!

Two Questions for the Government.
Of course, far greater damage to the material in- 

terests of the country has been done by recent English 

strikes than by the fierce rioting in Buda Pesth, and 
infinitely more than by the window-breaking of the 
Suffragettes. When one compares the paltry sum of 

25,000 required to replace the broken windows with 
the millions lost in the coal strike, and to be lost in 
consequence of the present industrial difficulty, one 
realises how ridiculous and unjust it is that scores of 
women, including the Suffragist leaders themselves, 

_ should be imprisoned while employers and workmen, 
joint authors of the Labour troubles, should go scot 
tree. would ask the Government if they propose 
to make the organisation of strikes punishable by law? 
w e would also ask whether, when the police and the 
military are put at the service of employers for the 

. conduct of their business, these employers are to be 
made to pay the consequent expense ? It is not for 

. us to take sides in these matters, but we do protest 
against pains and penalties being inflicted only upon 
Dufragists in these times of political and industrial 
unrest. 2 •. -

The Missing Leader.
We publish a map this week showing the recent 

travels of the fourth and missing defendant in the 
trial of the W.S. P.U. Leaders. As everyone must 
have felt, at the close of the proceedings at the Old 
Bailey, there are more waysthan one of being a 
missing leader. This expression may mean the 
leader that the Government cannot find, or it may 
mean the leader that the printers would not print. 
(See VOTES FOR Women, March 8, 1912.) In any case, 
we are sure our readers will like to be informed of 
the route said to have been taken by Miss Christabel 
Rankhurst during the eleven weeks in which she has 
eluded her pursuers; and if we do not add a diary 
of events, it is only because we cannot surmount the 
difficulty of explaining how she managed on so many 
occasions to be in several places at once. Lest it 
should be thought that we are assisting the police 
by printing this chart of her movements, we hasten 
to add that it is the police who have assisted us. 
Had it not been for their painstaking efforts to 
follow up every possible clue as to her whereabouts, 
we should not have been able to compile the map.

The Albert Ball Meeting.
An old English motto runs thus : " Do ye nexte 

Thing. It is a good motto for the Women's Social 
and Political Union, whose members, however busy, 
have always their ey3 fixed on the next thing. Just 
now, this happens to be the Albert Hall meeting, on 
Saturday evening, June 15; and now that it is known 
that Mr. Healy, K.C., M.P., will be one of the 
speakers, members would be well advised to secure 
tickets at once for themselves and their friends. 
Everyone who reads our report (page 558) of Mr. 
Healy s brilliant speech for the defence, a speech 
that turned the Counsels' bench at the Old Bailey 
temporarily into a W.S.P.U. platform, will wish to 
hear him at the Albert Hall. We are equally de- 
lighted to be able to announce that Miss Elizabeth 
Robins, so well-known in a circle that is limitless 
because hers is a reputation that is. world-wide, will 
be another of the speakers on that occasion. In the 
chair will be Mrs. Tuke, to whom a very special wel- 
come will be given, as this will be her first appear­
ance on the platform since her imprisonment last 
March.
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POLITICAL PRISONERS A REPLY TO
MR. McKENNA.

- “ In no period of our history not absolutely barbarous 
have persons been so treated for political offences. The 
imprisonment of such persons is only for the safety of the 
State—not for the infliction-of punishment."—Benjamin 
Disraeli (extract from a speech in the House of Commons 
in support of a motion calling for the better treatment of 
Chartist Prisoners, June 10, 1840).

The Home Secretary has given his explanation of 
the Government’s policy regarding the treatment of 
political prisoners, and has thereby delivered him- 
self into our hands.-.We make bold to say that that 
policy is rooted in ignorance and misunderstanding 
of law, history, and principle. Mr. McKenna, in his 
speech to the deputation of the National Political 
Reform League, began by expressing the wish that 
he could get rid, not merely of the form of punish- 
ment complained of, but also, of the Suffragist 

J offences themselves. Nothing in the world so easy, we 
reply. Give women the Vote, and Suffragist offences 
will no more vex your spirit and provoke you to bad 
statesmanship and political persecution.

Mr. McKenna declares himself to be as fully con- 
scious as the members of the deputation of the fact 
that the primary motive of the offences in question 
is not a criminal motive, and he denies that he is. 
actuated by peculiar feelings of hostility to this class 
of prisoner as compared with any other, class of 
prisoner. The first of these two statements we 
believe, and the second we do not. Of course, Mr.

-McKenna and the i whole Government are 
aware that Suffragists act out of motives which are 
not criminal. It is this knowledge which makes their

‘ treatment of Suffragist prisoners ’ as criminals so 
disgraceful. It is a deliberate and wilful wrong that 
they do. As to the assertion that they feel no par- 
ticular hostility towards Suffragists, that is pre- 
posterous. They have made it plain that, like all 
tyrants, they deem the worst of all offences to be 
that of revolt against their tyranny.
. We come now to the central and most interesting 
part of Mr. McKenna’s discourse. With a show 
of astonishment, he questioned the deputation as 
follows: — Was it really suggested that because the 

. prisoners in these cases have laudable motives and 
break windows from apolitical motive, that nothing 
further, • no punishment shall be meted out to such 
a person other, than imprisonment as a first class mis- 
demeanant, whereas if a person breaks a window from 
motives of ill-temper, revenge, or private gain, he 
is to be treated as a second or third-class mis­
demeanant?

Yes, Mr. McKenna, such is indeed the claim which 
is put forward by the most enlightened people in all 
countries and in all times. The distinction between 
political offences and ordinary offences is very plainly 
laid down for purposes of Extradition law. It was 
in connection with the case of a fugitive murderer 
(not window-breaker). whose extradition: was refused, 
that the English Court declared what is a political 
offence. According • to the law, as Mr. McKenna 
will be surprised to learn, it is the motive and not 
the character of an act that determines whether it is 
political. Thus, any offence, however violent, how- 
ever ill-judged, however deplorable, is political, pro- 
vided that it is committed with a political object as 
part of a political movement. Again, it is not only 
political offenders belonging to other nations who 
are placed in a favoured position by British law. 
The law also recognises that political offences may 
be committed within pur own territory. Thus, 
eedition and seditious libel, offences most serious in 
their character, yet essentially political because of 
their motive, must be punished by imprisonment in 
the first division. What Suffragist prisoners demand 
is what Earl Spencer demanded on behalf of Irish 
prisoners when the Conservatives were in office some 
twenty-five years ago,namely, that they shall be 
dealt with according to the spirit of the law which 
decrees that persons convicted of sedition and sediti- 
ous libel shall be treated as first-class misdemeanants. 
Mr. Keir Hardie’s Bill would transform the Govern- • 
ment’s obligation thus to deal with all political 
offenders from a simply moral to a legal obligation. ■

Virtually, every Liberal politician of any account 
whatever has upheld the principle that political 
offenders are entitled to treatment entirely different 
from that accorded to ordinary criminals. Fierce 
has been their condemnation of any contrary policy : 
when Conservative Governments have pursued it, 
—Earl Spencer’s plea we have referred to above. 
Sir William Harcourt denounced Mr. Balfour in 
most unmeasured language for what he described 
as “an attempt to degrade political prisoners," and 
vaunting the Liberal Party’s success in compelling 
a Commission of Enquiry, he said, " The poisoned 
weapons of the coward are dashed out of his hand, 
and nothing but brute force is left him." Lord 1 
Morley, in his House of Commons days, repudiated 
the idea that the acts of political offenders are " on 
a level with or of the same complexion as the vile, 
selfish,and brutal offences of common, ordinary 
criminals." The present Prime Minister was not less 
zealous, when in Opposition, in his defence of the . 
rights of political prisoners. The Liberal leaders 
are in principle (and also as regards the practice of 
the rival political party) entirely in accord with 
the dictum of Disraeli quoted at the head of this 
article, that the imprisonment of political offenders 
is only for the safety of the State and not for the 
infliction of punishment.

In discussing this question, Mr. McKenna is not 
satisfied to rely solely on principle. He has, he 
informs us, delved deeply into precedent. We can- 
not congratulate him on the result of his enquiry, 
forhe hascontrived to overlook almost every prece­
dent material to the issue. He has applied to the ■ 
Irish Office for information as to the practice in 
Ireland. Perhaps in the pages of history and the

records of Hansard he would have learnt more. The 
Irish Ofce has, it appears, given him the mostin- 
complete and garbled statement of the case. We 
are, of course, quite aware that in past times Irish 
political prisoners have been subjected to great 
hardships and indignities, and that in consequence 
a very angry protest has been made by Liberals from 
Mr. Gladstone downwards.: But of late years that 
has all been changed, and we desire to draw Mr. 
McKenna’s most special attention to the interesting 
and important case of Mr. Ginnell, M.P., who was 
sentenced to a term of imprisonment for the very 
unromantic, and, according to Mr. McKenna’s 
contention, unpolitical offence of cattle-driving. 
The Irish Office having unaccountably overlooked-the 
case of Mr. Ginnell, we are fortunately able to 
provide Mr. McKenna with full details as to Mr. 
Ginnell’s treatment while in prison. He had the 
full privileges of a political prisoner. Every day he 
had several visits from friends. Everything.he 
desired in the way of food was sentto him from 
outside the prison. One of his ,friends actually 
placed an order with a wine merchant to supply him 
with as much champagne as he could drink. What 
he probably valued more than all this was the per- 
mission accorded to him to write while in prison 
a book justifying the very offence for which he had 
been sentenced to imprisonment. We would ask Mr. 
McKenna what he imagines to be the reason why 
these privileges were given to Mr. Ginnell. Was it, 
or was it not, because of the political motive which 
prompted his defiance of the law ?

In the course of Mr. McKenna’s search of the 
English prison records he lias lighted upon the case 
of the Jameson Raiders. To every ordinary mind 
this precedent bears out the Suffragist prisoners' 
claim for political treatment. But the resourceful 
Mr. McKenna is not to be so easily pinned down. 
He admits, indeed, even he cannot deny, that Dr. 
Jameson andhis friends received the privileges 
sought, on behalf of imprisoned Suffragists. He 
declares, however, that he is convinced that these 
privileges were not accorded on the ground of their 
being political offenders In saying this Mr. 
McKenna is at variance with the Times, which, 
when the Jameson Raiders were placed in the first 
division, applauded the Home Secretary’s action, 
and said, that the public drew a broad distinction 
between the offence which they had committed and 
the offence of the vulgar law-breaker who seeks his 
own enrichment and the satisfaction of his private 
vices. The Times, in short, drew the same distinction 
as do Suffragists between a political offence on the 
one hand and an ordinary crime on the other. How 
can Mr. McKenna fail to see that the Jameson 
Raiders were treated with special consideration in 
prison because their offence was regarded as politi- 
cal? But if that was not the real reason for placing 
them in the first division, we challenge Mr. McKenna 
to tell us what that reason was. It was not cer- 
tainly that their offence was less serious than that 
of window-breaking. On the contrary, it was in- 
finitely more serious. . Among the consequences of 
that offence were the killing of twenty-one men and 
the wounding of forty-six others. If the offence of 
the JamesonRaiders is not to be regarded as politi- 
cal, if, as Mr. McKenna contends, it is to be re- 
garded as an ordinary crime, then it is plain and 
simple murder, and murder on a wholesale scale. 
But a -political offence it was, and that is what 
redeemed it from the character of sordid and brutal 
crime which otherwise it would have assumed. In 

.the same way, but in far greater measure, Suffra- 
gist window-breaking is redeemed and ennobled 
because of the political and unselfish motives with 
which it is committed. If, in spite of our argu- 
ments, Mr. McKenna is still convinced that tfie 
privileges accorded toDr. Jamesonand the rest had 
nothing to do with the political character of their 
offence, then again we challenge him to show what 
other reasons existedto justify their treatment as 
first-class misdemeanants. If high character, social 
position, or some other such consideration prompted 
the transference of the Jameson Raiders to the first 
division, we say emphatically those same considera- 
tions apply to the full in the case of the imprisoned 
Suffragists., Why, we have, as Mrs. Pethick Law- 
rence so impressively reminded the Court, heard of 
vicious and dissolute men convicted of disgraceful 
offences against women being favoured, with all the 
honours of first-class treatment in prison. Yet the 
three W.S.P.U. Leaders, on whose behalf and 
because of the purity of whose motives, the jury 
sought the utmost clemency and leniency of the 
Court, are to be -dealt with as ordinary criminals. 
The fact is that the denial of first-class treatment is . 
a piece of political persecution, an attempt to mis- 
lead the public, and to break by degradation the 
spirit of those who are fighting the Government in 
the name of Constitutional liberty.

To follow Mr. McKenna’s very involved course of 
argument on the subject of Rule 243a would hardly 
be profitable, because the demand of the W.S.P.U.— 
a demand actually conceded at one time— is that 
Suffragist prisoners shall be placed in the first 
division. It remains to say ’ that the demand 
for political privileges does not proceed from 
a wish to escapethe . consequencesof taking 
militant action. It is simply a demand that since 
the motives of that militant action are honourable, 
the punishment inflicted shall, even if severe, be also 
honourable. This distinction between punishment 
honourable and punishment dishonourable can be 
observed where the death penalty itself is concerned. . 
The spirit that makes the soldier demand to be shot 
rather than to be hanged, and makes some Oriental 
peoples prefer death at their own hand rather than 
at thehand of the executioner, that same spirit 
causes imprisoned Suffragists to fight at all risks 
for their rights as political offenders.
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Addressing the jury for his defence, Mr. Pethick Law- 
rence said:E "
It will be your duty at the close of the hearing of this 

case to give your verdict upon what you have heard. I 
ask you to show by thatverdict that you under- 
stand that this is a political fight, I ask you to 
show, by your verdict, your appreciation of . the
political “position in which we are placed. Now, 
gentlemen, the prosecution in their evidence with regard 
to my relationship to this trial, have put forward several 
grounds in order to implicate me. They have shown my 
connection with this organisation of the Women's Social 
and Political Union.’They have shown that I had an 
office in the offices of the Union; they have shown that 
I have spoken at meetings; and they have shown that 
I have taken part in the work of the Union. So far as 
that is concerned I cannot see that that makes me guilty, 
or that you will think that it makes me guilty, in any way 
in this case. I have shown to you that the prosecution— 
the Attorney-General—has admitted that this Women's 
Social and Political Union has carried on a great constitu- 
tional work—work of meetings and work of political pro- 
paganda, requiring great funds and requiring in connec- r 
tion with it the support of a great newspaper. All that 
is perfectly honourable, and I think they have failed to 
show in any way anything dishonourable or underhand 
connected with this organisation. In the second place, they 
have brought, as part of their case against me, that I 
went in November and again in March to bail the women 
who were arrested for the part they had played. It seems 
to me that this is the first time it has ever been claimed 
that anyone who goes to bail those who have -been .. 
arrested is in any way implicated by that action. They 
would say, no doubt, that I knew beforehand that the 
women were likely to be arrested: I admit that, but I 
put it to you that not only I knew beforehand, but the 
police knew beforehandthat the women were going to 
make a protest which would probably lead to arrest and 
imprisonment. The police knew it beforehand, and they 
put it to me that if anyone were arrested on that day, . 
would I come to bail them out? It seems to me that 
there is nothing dishonourable about offering, to perform, 
that function, and there is nothing which implicates me in 
the facts which are under your notice. Then, in the third 
place, they have put in against me a number of speeches, 
which I have made. Before I deal with those speeches, 
I want to say a word about the method in which these 
speeches have been reported by some of the witnesses 
for the prosecution. '

The Police Reporters.
. It is a very difficult thing to report speeches accurately. 
It is a very important thing, when you are dealing with 
the actual words which people have spoken, to-get the. 
precise words, and not some different form of words. - I 
put it to you that the great majority of the witnesses for 
the prosecution have failed to give in. evidence that they 
did report - the actual words used. Many of them came - 
tothe meeting and did not take down shorthand notes, - 
but afterwards put down what they believed or remem- 
bered. a I need not go into that at any great . length, 
because his lordship has ruled that these particular state- 
ments put down from memory were not relevant evidence 
in the case. But I do think it necessary to say a word • 
to you about the witness Hall. You remember that the 
witness Hall came into the box and swore that he was 
a verbatim reporter, and put in a number of statements 
which he professed to have taken down in shorthand con- . 
cerning some eight or ten meetings which had been 
addressed by myself or others of those who are in the 
dock; and though this man denied that he had selected - 
sentences, and even words out of sentences, in order to 
make up his report, yet, in the course of his report there 
was a political, speech, made by Miss Christabel Pank­
hurst, which, according to his report, made absolute non- 
sense. I was able to show what the probable sense was, 
and I put it to him, having interpolated a great many 
words and sentences in his report, that that was probably 
the thing she actually said, and he admitted that that 
was quitelikely to be what she said. A more flagrant case - 
still was his report of a speech by Mr. Mansell-Moullin, 
the surgeon. This was how the witness Hall reported a 
part, of that speech: " Now. . what are you going to do ? 
We must go forward with the fight,. even if we have to ■ 
use violence." I put it to the witness you will remember, 
what Mr. Mansell-Moullin really said, and he admitted 
that what Mr. Mansell-Moullin said was this: -

- The question is. What are you to do? How are you to nail, such : 
shufflers and wrigglers, how are you to nailthem to their pledges? 
Someone n the aud ence says. Wait and see. 1 It will be too Inte then. 
You want to nail them now, and the only thing is to keep straight on 
for your principle. The one that was laid down at the start. Keep 
perfectly sira ght for the principle as it is, or ma-]/' be graiited to 
men." I know what it means, and I am afra d you all know as well . 
as I do. I know the hundreds who have been imprisoned. -I know the 
brutal treatment that so many of you have received at the hands of 
the police and of prison officials, if not by the direct orders of the 
Home Secretary, at least with his act ve connivance. I know that 
some of you have been maimed for life.: I know that some have died t 
died as directly of the violence they have received as if they had been. 
put up against a wall and shot. ■ I know all this, and so do you. but 
there is nothing for it but to go on. Your Cause is a sacred one. It is 
the Cause of justice, and liberty and civil sation.It is the finest and 
the noblest Cause the world has ever known, and it is one that must - 
and will succeed. 112., -
Now, gentlemen, I do protest most strongly against a . 

man being sent to report a speech .and .reporting it like 
this: — -

We must go.forward with the fight, even if we have to use violence. -

Then what I have read to you is what was actually 
said, and nothing of the kind that he gave was ever said. 
And I put it to you in the first place that every single 
report that this witness has given is absolutely and totally . 
incorrect. ‘And I think you will all agree that it is a 
very scandalous thing that men should profess to report 
meetings and should so absolutely distort the meaning of 
speeches in this way. I venture to lay it down that the 
man who undertakes reliability to report speeches should 
be either trained as a politician and understand the mean- r 
ing of phrases that politicians use, in order that he may 
correctly gather what they mean, or he should be a • 
thoroughly qualified stenographer who puts down every 
word that is said. Fortunately, in this case. I have a 
verbatim report of thespeech, and I was able to put 
before you the correct, version. ’ “But suppose we had not

been able to employ our own stenographers; and suppose 
we had been hauled up for some statement which it was 
alleged we had made and we had been unable to prove 
that we had not made it. You will see that it is of the 
utmost importance that only a correct report should be 
given; in this case it was totally incorrect.

What is Militancy? .
. Now I want to say something to you on the question 

of. militancy. I referred to it in my opening speech, but 
I am afraid that what I said then may not have been 
perfectly understood. Militancy has been used as a 
method of the Women’s Social and Political Union long 
before any question of stone-thro wing ever arose. Women 
have been arrested in the course of this agitation while 
going on a perfectly peaceful deputation to the House of 
Commons. While acting thus constitutionally, they have 
been arrested and sent to prison for considerable terms. 
Mrs. Pankhurst herself was going to the House of 
Commons with a petition in her hand, and for seeking 
admission, and for that alone, she was arrested and sent . 
to prison for several weeks. My wife has been dealt with 
in the same way. 1 Several hundreds of women, for merely :

: going in procession to the House of Commons and asking " 
to be admitted, sometimes in quite small numbers, have 
been arrested and sent to prison for long terms. The 
technical reason for which they were sent to prison was

■ obstruction of the police in the performance of their duty. : 
To use the word militancy does not .moan stone-throwing 
by any means necessarily. That is borne out by what 
Mrs. Morgan Dockrell said when she explained that the

■ letter which she received from Mrs. Pankhurst which spoke 
of a militantprotest, did not convey to her, mind any 
idea of stone-throwing, even though it spoke ofthe pos- 
sibility of arrest as the result of her action. Then I want 
to read toyou from the file the report of what one mem- 
ber of a demonstration—Cissy Wileox—said at her trial, 
when she spoke of what happened on “ Black Friday?’ er 
i -On November 18. 1910, when I went in a perfectly peaceful way" 
: to the House of Commons to present a petition to Mr. Asquith, I 

' was obstructed by the police. One policeman took hold of iny head.
i and forced it back as far as it would go. Another got hold of my 

arms and twisted them. I was kicked until I became unconscious, .
I and had to be removed to the police-station on an ambulance.My . 
' feet and ankles were bruised, anil one wound was still open, certi 
i fied by a doctor who saw me six weeks afterwards. The police have

generally been kind and considerate, and I have come to the" 
•conclusion that they must have had orders to maltreat us on that *

i occasion.Mr. Church ill -refused to have aninquiry afterwards, as 
' he evidently did notwish the blame to fall upon the right shoulders. I 
: I broke these windows simply as a protest, and as one who has no 
"constitutional defence open to her.
• She is giving there the reason why she threw stones on 
the occasion in November, 1911. : The Attorney-General , 
put this to you that if you failed to bring in a verdict 
of guilty against us, if a stop was not put to this form 
of agitation, if we were not punished, and punished ■ 

I severely—I don’t know that he said punished severely ; -
I want to be quite fair to him—that there would be 
nothing to -prevent anyone -who • had agrievance from 
thinking that the right way to deal with it was to go 
and break windows. Gentlemen, that is not correct.The 
fact is that the demand for the Franchise differs funda- 
mentally from the ordinary grievances of daily "life. - Let '

. me say a word or two by way of illustration. Supposing 
' you had some trouble with a tradesman ; supposing your 
butcher supplies you with some bad meat; supposing some 
one cheats you in a business transaction ; supposing your | 
landlord -behaves improperlyto you in some way—you 
don’t go and break the windows of the person who has 
dealt with you improperly; you don’t do anything of the 
kind. There is a fundamental and essential difference 
between such a case as that and the demand for the

. franchise, and the grievance of these from whom it is with- 
held. 1 If your butchersends youbad meat, you go to him 
and say, “I won’t have it,” and if he persists in sending 
you bad meat, you have your remedy, you tell him that

■ in future you will deal elsewhere. -Everyone has that 
power over his tradesman. If a customer 1 cheats - the

; tradesman.' he can refuse. to supply him with any more . 
goods. If your landlord does not do what in your lease 
he covenants to do, you can go to law against him, and 
at the expiry of the lease you can leave the premises and” 
go elsewhere. • But the case is entirely different when 
you come to a case between the citizens of the country ' 
and theGovernment. If people have votes they can turn 
out the Government. If they have not got votes they 
are deprived of the ordinary means of redress which one 
has in ordinary everyday life of bringing pressure to

-bear upon those against whom they have a grievance. 
And that is why, as a matter of fact—whether it be right 
or whether it be wrong—we people are fighting for the 
franchise, and that is why we have adopted methods which 
under ordinary -circumstances would be absolutely un-, 
justifiable. Mr. Lloyd George, as you have heard, on this 
difference, said the following: “

I lay down this proposition—democracy has never been a menace i 
to property. I will tell you what has been a menace to property. - 
When power was withheld from the democracy, when they had no , 

! voice in the Government, when they were oppressed, and when they. 
“ had no means of securing redress except by violence—then property • 
— has many times been swept away " ‘ ■
. That is what Mr. Lloyd George said. He -perfectly ' 
clearly distinguishes between the agitation for franchise 
reform and all agitations relating to ordinary everyday 

. grievances. :
“ Further, history teaches you that in the demand for 

- the franchise people have gone far beyond the methods.
used in all the ordinary dealings of life. They have gone - 
far beyond what the women have done on this occasion. . 
Take the South African War. That was a fight to obtain . 
the franchise for a comparatively small number of people • 
in South Africa. . That question involved war between two ’ 
Governments, it involved the loss of the lives of thousands 
of innocent people on both sides, it involved the expendi- ' 
ture of millions of pounds of national prosperity. Take । 
the case of the Bristol Riots., In that case a hundred 
thousand pounds’ worth of property was destroyed in one ‘ 
night. Take the case of Ireland.. There in many cases; 
the actual execution of violence has been the one means 
by which the Home Rulers on the one hand and the 
Orangemen on the other have sought to make their 
positions strong.

Woman Suffrage and the Race.
In addition to this, there is this peculiarity in the i 

demand for the franchise as compared with individual 
grievances. “To these women who have broken windows, 
the situation in their opinion must’ be very grave indeed. ' 
and I think you will see that these women would never 
have acted so contrary to their peaceful and peace-loving . 
ordinaryattitude - towards life ■ unless they had felt the 
matter was of the utmost gravity (indeed. Now I am

not going to give you a lecture on Women’s Suffrage, 
that is the last thing I would do here, but I do want to 
convince you that the women who have taken part in this 
struggle, and Mrs. Pankhurst; my wife, and I, do not 
feel that it is a mere question of academic interest only. 
It is a question which in our opinion is fundamental, not 
only for women but for the whole race. My training as 
a political economist has taught me that serious evils, 
such as the sweating of women—and you know that there 
are women who are earning 5s., 6s., and 7s. per week 
for eleven or twelve hours’ work a day, and who have to 
keep a whole family on this pittance—that-this is inti- 
mately bound up with this question of the franchise. 
Then there is the White Slave traffic—young girls, fourteen 
and fifteen years of age, of respectable familiesthey 
might even be your own daughters—trapped and taken 
away to some foreign country to be treated in the most 
abominable way in which human beings can be treated. 
These questions do not receive from the House 
Commons as much attention as they would if women had 
the vote, and I would like to deal with one question by 
way of example at a little greater length.That is a 
question which I think appeals to all of you. It is the 
question of child life. ■ -
' Now you know that in this country an enormous 
number oflittle children die in the first year of 
their life—as many as 110 out of every 1,000 born— 
roughly speaking about one million children arc born 
every year, and over 100,000 of that number die in the 
first year of their life and doctors tell us that very few 
are born in such a condition that they could not live if 
properly cared for. Doctors tell you that this appalling 
death rate is almost entirely due to causes which aro 
preventible. . Now we who know the importance of 
strengthening our population, we who know the need of 
rearing strong men and women, • must view with very 
grave apprehension this preventible loss of so many of 
the children of our country. Not only so, but the same 
causes which kill off that 100,000 children weaken and 
impair the 900,000 who survive. That is not a question 
which we can treat lightly or without the fullest concern. 
But; you will ask, has it got anything to do with the 
question of women franchise? I say most emphatically 
yes. . For if you will look at those countries where women 
have already won the vote— Australia, New Zealand—:you 
will find that the infantile death rate, instead of being 
110 per 1,009, is only G2 and 72 respectively, while in. 
Canada, where women have not got the vote, it is as 
high as 132 per 1,000.But you will say perhaps, even so. 
it will be an accident. Perhaps you will say Australia is 
a very healthy country, and that is the reason why their 
infantile death rate is so low. But I will convince you 
that that is not the reason. For in 1893 the death rate 
in South Australia was one of the highest in the whole 
civilised world . In that year, in that state—a small state 

- compared with ours in point of population— 1,245 infants 
died in the first year of their life. The next year the 
women got the vote. They at once looked into the matter 
and pressed forward a great quantity of legislation. I 
shall not enumerate in detail the very rapid strides that 
were at once. made.But - in .1909—with. a much larger 
population than before—the nu mberof infants who died 

in the firstyear of theirlife was only 616, so that through 
the efforts made by the women, more than half of the 
children that were born,” and who would presumably 
have, died, have been i saved. . Instead of 1,245 dying 
in a year, only. 616 died ,and. that of a larger. population.

The Price of Life.
The question of infantile mortality is a thing which we 

men naturally feel verystrongly. But you must remember 
this, that women feel this question much more strongly 
than we men do.They pay the price of life, and when 
you have to pay for a thing you place a far higher value 
upon it. If you buy a very expensive picture, or some 
splendid thing for your house, and pay for it out of 
money that you have earned, and if someone else destroys 

youfeel more strongly about it than you would feel if 
you had not paid for it. It is the women who have ro 
pay the price of thee little children. We take precautions 
to prevent loss of life in dangerous trades, but what trade 
is more dangerous than theirs?. • There was very severe 
loss of life in the South African War. both from wounds 
and disease yet every year over 5,000 die in, or as a 
result of, .childbirth— in giving birth to the new genera- 
tion. it not natural, therefore, that they should feel 
more keenly than you or I can do the absolute necessity 
of getting a voice in the framing of the laws which will 
save the lives of the little children ? Let me give you one 
or two illustrations so that you may understand their 
feeling to. some, extent. .Supposing you are passing a 

• house in which is a little, child. Through the windows 
you hear its piteous, cries. “You know it is seriously ill, 
and you know that if you can only get at it you can save 
its life. • You knock at the deor. It is opened by some 
-contented and portly old gentleman. - He says, “ What do 
you want?, What are you knocking for ? You can’t get 
in here. You say, “ There is a little child inside whose 

fe-is in danger, and T-. want to save it.” He says, 
‘Go away: I am too busy; you can’t come in here.” 
You sa,I must get in, it is imperative that I chould 
get in.". He won’t let you in ;he stands in the way. You 
argue with him for forty minutes, and you think youhave 
argued ■ long enough. 1 The. wai 1- of the child I is in . your 
cars.You call on the neighbours to help you, and you 
force yourway in. -Suppose the neighbours are all asleep 
-do you think you would be doing anything very terrible 
if you broke one or two of their windows to waken them 
up?. Don’t you think you would be doing something quite 
justifiable ? d That is the individual case. . But there is a 
broader case. Take the case of the Titanic that we have all 
been reading and thinking a great deal about in recent 

times: You know that over a thousand lives were lost in that 
disaster. I do not wish to anticipate the findings ofthe 
investigation that is going on into the matter, but I 
think we must all recognise that there was a great deal 
of negligence and carelessness on the part of someone, 
and if people could have been wakened up to the serious- 
ness of the need for precautions beforehand, a great many 
of these lives could have been saved. Some people had 
been trying to hammer into the heads of the Government 
departments the necessity for saner regulations. We may 
not have heard of it, but it was going on. It was not 
dealt with in the Press because it was not of sufficient 
interest.. Probably we would not have read it had we 
seen it in the papers. But supposing that some public- 
spirited people had said: “We are verymuch concerned 
about these regulations. If they are notattended to there 
will some day be a terrible accident.” Supposing they went 
to the Board of Trade and broke a few windows to rouse 
the officials to the urgency of the matter.Don’t you
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think that would have been better than doing nothing and 
allowing these 1,500 people to lose their lives onthe 
Titanic ? Let me put it in another way. There was 
another ship close by. She had a wireless installation, 
but the operator was asleep. : If she had receiveda 
mossage the lives of the people on the Titanic would have 
been saved. Supposing someone had wakened up that 
operator and that in doing so it had been necessary to 
break a few windows, don’t you think it would have been 
worth while?. I think you would. Now what you have 
to deal with in this case is not a single circumstance. It 
is not even a case of saving one thousand lives. It is a 
case of saving a thousand lives this week and next week 
and every week of every year. That is why the women 
are waging this fight.That is what has driven them to 
do illegal things. They think it is worth while to take 
steps which under ordinary circumstances they would 
never dream of taking, and they do it in order to waken 
people up, to draw people’s attention to what is urgently 
necessary. Now women say that all the resources of 
civilisation at the present time are controlled by men. and 
they say that if they had power to look into these things 
as they have done in South Australia they could save the 
lives of thousands of little children, and that is why they 
have gone to the lengths they have already gone. They 
feel it is absolutely necessary to take that course.

What History Teaches.
Some of my speeches have been put before you by the 

prosecution, but I do not think if you look carefully at the 
speeches I have made, and which have been put before you, 
that you will find a single case of incitement in any of 
them. I do not think any of the speeches I have made are 
in the form of incitement to women to take part in any 
violence. I do not think it is my place to incite women 
to do violent actions. As a man and voter, possessing 
the franchise, it is not my place to do violent actions, 
but if you say I am not to speak in approval of what 
women have done, that I am not to speak on a publie 
platform, that I am not to tell them that the method 
they are adopting to win the vote is the method that has 
been adopted in history, then you are asking me either 
not to think at all or to speak with my tongue in my 
cheek and not to tell them the whole truth, because 
in history, when it has been a question of franchise 
reform, men have always resorted to methods of this 
kind in order to win their way. It is not what I say, it 
is what many of the statesmen of the past have said, 
and what the statesmen of to-day are saying upon this 
question of franchise. Read what Mr. W. E. Gladstone 
said, "I am persuaded," he said, “that there is nothing 
so demoralising to a community as a passive acquiescence 
in unmerited oppression."

Sir Edward Carson said the other day with regard to 
the position in Ireland:
" There was a point at which resentment became so acute 

that they were entitled to assert any method to prevent 
their liberty of discussion being taken away.”

And he told Mr. Asquith that before he entered

(the speaker’s) own, he had better count the cost. Mr., 
John Bright, in a passage I have read,said he was pre- 
pared to lead a hundred thousand people to Parliament 
Square in order to enforce his demand. Mr. Bright, as 
you know, was actually a Quaker. - Mr. Ramsay Mac- 
donald, who is the ‘leader of the Labour Party in the 
House of Commons, went so far as to write in the Daily 
Chronicle of February 14 these words :.

" If the State has forfeited, in the mind of labour, its ■ 
reputation for impartiality, then Labour in the conflict 
will isolate law and order as the passive resister does." -

Then someof them go even further than that. Mr. 
F. E. Smith said he utterly declined to be bound in his 
resistance to the progression of those who had been guilty 
of those constitutional outrages within the strait waistcoat - 
of constitutional resistance.

He also said :
"Violence is always deplorable. So is bloodshed. 

Yet violence and bloodshed in Ulster would be an 
incomparably smaller misfortune than cowardly acquies- 
cences in a revolution which, if consummated, would 
assuredly plunge the whole country in civil war.”

Lord Selborne, in writing in the Oxford and Cambridge 
Revici, said :

" I do not think that men of our race are 
likely to part with their liberty or their property without 
fighting for them, with rifles in their hands if need be."

Now, gentiemen, in view of these speeches, which are 
the speeches of some of the most highly-placed men in 
the past and in the present, I put it to you that nothing 
I have said in standing by the women or taking part 
in this agitation can make me guilty of this crime.

The Editorship of the Paper.
Then the prosecution no doubt rely considerably for their 

case on the paper, VOTES FOR WOMEN, of which, until the 
date of my arrest on March 5, I was, with my wife, one of 
the editors. . Now, with regard to this paper, there are 
just three distinct points that I want to put to you. In 
the first place, there are the unsigned articles in the 
paper. Of course, you have not had the paper before 
you—it would have been impossible, and I don’t want 
to go through it in any detail—but you must have noticed 
that of the unsigned articles, and practically all " The Out- 
look,"’ which week by week has set out the political situa- 
tion. I do not think a single word has been in evidence 
by the prosecution. " The Outlook" comes at the begin- 
ning.. This is the pronouncement of the editors on the 
situation, and it is the part for which the editors are, 
more than any other, responsible. Not a word of it has 
been put in by the prosecution as being any incitement on 
this question. Then there are the signed articles. Some 
of them have been put in, and the reports of speeches, 
and also of invitations to take part in the protests. With 
regard to the signed articles I maintain it is the duty of 
a newspaper to give to its contributors a free hand, in 
order to state their view of the position of affairs. With 
regard to the reports, the business of the newspaper is to 
give a faithful and accurate report—many do not do so, I 
know, but that is their business—and we have set our- 
selves to give a faithful and accurate report of the meet- 
ings, and proof that we have succeeded—at any rate so

far as this case is concerned—is that witness after witness 
has gone into the box and has sworn to being at the 
meetings and reading the report, which is an essentially 
accurate and faithful report. . 7. . — , ,,.
. Finally, with regard to the invitation to take part in 

the protests, I. say that when I and my wife started this 
paper four or five years ago, we devoted it to this women’s 
cause, and devoted it in particular to the Women’s Social 
and Political Union, and when the Women s Social and 
Political Union has found it necessary to make protests 
in order to demonstrate their refusal to accept the poli- 
tical situation, so far as VOTES FOR Women is con- 
cerned, I have never hesitated to open our columns to. 
their rescue. You see, my position is this: - am a man, 
and I cannot take part in this women’s agitation myself, 
because I am a man, but I intend, I have intended, and 
I intend, to stand by the women who are “ghting in this 
agitation. Knowing what methods have succeeded in 
history, I am not going to say that these methods have 
been a mistake. I say that because I think in the first 
place it is not merely that it is a women’s battle, it is not 
merely a battle for women—I think it is a battle for the 
good of the people of this country. And when I 
see other men standing out against this agitation, 
then I am more determined to stand in with it, and I 
feel this further, that but for some of those who have 
stood in with this agitation there might be a danger of 
this agitation becoming a sex war. I think a battle of 
women against men is an ugly thing a thing to be de­
plored, and I say it is because of the men who have 
stood in the battle that a sex war has been prevented. 
I say that children are dying because womens points of 
view are not understood, and I say, " How long are 
women to have no say in the government of thecountry" ’ 
I say, " How much longer is it to go on? " You cannot 
say to the women, “ You are not to go out to throw 
stones. You should have gone out and had your bodies 
broken, your persons assaulted, had yourselves arrested 
for doing nothing at all.” I say to you that you and I 
as men who have not got to face these things have no 
right to say that to the women. I take my stand with 
one of the greatest statesmen that this country has ever 
had, arid I do not think the Attorney-General, who is 
prosecutingus in this case, will deny the statement that 
one of the greatest men was Mr. Gladstone. I will read 
what Mr. Gladstone said:

Do you think, sir, that under these oirenmstances it 6 the duty 
of Ministers, or of anybody else, to zo to the people of this conn

so far as he was concerned, no trick was imagined or 
intended, or devised.

The Trick.
His promise was that, if they would only have patience, 

as I understand it, they should have every opportunity 
for dealing with their Conciliation Bill in the next sitting 
of Parliament, which they demanded. I pass on, and I 
come to the next act in the drama. You have a pledge, 
remember, by the King’s right-hand man, the head of a 
great Government, that no trick was intended. I turn 
to almost the next issue of the paper—the words were 
hardly cold on the wind—I turn to the issue ef 
December 1, and what do I find ? The colleague next in 
rank in power and dignity to himself, with the words that 
no trick was intended ringing in his ears, makes this 
boast with regard to the measure which the Prime 
Minister had declared was to receive the respectful atten- 
tion of Parliament, and that an opportunity should be 
afforded which should satisfy the desires of these Suffrage 
ladies. Mr. Lloyd George said :
“ As regards this Bill - which is promised by 

the Prime Minister"—(the Bill which was to have 
met all parties, be they Conservative or Liberal, 
who are interested in the measure)— they ran the Con- 
ciliation Bill. Why are they angry now? They ran the 
Conciliation Bill, a measure of limited Suffrage which in 
my judgment would have been grossly unfair to Liberalism. 
Now, that Bill has been torpedoed."

The Judge: Read 
Healy.

Mr. Healy:
" And the way 

cratic amendment.

the words of the next sentence, Mr.

is clear for a broad, a demo- 
giving the Suffrage to women.”

tainly one’s duty to advise people to love order and hate violence, but 
am 1 to say nothing else ? Am I to make no appeals to them? Am I 
never to remind them of the dignity and force that attach to the weil- 
considered resolution of a great nation? Are we to cast as de all the 
nalurul, legitimate, and powerful weapons of our warfare? I would 
go all lengths to exclude violence,and on that ground 1 object to the 
speech of the Marquess of Salisbury. But while I eschew violence, I 
cannot, I will not, adopt that ceminate method of speech Which is to 
hide from the people of this country the cheering fact that they may 
derive some encouragement from the recollections of former stUEEle", 
from the recollection of the great qualities of ther forefathers, and 
from the consciousness that they possess that still. Sir, I am BOTT) to 
say that if no considerations had ever been addressed in: political 
crisis to the people in this country except to remember to hate 
violence and love order and exercise patience, the Lberties of thin 
country would never have been obtained.

vital
issues involved were the severance of his country and his

bears closely on your jurisdiction. He said the indictment
was the last thing one thinks of looking And it is

and at the outset I would say that I was much struck by 
a remark made by his lordship from the bench when we 
were discussing thelegal point, a remark which, I think.

My Lord, gentlemen of 
address you on behalf of 
Lawrence. It is not part of

on a campaign of that kind in

- my duty to attempt to ad- 
dress you in the same moving strain, which perhaps affects 
you who have heard it. My task is a more prosaic one.

A Political Revenge.

the jury, I now wish to 
my client. Mrs. Pethick

Mr. Healy's Brilliant Address to the Jury, May 21, 1912.

true, because it is the duty of counsel to the accused 
persons to call attention to the framework upon which his 
clients are being arraigned, and to see if there is any point 
in it to submit to the judicial mind of the Court.And I 
have, therefore, in the first place, to call your attention to 
the fact that you are calling my client and her associates to 
answer on no less than fifty-four counts. I have relieved 
the admirable officer here to-day of the task of reading 
them out when you were being empanelled; but at the 
close of the case, when you have a duty to perform, I 
would ask you to remember that you have sworn to pass 
judgment between our Sovereign Lord the King and the 
prisoners at the bar on each one of these fifty-four counts, 
which will take you at least half an hour to read and many 
hours to understand. That is your duty. And I now put 
it to you that your function, your jurisdiction, is derived 
solely from the commission which that indictment gives 
you to send my client to prison. Hence, gentlemen of the 
Jury, the duty on your part is not to treat this case in the 
lump, as it has hitherto to some extent been treated, but 
to analyse it in your conscience, and believing your con- 
sciences, to say in your box, Count 1, whereis the 
evidence?. Count 2, where is the evidence? and so on, 
so as, at the end of the weary hours in which J. ask you in 
duty and justice to my client, to go through these counts 
count by count, not as a matter of form but as a matter of 
substance, to enable you to say: Can you upon your oath 
as between your Sovereign Lord the King and the prisoners 
at the bar; can you say, laying your hand upon your 
heart, can you say guilty to all these counts?

A Convenient Charge.
Yes, gentlemen of the jury, and the reason I make 

these observations is, that nothing is more convenient 
for a prosecution than a charge of conspiracy. The mesh 
is flung so wide. No man can say what act may not be 
an overt act in conmection with conspiracy, and you are 
allowed to join in this long litany, no less than fifty-four 
counts.. No man can say, nor skilled lawyer can say—-1 
could almost challenge the Judge upon the Bench to say— 
to what particular count in the indictment can a particular 
act be alleged. And that is a framed indictment.: It has 
been said, I suppose, that when I put the question to each 
constablewho proved the breaking of glass, when I put my 
question how much was • the sentence—-two months, four 
months, six months—it was supposed I was asking this 
question in order to elicit your compassion. Nothing of 
the kind. had no such device. What I wanted you to 
understand was that, for every pane broken, for every 
act committed, some woman had lain upon the plank bed, _ 
some female had eaten bread and water; for every act 
that has been charged against us, punishment has already 
been decreed, and has either been suffered in fact or is

being drearily suffered in some of our gaols at present. 
So that when you are asked to vindicate the law and are 
appealed to in the interests of private property, I beg of 
you to remember that there is not one broken’ pane for 
which there is not a broken heart suffering for it. Accord- 
ingly, I suggest that the law has been vindicated; pro- 
perty has been protected, and we are engaged now in what 
is not a trial but a political duel as between His Majesty’s 
Government and the organisation which has been opposed 
to them.

It is because of that that the Attorney-General has been 
despatched here to-day for what is an odious task to him 
in view of his great responsibility and the great inquiry 
he is elsewhere conducting. The odious task has been cast 
upon him in trying to prevent any further inconvenience 
to the sacred persons of the present Government. । Gen- 
tlemen of the jury, in the past, when wild or reckless or 
criminal speeches were delivered against the offices or the 
majesty of the Government, the prisoners were arraigned 
for sedition. We have not been arraigned for sedition; 
we have been pinioned as conspirators. What is the chief 
ingredient in our conspiracy ? We must confess that since 
the present Government took office, no single Cabinet 
Minister has been allowed to address a public meeting 
without being inconvenienced with the inquiry as to why 
women should not get the vote. That is our offence. You 
have been told more.You have been told, and you were 
told by my learned friend that a great deal would be said 
about politics, and that you would have nothing to do with 
politics; that you would only have to consider the injury 
inflicted, which I deplore, on unoffending shopkeepers; 
therefore, I venture to remind you that these breakers of 
glass have been punished, and the law has taken its course. 
I now, then, come to consider what has occurred to compel 
the present indictment. It is no doubt a very useful thing 
when you have political opponents to be able to set the 
law in mot ion against them. I have not the smallest doubt 
it would be a very convenient thing if they had thecourage 
to do it, to shut up the whole of His Majesty’s Opposition 
while the - present Government is in office—to - lock 
up. all the men of lustre and distinction in our. 
public forum and public platform— Carsons, F. E. Smiths, 
Bonar Laws, and so on. It would be a most convenient 
thing to end the whole thing, as it would be to end 
women’s agitation in the form of the indictment. Gentle- 
men of the jury, whatever words have been spoken by 
mutual opponents, whatever instructionshavebeen 
addressed, not to feeble females, but to men who boast of 
drilling and of arms, they have not had the courage 
to persecute anybody, except women, by means of 
an indictment. After every women proved guilty 
has been sent toprison, to take . a newspaper 
and takethe editors of the newspaperwho have 
ventured to oppose., the present Government only, 
I suggest is a most convenient manner. - Yet the Govern- 
ment of my learned friend have selected two dates as 
cardinal dates, and they ask you to pass judgment upon 
the prisoners at the bar, and to say that, without rhyme 
or reason, they have taken the course suggested without 
provocation—these responsible, well-bred, educated, Uni- 
versity people, have suddenly, in the words of the indict- 
ment, wickedly and with malice aforethought engaged in 
these criminal designs.

Gentlemen of the jury,— The first thing I would ask 
in that connection is this: What is there in the course of 
this demand put forward by women which should have 
excited the treatment at the hands of His Majesty’s 
Ministers which this movement, according to the docu- 
ments which are in evidence before me, has received ? I 
should suppose that the essence of all government is the. 
smooth conduct of affairs, so that those who enjoy high 
station, great emoluments, should not be parties against 
whom the accusation of provoking civic strife and breed- 
ing public turmoil should be brought. What do we find? 
We find that when these people have put forward their 
demand humbly, respectably, respectfully, to those who 
have received trade unionists, anti - vaccinators, 
deceased wife’s sisters, and all the other forms of 
political demand, and who have received them 
humbly and have yielded to them—that when 
these people advocating this particular form of civic 
reform request an audience, request admission, request 
even to have their petitions respectfully received, they 
have met judicially, at all events, with a flat and solemn 
negative.: That is the beginning of this unhappy spirit ’ 
bred in the minds of persons like the defendants, persons ■ 
like those against whom evidence has been tendered— 
which has led to your being empanelled in that box to- ■ 
day. And I put it to you when you are considering 
whether it is the incitement of my clients or the conduct " 
of Ministers that have.led to these events—whether I 
cannot ask you to say that even a fair apportionment of i 
blame should not rest upon more responsible: shoulders, ' 
and whether you should go out of your way to say that - 
these persons in the dock alone arn guilty. I do not for a 
moment intend, considering the signal patience and atten- 
tion you have given to this case, to go over the ground 
which has been so well trodden by Mr. Pethick Lawrence 
and the lady who has just sat down. But I would like to: 
call your attention to twoor three dates, and to two or 
three facts taken from the issue of the paper now in 
evidence, before you. One of the first dates wihch is 
impleaded is the date of November 21, the date appar- 
ently when the first outbreak took place. 1 have the issue 
of November 17, that is to say, a week before that date, 
and I find that a deputation consisting, to some extent, 
ofthe conspirators who are now in the -dpck—Mrs. 
Pethick Lawrence and her friends—were received by the 
Prime Minister, and I find this pledge was given by the 
Prime Minister—I hope in anything I say that I shall be 
able to speak of the Prime Minister with all tlie 
respect which is due to his station and to his moderation 
—I find he said, "‘ Miss Pankhurst in a very able speech 
used one or two rather strong expressions which, of 
course, I do not take any exception to. (Miss Pank- 
hurst: Iam afraid I cannot withdraw them.) The Prime 
Minister: No. It is the last thing I should expect you to 
do. , She talked of compromise, of presenting a pistol in 
the one hand and a dagger in the other, to the Govern- 
ment. Mrs. Pethick Lawrence, too, used some expres­
sion about being tricked and betrayed. Where does the 
trick come in.? I am pointing out to you that the posi- 
tion of the Government to-day is perfectly consistent, 
and is exactly as it has been all through.” Now I pause 
there, and anything I say, I wish it to be understood 
that Iam not casting any reflection upon the eminent , 
gentleman who is at the head of his Majesty’s present ■ 
Government; but he disclaims the idea of a trick, and he - 
assures these ladies who are now in the dock, and who 
are charged with being conspirators, he assures them that

Gentlemen of the jury, the Prime Minister had promised 
that this Bill should get the fair attention' of Parliament 
in the next session of Parliament His ■ colleague, his 
right hand man, within a fortnight of that uttering, 
boasts that the Bill about which there was to be no 
trick, which was to be the essence of fair play, he boasts 
that the Bill had been torpedoed. What have you to 
think when you are dealing with the question of incite- 
ment, when you are dealing with a question whether 
women have used language a little perhaps more or less 
above the level of what men have practised in those 
agitations, when you find the Prime Minister of Eng- 
land receiving these ladies and telling them that their 
measure will get fair attention in the next Session, and 
that no trick is intended, and then out of the same 
Cabinet, out of the same dwelling practically in Downing 
Street, there issues the Chancellor of the Exchequer with 
the boast that what had been promised by the Prime 
Minister had already been torpedoed. But let me give 
the defence which my learned friend asked me to read, 
the next sentence, and I gladly do so. I had intended to 

.do so at a later stage:
" Where is your grievance? Why should the promise cf 

a more liberal grant of franchise have angered or excited 
or incited you?” 5 alii

Gentlemen of the jury, the case is as plain as the 
shining of the sun. This Bill had been promoted by those 
who had watched the gradual growth of this movement 
for the women. - They had considered how far it was pos-" 
sible to get a woman’s measure through Parliament. 
They had considered the shoals and the pitfalls over 
which it might have to pass, and they, the leaders of the 
movement, had decided that the only prospects of getting 
the Bill through Parliament was by a Bill which the 
Prime Minister had promised should not be made the 
subject of a trick. It was no party measure. Why did 
not the Prime Minister say when he received these ladies, 

"‘ I will give you no chance unless it will help the Liberal 
Party?‘‘ This Bill had been supported in the Commons 
by what I may call brigades of men, drawn equally from 
both sides, and none of them cared which party it would 
help or hurt.

The Claims of Party.
They had started it as a measure which, whatever its 

effect might be, was one which to the body politic was a 
reasonable relief. But that did not suit Mr. Lloyd 
George. It was not the claims of Women’s Suffrage he 
was thinking of; it was the claims of party, and accord- 
ingly he said, " We have torpedoed the Bill"—the only 
.Bill which was vital, the only Bill which had a chance of 
relieving, and which had a chance of passing. We have 
scuttled the ship, we have iceberged the vessel which had 
the only chance of crossing the ocean of politics, and now 
we have linked this question of female suffrage to the 
fortunes of Liberalism, and we have alienated every Tory 
in the land, because what we did, we did not do for the 
sake of women, not for the sake of children, not for the 
sake of decent homes, we are doing it in the interests of 
our party and of our partisans. Now, can these facts be 
denied? Then, coming like Pelion upon Ossa, you have 
the speeches of other Ministers delivered just before this 
occasion of March 4. Gentlemen of the jury, let me put 
this to you. Supposing some of these most intelligent 
officers—and in my profession certainly I am struck be- 
yond measure at times with the intelligence of that great 
organisation of the police to which every citizen owes so 
much—supposing one of these intelligent officers had said, 
when it was his duty to follow these female processions 
and to attend these women’s meetings, supposing he had 
got on to the platform instead of doing his duty in the 
hall, and had said, " I want, on behalf of the Government, 
m whose pay I am, to make a confidential statement to 
the ladies here present, and on behalf of the Government 
I desire to tell you that until you have sentimental up- 
risings like the burning of Nottingham Castle and the 
pulling down of Hyde Park railings, meetings like these 
are mere vanity and vexation of spirit." And if he had 
poured those words upon the meeting just after it had 
been addressed by some of these alleged hysterical women, 
would you have considered that a prudent or a wise thing 
for apolice officer to do?. And if you would nottolerate 
it on the part of a detective policeman, what are you to 
say of its effects when spoken by a member of the Cabinet, 
whose case is that no trick is intended, and who listens 
to one of his colleagues saying the Bill has been torpedoed, 
after the trick had been disclaimed, and who then says to 
these women. “ No, until we have something in the nature 
of the disorders of ‘32, of the uprisings of ‘67, we shall 
never be convinced." Gentlemen of the jury, remember 
the times we are living in. Remember the men who 
uttered these words. They indict the women, but your

cities may be seething with strikers. Your docks may 
be throttled with strikes. Men may be shot down owing 
to the violence of strikers, and all we will do for them is 
that we will pass a law to put Trades Unions above the 
law, and make them like the King that can do no wrong. 
And if my friends were only members of a trades union 
the law could not indict them, provided the act they did 
was done as a trades union. Be a trades union, and all 
the virtues attach to you. Even if you are put in jail 
there is some means of getting you out. I don’t know 
how these things are managed, I am sure, but I point out 
to you that my learned friend, the Attorney-General, 
who is prosecuting here, is the man who represents the 
authors of those speeches, and how can he—with what 
face can he—forget all these incitements which have been 
delivered, and with what face can be attack these people 
in the dock when he himself does not hesitate to speak 
and say that there is no longer any necessity when you 
want to attack the House of Lords, there is no longer 
any necessity for violence and disorder—you can exercise 
your franchise and pull down the other assembly if you 
please, and, to use a vulgarism, we will wink the other 
eye. . Gentlemen of the jury, I insist upon it that. it IS 
politics we are trying. We are not trying incitements to 
violence on the part of the criminal class, we are trying 
in substance andin truth and infact, we are 
trying one set of politicians by another set of politicians. 
The machinery, the solemn machinery of the law, has been 
set in motion, and to that solemn machinery we are bound 
to pay respect. But you. gentlemen of the jury, are 
interposed here between this, what I may call abuse of 
legal process. You are interposed here as the sovereigns 
of public opinion. And it is for you to say whether my 
learned friend has fitted in his proofs into the fifty-four 
counts of his indictment. And I ask you that, unless you 
are satisfied, not by any bulk or lumped attempt at 
proof, but by a seriatim application of fact to law, to 
say of my client, at least—though she does not desire to 
dissociate herself in any way from the others—that she is 
not guilty of the charges that have been brought against 
her.

The Evidence.
Now, let me run through, in a few words, what I 

think are the principal points and the principal pieces of 
evidence in this charge. Gentlemen of the jury, no doubt 
things are done in the course of every agitation which 
leave cause for regret. Our liberties have been won by 
these regrettable incidents. When Mrs. Pankhurst men- 
tioned Mr. Ernest Jones, the Chartist, being in the dock, 
I could not help reflecting that every point in the Charter 
—I think the last, the payment of members of Parlia- 
ment—is now the law of the land. The criminals of one 
day are the Cabinet Ministers of the next, and accord- 
ingly it is my duty to submit to you that, as regards Mrs. 
Lawrence, the only evidence connecting her with this 
alleged conspiracy is that of the open and public speeches 
that she has made on platforms. There is nothing else. 
From a technical point of view this newspaper is not 
evidence against her. There is a means—and I respect- 
fully call my Lord’s attention to this—there is a means of 
proving the proprietorship of a newspaper under an Act of 
1882. My: learned friend, the Attorney-General, had 
deliberately abstained from putting in any record under 
that Statute. He has preferred to rely upon the fact 
that there is imprinted on this paper the words, ‘ Edited 
by Frederick and Emmeline Pethick Lawrence.” That, 
gentlemen, affords no legal proof as against me. A state- 
ment printed in a newspaper is no legal evidence against 
any of you.

What next! The next things are the speeches that she 
made. Of these speeches, which one of them, I ask my 
learned friend, which one of them furnishes him with 
evidence on which to found a conviction on these indict- 
meats? No doubt strong speeches have been made, but 
you can only construe these speeches in relation to the 
charges which have been framed upon them. You may 
dislike the speeches; you may dislike votes for women ; 
you may be utterly opposed to the women’s movement; 
but I put it to my friend that he has to satisfy you that 
there is evidence against my client upon each of the fifty- 
four counts which he declared upon in his address. I 
respectfully say that the charge of conspiracy is absurd. 
Mrs. Pethick Lawrence is charged with conspiring with her 
own husband. Iam not going to resort to what I am glad 
is not a usual suggestion here, that a wife may act upon 
the superior will ofher husband. But of the three persons 
in the dock, Mrs. Pankhurst was away in America, as is 
now admitted, for most of the period for which you have 
to try. We are charged with conspiring with Mrs. Pank- 
hurst, who was in America most of the time, and with Miss 
Christabel Pankhurst, who is not in the dock, but against 
whom my friend opened with a somewhat lurid passage. 
He said, “ At this juncture a member of the audience 
exclaimed, ‘We will shoot next time.’ " That is the prin- 
cipal bit of evidence against Miss Christabel Pankhurst. 
This remark was met with applause by a few people, but 
was not responded to by Miss Pankhurst. That was a 
grave and solemn matter with which my learned friend 
opened. You will have observed that Miss Pankhurst has 
not said anything about shooting. But. as the result, 
what she suggested, " You will find that what happened on 
Tuesday was only a mean demonstration to what is to 
come," caused a woman in the audience to take that up 
and say, “ We will shoot next time.”

Gentlemen of the jury, that was a most serious state- 
ment for a man of my learned friend’s eminence and 
authority to open upon. It made a deep impression on 
your minds, I have no doubt, and I now challenge my 
learned friend to say. what evidence supported that grave 
and serious opening, and if no witness could be found to 
support it, I ask you is it upon phrases of that kind—with 
the mother in America and the daughter absent—that I 
am to be prejudiced by suggestions of violence used by 
Miss Pankhurst, because at some meetings I was present
when she spoke? 
this ' method of

I venture to think that if 
conducting public - . prosecutions

can be -approved, namely, the opening of a pre- 
judicial topic of that kind, and then shrinking from it and 
not presenting it—I venture to think that the liberties 
of few persons accused of conspiracy will be safe. I deplore 
this incident; I regret that such an observation could have 
been made, and I will say that this is the kind of pre- 
judice which upon all these occasions this woman’s move- 
ment has been subjected to, and that until the opportunity 
has been given here to-day. to some extent, to clear the 
air, and to show what was behind this movement, and to 
show why it was actually driven into these excesses, which 
have already been punished—until that opportunity was 
afforded the public mind was clouded and closed by pre- 
judice against persons like the defendants.

The Defendant’s Career.
Take some of them. I was interested to hear in Mr. 

Pethick Lawrence’s speech the reference to the career of

Mrs. Pethick Lawrence; and is it not rather saddening, 
when you think of what the lives of these defendants have 
been in the past ? My client, as we heard, engaged in this 
club, trying to restore the games and merriment, the 
danees and singing, which in olden times enlivened the 
countryside; engaged in a movement of this sort, using 
as she does, no doubt, that measure of legitimate oppor- 
tunity which men assert for themselves in civic agitation, 
suddenly finds herself, because she has followed the 
example set her in distinguished quarters—finds herself in 
the dock; and every word that she says, that she has 
written, pounced upon and made the subject of a public 
indictment. I do not think, gentlemen of the jury, that 
this is fair play. I do not think it is fair to Mrs. Lawrence 
to say, "‘ You live at 4, Clement’s Inn ; you have a large 
flat there: other persons carry on an agitation in the same 
building,’ and then, when they have ransacked that 
building from top to bottom, and are unable to produce, 
after all their searches and researches, a single tittle of 
evidence pointing to a criminal work, a criminal endea- 
vour, they are driven to rely upon the newspaper to which 
her name is appended, and to public speeches made in the 
hearing of the police and of every reporter in London and 
in some of the largest halls. Suddenly, by means of a 
political transformation, the good, quiet, and useful life of 
this lady is turned into a conspiracy of this vague and 
varied class.

An Unselfish Cause.
I do not intend at this hour, having regard to the 

speeches which have been delivered by the other defend- 
ants, I do not intend to do more than ask you to insist 
upon this case being proved. I do not intend to do more 
than that, except to say this: does anybody who has 
watched in the past these political movements, does any- 
body think that your verdict—if you feel constrained to 
give it—will suppress this movement, or—and this should 
be your chiefest concern—will it make for peace and law 
and order? Gentlemen of the jury, any man watching the 
toiling, patient fight of the workers in this great hive 
must feel that the mere agglomeration. of human atoms in 
this city presents new problems, presents new issues and 
new questions for women, peculiar, I might almost say, 
to London alone. You might almost justify this woman’s 
agitation, apart from England or Scotland or Ireland, by 
the condition of affairs in this metropolis, where you have 
that dull, clouded, hopeless, aimless life, to which the 
necessity for work and labour condemns, so many women, 
exposed as they are to the temptations and to the evils 
which necessarily spring from poverty. London alone 
justifies these women. Do you think—is it likely—that 
these ladies whoselives have been ransacked, whose 
papers have been pulled about and examined by detectives, 
upon whose whole career the limelight of fierce inquiry 
has been turned, who have borne jail and prison, and 
faced, magistrates in the dock with cheerfulness and 
equanimity—is it likely that conviction; by you will end 
this movement, or that it will destroy-the sense of wrong 
which burns in their hearts, as we know it does by the 
address to which we have just listened— is it not more 
likely that a conviction, which I submit would be wrong, 
would but add fresh fuel to the flame? My learned 
friend professes anxiety only for the peace and order and 
good • government of this Metropolis. I wish that all 
his colleagues had in all their political acts contributed to . 
that peace, and that they could examine their consciences 
—as they have applied the searchlight to the case, of 
these three defendants—and say that their political 
actions have been as unselfish and as self-sacrificing.

A Vindictive Political Act.
■ I question whether in the future to which we all appeal - 
- all the ■ members of - the Government who are pro- 
secuting my client will stand upon a higher pedestal;
I question whether the incense of history will be as 
fragrant in the nostrils when their names are mentioned 
as even when the humble name of Emmeline Pankhurst, 
or Christabel Pankhurst and Mrs. Lawrence are brought 
up in future times. The Government have undertaken 
this prosecution to seclude for a -considerable period their 
chief opponents. They hope there will be at public meet- 
ings which they attend no more inconvenient cries of 
" Votes for Women.” I cannot conceive any other object 
which they could have in bringing the prosecution. I have 
expressed my regret at the loss which the shopkeepers, 
tradesmen, and others have suffered. I regret it deeply. 
I regret that any person should bring less or suffering 
upon innocent people. But I ask you to say that the law 
has already been sufficiently vindicated by the punish- 
ment of the immediate authors of the deed. What can 
be gained? Does justice gain ? I almost hesitate to 
treat this as a legal inquiry. I regard it as a vindictive 
political act. Of all the astonishing acts that have ever 
been brought into a public court against a prisoner 
I cannot help feeling the charge against Mr. Pethick 
Lawrence is the most astonishing. He ventured to attend 
at some police-courts and gave bail for women who had 
been arrested in endeavouring, as I understand, to present 
petitions to Parliament or to have resort to violence.
I do not complain of the way in which my learned friend 
has conducted the prosecution, but I do complain of the 
police methods—inquiring into . the homes and the 
domestic circumstances of the prisoners, obtaining their 
papers, taking their newspaper, going into their banking 
account, bringing up their bankers here to say what is 
their balance, and I do say that in none of the prosecu­
tions of the past have smaller methods belittled a great 
State trial, because, look at it as you will, you cannot 
get away from it that this is a great State trial. It is 
not the women who are on trial. It is the men. It is 
the system of Government which is upon its trial. It 
is this method of rolling the dice by fifty-four counts in 
an indictment without showing to what any bit of evidence 
is fairly attributable ; the system is on its trial—a. system 
whereby every innocent act in public life is, sought to 
be enmeshed in a conspiracy. That system is upon its 
trial. But there is more. There is the question whether 
those who bring this prosecution themselves come into 
Court with clean hands. Don’t you think that the 
Government might have fairly rested satisfied with the 
punishment already meted out. not to dozens but to 
hundreds, of these women? And if you come to the con- 
clusion that the Government has already done its duty, 
and that no harm to the peace and order of your great 
Metropolis is likely to ensue because you give a clement 
and merciful verdict, I appeal to you to say that, as re- 
gards the lady for whom I appear in this case, if you 
are to judge by the scales by which you have weighed and 
measured the speeches and acts of men in their time and 
in similar agitations, then, gentlemen of the jury, my 
client is entitled to your verdict, and I ask you to dis- 
charge her from the dock to pursue those activities which 
she has hitherto followed.

-
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CHILD
By a Woman Doctor.

A number of wise and useful regulations have been 
drafted dealing with work done by children out of 
school, and limiting the hours for milk-boys, paper- 
boys, errand-boys, and others who thus seek to earn 
a few pence.

The object of such legislation is to secure for the 
child a proper amount of play-time and rest: it 
would probably surprise education authorities to 
learn, that there are numbers of children who look 

-upon school as rest from hard and unending labour.
In his report for 1911, the Medical Officer (Educa- 

tion) of the London County Council has called atten- 
tion to the work done by little girls in the homes of 
the poor. After referring to the way in which un­
employment among men drives thewomen out to 
work, the report says: " The maintenance of the 
home, the cooking, and catering is done by an elder, 
girl, who sometimes is not more than ten years of 
age. .. . The girls work beyond their strength 
at domestic work, step-cleaning, baby-minding, 
carrying laundry bundles, and running errands."

In some districts the schools are full of little girls, 
aged from nine to thirteen years, who get up early 
to make the mother's breakfast and see her off to 
work, thendress and feed the younger ones, despatch- 
ing them to school, and in the intervals of clearing 
up breakfast, sweeping, and bed-making, snatch a 
few mouthfuls of bread and tea, and find time to 
deliver the baby into the care of " some lady " who 
will keep it for the day. After this, the wooden seat 
and comparative peace of the school routine 
be rest indeed. : .

The "dinner-hour sees them back in the home 
at work, and once school is over for the day. 

must

from
five in the afternoon till ten or eleven at night, they | 
are expected to cook, wash, and mangle, and to run 
here, there, and everywhere for halfpennyworths of 
tea or jam, and pennyworths of fish. “ For this 
labour," says the report, “ they receive no remunera- 
tion, since it is done for the family.. ..

■ t It is rare to find the boys from similar homes 
doing work outside school hours : the regulations 
are strict where they are concerned, and work is hard 
to get, so that the number who sell papers or sweep 
out shops is small. The boy is paid for his work, 
and sometimes fed, a factor which greatly influences 
his nutrition. Further, his evenings are his own 
for recreation, while Saturday and Sunday, which 
bring an increase of toil to his little sister, bring 
him freedom and rest. The girl of twelve, who is 
doing the work of a woman outside the school, is not 
in a condition to study.She is often too weary to 
keep a wake, . too inertto be interested, too over- 
burdened even to join in the games. Her physical 
conditions is frequently deplorable—ill-clad, un- 
washed, half-starved; she is generally anemic and 
liable to develop other complaints.

These children are brought up to be " the slaves of [ 
their mothers and grandmothers ‘; they drudge un- 
complainingly from morning till night. One little girl | 
of eleven goes daily, at dinner-time and after school, i 
to a married sister, where she remains till late and | 
all day on Saturday. She relates with some pride | 
that she sweeps, scrubs, washes up, and cleans grates I 
and steps, minds the baby and does' the errands for |
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dinner and tea and a penny a week. Another, in 
addition to housework, has charge of the baby and 
two younger children, whom she puts to bed unaided. 
A very undersized child of eleven, without a mother, 
does all the housework for four people, nurses a 
crippled sister, carries coals and water and cleans 
the area steps. ' The work is aggravated by the bad 
housing conditions. When water is only to be had in 
the basement, she must carry it upstairs; when refuse 
and ashes and dirty water can only be disposed of 
in the backyard, they must be carried down by the 
little slave. When the family lives in the area there 
are stone steps and passages to scrub and a yard to 
sweep, work which is beyond the strength of a child.

Much of the -ill-fee ding and malnutrition among 
children, is directly, attributable to the want of 
kitchen accommodation, in houses letout in floors 
and rooms. It is not possible to cook over a small 
open bedroom grate, with no sink or water on the 
floor. A woman living with three children in a back- 
bedroom cannot boil the baby's milk, or make a milk 
pudding ; she is' practically forced - to buy ready- 
cooked or preserved foods. The question of housing 
reform has been before the public for many years; 
it is one which vitally affects the health of the rising 
generation. Yet year after year measures which have 
not been asked for are forced upon the community, 
and the demand for a practical health-creating 
reform of this kind, is disregarded.

In houses of this sort personal cleanliness is almost 
an impossibility. To quote from the report: ," Dirt 
is one of the most potent factors in the production 
of malnutrition; large numbers of children are 
verminous, and many more show evidence of the 
infested state of the houses and bedding. Infants 
are often drowsy and inclined to sleep all day, be- 
cause they have no proper quiet sleep at night."

The lack of coals, or of utensils in which to heat 
water, contribute to this want of cleanliness; but 
doubtless overcrowding is the direct cause of it. An 
area will frequently accommodate from nine to 
eleven -people; such dwellings mean, a want 
of light and air, proximity to drains, and an 
abundance of street-dust whenever the window is 
opened. A limited enquiry recently made in this 
district revealed the fact that 33 families, comprising 
172 persons, were living in one room; 40 families, 
comprising 305 persons, were living in two rooms, 
while 68 families, or 456 persons, were occupying 
areas.

There is very little chance for the girl who 
grows up in such a home, combining the life of 
the school-girl with that of the woman, and bearing 
burdens which stunt her in body and mind.

When we read that “approximately one-third of 
the children in this neighbourhood are supported 
by female labour," and that " the underpayment of 
female labour has its effect upon the nutrition of the 
family," we are faced with one of the reasons why 
women want the Vote. -

. Such a state of affairs is a disgrace to our civilisa- 
tion; the callous indifference which permits it to 
continue is both cruel and shameful. In proportion, 
as the welfare of the children is involved to-day, so 
the welfare of the whole nation will be involved 
to-morrow. To people of energy and practical ability 
the waste and the suffering are becoming intolerable. 
The.procrastinating politician’s cry that there is no 
time to deal with it is a farce; there is always time 
to deal with things that must be dealt with. The 
truth is that this is another of those reforms which 
has no pressure behind it, and never will have, till 
women are enfranchised. When that happens, it will 
suddenly become one of those things which must be 
dealt with.

Keep Abreast of the Times
tions in the Suffrage World.

THE WOMAN'S PRESS, 156, Charing Cross Road, W.C., 
can supply you quickly with all the publications of the various Suffrage 
Societies, and will obtain for you bookson Travel, Science, Art, Fiction, &c.; 

indeed books on any and every subject.
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THE SUBJECTION OF M.P.’s.
The Women’s Social and Political Union maintain 

that if women are to win the Vote it must be by means 
of a Government measure, and that there is no hope 
of the passage of any private Member’s Bill for 
Woman Suffrage. The reason for this is that private 
Members are no longer free agents, and that the 
Government can therefore, by secret pressure and 
intrigue, defeat any unofficial measure. Sir Robert 
Perks, himself an ex-Member of Parliament, has just 
made a remarkable revelation of the cubject-state to 
which the House of Commons has been reduced. He 
says :

The high organisation of the machine of party Govern- 
ment has taken away the power of governing the country 
from the representatives of the people, and has placed it 
in the hands of a small executive clique. The ordinary 
member of Parliament is an automaton.

Sir Robert Perks goes on to describe the means by 
which the Party Whip has reduced the ordinary M.P. 
to this condition of nonentity. He points out that 
" a large percentage of Members are under obligation 
to the Governmentand theirParty,” as under:

1. The Ministers, their Parliamentary private secre­
taries, and members who expect to enter one of these 
classes. : r

2. Members who are employed by Government, (a) By 
being briefed as barristers by Government departments; 
(b) By being subsidised for political lecturing by the 
Whips. 5

3. Members whose election expenses have been paid out 
of party funds.

4. Members who are owners of provincial journals, 
subsidised by the party.

5. Manufacturers whose limited liabilitycompanies are 
indebted to the Government for business.

Sir Robert Perks argues that the number of free 
agents outside these categories is comparatively small. 
If his contentions be sound,’ it is obvious that the 
“feeling of the House," of which we have heard so 
much, is no spontaneous thing, but is party machine 
made, and that" to convert " the House of Commons 
to act counter to the will of the Government is an 
impossibility. It is upon coercing the Government 
that Suffragists should concent-rate their efforts.

Peter Robinson’s
of REGENT STREET.

UNDERCLOTHING and its subsi­
diary departments are a very 

special feature of this House and we 
recently enlarged these sections to 
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demanded by our ever increasing 
business..

‘Elegantease' Corsets

ANNOUNCEMENTS.
Our Readers, especially members of the W.S.PU. are 

again reminded that all communications intended ror the 
W.S.P.U., should, in the absence of Mrs. Tuke, be addressed 
to Miss Kerr, Secretary (pro tem.), W.S.P.U. Omces, 4, 
Clements Inn W.C.

Prisoners' Secretary.
All enquiries with regard to prisoners should be 

addressed to Miss Olive Smith, W.S.P.U.,4, Clement’s 
Inn, W.C. -

Royal Albert Ball, Saturday, Jane 15.
Tickets for the great Albert Hall meeting on Satur- 

day, June 15, at 8 p.m., can be had by members from 
Miss Cooke, Ticket Secretary, W.S.P.U., 4, Clement's 
Inn. Prices: Amphitheatre stalls, 2s. 6d.; arena, 
1s. ; balcony, first four rows, 1s., remainder, 6d. ; 
upper orchestra, 6d. (all numbered and reserved). 
Boxes, to hold ten, £1 10s.; to hold eight, £1 1s. ; to 
hold five, 12 s. 6d. For speakers, see " The Outlook.”

Open-air Demonstrations.
A series of great Demonstrations will be held by 

London local unions on Saturday and Sunday after- 
noons throughout the summer, to demand Votes for 
Women in 1912. The first of these will be on Ealing 
Common on Saturday, June 1, when several plat- 
forms will be erected. On June 2 the Demonstration 
will be on Wimbledon Common. This meeting is 
being advertised by poster and cycle parades, and 
by women carrying umbrellas decorated with purple, 
white, and green. The June 9th Demonstration will 
be in Regent's Park. Speakers at these Demonstra- 
tions will include Miss Sylvia Pankhurst; Mrs. 
Drummond, Miss Marie Brackenbury, and Mrs. 
Jennie Baines.

London Meetirgs.
The meetings at the London Pavilion will be re- 

sumed on Monday next, June 3, at 3.15 p.m., when 
Miss Horniman, so well known for her pioneer work 
in establishing the first successful Repertory Theatre 
in England.. has kindly-consented to speak. Mrs. 
Massy will also speak, and the chair will be taken by 
Miss Annie Kenney... The meeting at the Steinway 
Hall,on Thursday, June 6, at 8 p.m., will be addressed 
by Miss Rachel Barrett, B.Sc., and others. These 
meetingsare held weekly, and admission is free. 
Similar meetings are held in all centres where the 
Union is represented.

DIMOLINE
Special Sale of Pianos.

MODEL i. •.
Hand-cut Corset, shaped to ensure absolute comfort 

to the wearer, and at the same time to produce 
a slim, graceful outline. Made in cotton Panama, 
resembling silk in appearance. Very durable. Fitted 
with two pairs of suspenders.

Price 21/-
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Furniture, &c. Grace Jones.

R.S. 1912.
Ladies' Pyjamis in 
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In white, with sky 
or pink borders, in 
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7/9

‘ Flawn " summer 
weight flannel, 12/6

" Windsor " all-wool 
. funnel, * 16/9

“Orient" silk and 
wool flannel, 19/8 
Heavy silk, 27/6 
Good Japanese silk, 

21/6

R.S. 254.
Ladies’ Pyjamas in 
3 sizes of plain or 
striped zephyr, 6/6 
" Flawn” summer 
weight flannel, 
attractive stripes, 
various colours 10/9

"Windsor" heavier 
weight all-wool 14/9 

" Orient " silk and 
wool flannel, 16/9 
Heavytwill silk 25/.

Illustrated Catalogue sent post free to
any address on request.
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“THE WOMAN WITH THE PACK.”
Who is there to show us beauty in this smoking, 

sweating, blasphemous present of ours ?John Mase- 
field and Arnold Bennett, surely; and to how many 
of us has notthe poetry of the one and the true 

, prose of the other come as a revelation, even as a 
• condemnation ? That there can be romance in the 

Five Towns, and enough of the stuff that dreams are 
made of, to fill a half-dozen wonderfully fat volumes, 
this is news to us. That there can be light in the 
soul of a drunken sot, and enough light to illumine 
such a poem as the " Everlasting Mercy" is some- 

■ thing more than news, the re-knowing of an eternal 
truth that we have forgotten in our business over 
Licensing Bills and Temperance Reform.
It seems terrible to me that, always, a-struggle 

should appear ugly on the surface. Arid of all ugly 
struggles that of the Suffragists against the Govern- 
ment is one of the most self-misrepresenting at first 
sight. We, the outsiders, see a crowd of women in 
Parliament Square, torn and battered by a crowd of 
men. We see hats awry and hair dishevelled and gar- 
ments torn ; and we feel, however we may want not to 
feel it, that the sight is horrible. We see again women 
tramping the prison yard at Holloway, doggedly 
cheerful with a courage that makes us turn sick when 
we get home to our comfort-able firesides. And we 
resent it all fiercely, because of the contrasting beauty 
of our own quietness that we do not_want invaded.

Who, indeed, I have asked, since that quiet of mine 
was invaded once and for all, will show us the beauty 
in this woman's struggle ? At last I have found one 
who has done this. Do you know the picture of " The 
Heavy Cross " ?. And do you know the little play 
by Miss Gertrude Vaughan, called " The Woman 
with the Pack "?*
" The Woman with the Pack" is the incarnation 

of the woman’s movement, and pointedly enough she 
is the woman of sorrow, of labour, and of quietness. 
She comes out of the night and the storm with a 
lantern in her hand and a child on her arm, and 
quietly she lays the child to sleep. Someone says : —

" How cold and tired you must be, my Mother.”
Woman: " Yes, but it is a beautiful storm.”
I am grateful to Miss Vaughan for those two simple 

little lines, because they seem to me the heart of her 
play, and the heart of this real drama in which we are 
engaged. She has done an almost impossible thing; 
and perhaps from a literary standpoint her work 
has suffered just because she tried hard to explain all 
the different sides of the struggle to us. However | 
that may be, she has struck a deep note, and I would 
that we could hear it always sounding above, the 
clamour of our everyday affairs.

Indeed, I am so impressed with the pure poetry of 
the note she strikes for us that I resent, quite as 
though it belonged to me, the evidences of hurried 

... and rather amateurish work. The feeling of the play 
is so much better than the control of the material, 
that, one wishes she could have held its publication 
back a little longer and worked it into a more unified 
and complete whole. It is so slight now, and yet 
suggests so much, and it is so crowded with half- 
suggested characters, that the result is rather scrappy, 
and one wonders if there is enough for each person 
to say and do, and whether they will really make 
themselves felt across the footlights. I am sorry, 
too, that most space is given to the least dramatic 
persons, i.e., to the Tempests, and least space to 
Fanchette and Breitmann. ■

Nevertheless, Miss Vaughan is a poet, and what I 
want to call your attention to is that she is just an . 
example of what I mean. Our enemies and our 
exigencies turn us into many things that we are not. 
We are poets, and they force us to be journalists. 
We are artists, and they make us into sign-painters. 
We are gentle little Victorian ladies, and they make 
us into stone-throwing rioters We are the petted 
wives of our husbands, and they make us into deter- 
mined gaol-birds. And how can we make them see 
what we really are? Perhaps we cannot. In any 
case, that is not so important. The important thing 
is that we see it ourselves. We can only last out that 
way, holding close to our hearts wherever we may be 
—under horses' heads, in a policeman's custody, or 
a wardress's power— the dignity and beauty of our 
womanhood.

MARY Borden Turner.

BOOKS RECEIVED.
“ Whose Children Are These?" By Ethel M. Naish. 

(Birmingham: Cornish Bros., Ltd. Price 2d.)
"Association Notes.' (Association of Women Clerks. 

Price 1d.)
“ The Fruits of Our Russian Alliance.” By H. N. 

Brailsford. (London: The Anglo-Russian Committee. 
Price 1d.)
“ Amid the Strife.” By Albert E. Hookham. (Peter- 

borough : Wisbech Local Peace Association. Price 1s. 6d.) 
“A Plea for the National Support of Mural Art.” By 

Reginald Hallwood. (Gravesend: The Woodlands Press. 
Price 3d.)

. *“ The Woman with the Pack." By Gertrude Vaughan. 
(London: W.J. Ham-Smith. Price 1s. 6d. net. On sale at the 
Woman's Press, 156, Charing Cross Road, W.C) - . —
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THE CONSPIRACY TRIAL AT THE OLD BAILEY.
Upon the resumption of the proceedings 

on Wednesday, the ■ Attorney-General 
addressed the jury on behalf of the Crown.
He said : My lord, and gentlemen of the 
jury,—After a somewhat lengthy and un- ■ 
doubtedly patient enquiry we are approach- 
ing now the final stages in this case, and : 
at the outset I desire to say the defendants 
in this case have had extended to them - 
the greatest possible latitude which has 

' ever been allowed in any Court and in any. 
‘ defence which has been set up by defend- 

ants. I make no complaint about it— 
quite to the contrary. If I may be per- . 
mitted to say so, I am very glad that my 
lord has taken that view and is following 
the practice which is very usual in these 

. Courts, and has allowed the defendants to 
make statements as to matters which are 

, not perhaps strictly revelant or material to 
the case. It will be my duty to bring to your. 
minds what are the facts upon which your 

’ verdict must rely, and call your attention 
to the evidence, because during the speeches 
—highly interesting and powerful speeches
—which we have listened to yesterday, one. 
striking feature of them was that they did 
not attempt to deal with the real facts 
which have been proved to you. Mrs. Pank- 

' hurst, perhaps not unnaturally, dealt at 
length with the wrongs of women as she 
conceived them, the rights of women to 
Parliamentary suffrage that she has advo- 

i cated and that she believes in. As I 
' indicated to you at the (opening of the case, • 
' whatever views you may take of them it 

cannot affect the decision in this case.
■ What we are trying is whether or not these 
defendants brought about by a precon- 

- eertedmovement the attacks which were 
' made upon the windows of the various per- 
sons. whose names have been given in 
evidence before you. Gentlemen, that in 
substance is the sole matter which is in '

1 issue before you. "
The Political Motive.

! Of course, you haveheard - a “great 
‘ deal about politics in this case. I feared 
• that you would. I had to. some extent 
• to explain: the political situation to you 
in opening, so that you might follow . 

“what it was that led these defendants to 
the course of attack which undoubtedly 
they conducted and which, I shall indicate 
to you directly, they have admitted by the 
defence t h ey have adopted. That may be 
putting it further than I can say, but I will 

- say this for the- defence, that they have: 
I not attempted- to controvert thefacts 
whichhave been put in evidence’ before 
you. And if these facts are established, 

■ as you will remember I stated to you in 
opening this case, if we have proved sub- 
stantially what I have stated to you in 
opening, then there is no defence at all as 
1 understand the law. You will take the 
law, of course, from my lord, who pre- 
sides over this trial and who will direct 
you upon it. Really and truly what we 
are dealing with here as I understand it, 
is a question of fact, a question whether 
the speeches were made with the intention 

■ of inducing other persons to volunteer to 
come forward and join a protest which was ■ 

’ to take the form of stone-throwing against 
■ the windows of the public,. and, gent lemen 
that, as stated in very plain, simple lan- 
guage, devoid of any legal formula, is the • 
guestion which you are trying in this case. 
I have no doubt that you must have been 

■ struck by the fact that so little evidence 
has been called before you by the defend- 

, ants. I am going to call your attention in 
a moment ortwo to the only evidence’ they 
have called, and that is the evidence of Mr. 
Pethick Lawrence called before you, and 
I shall show you that that evidence, as 
called by him, admitted every count in the 
indictment which has been presented. 
against them. In substance the evidence 
called by ■ them admitted the case. I will - 
refer to that a little more in detail in a 
moment; but, gentlemen, let me, if I may, 
impress this upon you: the evidence which 
J have called in this case, and upon which 
I dilated to some extent in opening the 
case, consisted of two parts, the one of. 
speeches made by one or other of the 
defendants, or by Miss Christabel Pank- . 
hurst in their presence: of circulars issued 
by them, or by one of them, from the 
Association for which they were working 
together in order to carry out aprecon- 

certed plan; of evidence of documents 
which, could not be disputed—andthe hire 
of various halls, the Gardenia Restaurant, . 
for the purpose of holding meetings with : 
the object of inciting women to takewhat 
is more euphemistically described as more 
militant action. ■ And that evidence has r 
been called before you. 1 Every word I 
opened to you (with one exception of a 1 
criticism by Mr. Healy which I will deal 
with in a moment), every word which I 
opened to you has been established in 
evidence, and more than that, a great deal 
has • been put in evidence, necessarily for 
the case, with whichI did nottrouble you 
in opening, as I was anxious for you to 
understand the framework upon which the

Speech of the Attorney 
case rested. The second part of the evidence 
consisted of proof before you of a number 
of persons who at a given moment, at a 
given place, at a given date, with the same 
weapon or weapons, and travelling about 
in pairs, concealing badges if they had any, 
so that they might not be recognised, or 
not wearing them as the orders were, 
attended on these dates, November 21 and 
March 1 and 4, and indulged in an orgy of 

'window-breaking by stone-throwing. The 
case we presented . to. you was that 
of these various women—there were only 
a namber ‘ of them - referred to 
in the —indictment, only a num- 

■ ber with whom you have to deal. Their 
namesare given, and the evidence which 
has been called before you. in this Court 
has been known to the defendants, and has 

-been called in the police court months ago. 
• Everything I have said and established to 
you is evidence which has . already been 
given in the police court before we came 
here. Str

" Justifiable Pride."
. We • pride ourselves in our criminal 
courts on the fairness with which defend-

1 ants are treated. We think we are > justi- 
fied in the pride. We give them an oppor- 
tunity to hear all the evidence that is to 
be called against them in the police court, 
where there is a preliminary inquiry in 
order to determine whether there is a suffi- 
eient case to go to trial ; and they have the 
advantage of all the documents that have 
been referred to all the “exhibits,” as 
we call them, are before them, as they are 
before us.They know all the witnesses we 
are going to call; they knowwhat the 
witnesses are going to say by the deposi- 

-tions which are made at the police-court. 
This is in accordance with the spirit and 
the practice ■' of this • Court; and if it ever 
happens, as it does sometimes, that some 
fresh evidence is to be given in this Court 
which has never been given before, then it 
is the practice of the Crown to give notice 
to' the “defendants that further evidence 
will be called, giving the names of the 
witnesses, and stating what it is that those 
witnesses are called to prove. I only men- 
tion that so that you may understand the 
practice and see that its object is that no 
defendant shall be taken by surprisein the 
evidence that is going to be given against 
-him in a criminal court, se that he may 
have an opportunity not only of sifting the 

■ case before the magistrate, but should have 
an opportunity of persuading the magis- 
trate if he can, that no case has been made 
out against him: but if the magistrate 
holds that there is a case made out, and 
that it must go before a jury for trial, then 

, the defendants, and their legal advisers 
may know at the earliest opportunity what 
it is that the prosecution is going to rely 

: on when they come into Court. The reason 
why I am making these observations to 
you in connection with this case is for this 
purpose. . I want to draw your attention 
to this, that it was open to the defendants 
to have called before you every one of these 
women who, we say, were incited by the 
course of conduct taken by these defen- 
dants, to throw these stones, and conse- 
quently, unfortunately for these women 
who were incited, to be sentenced to terms 
of imprisonment.. It was open for the 
defendants to call every one of them before 
you. Have you any doubt that had it been 
possible, if even by straining the truth, 
any one of these women--- -- •'•

Mrs. Pankhurst indignantly objected to 
the suggestion which she understood to be 

implied, adding: We leave it to politicians 
- to strain the truth.

The Attorney-General: ' If these women 
could have been called before you to have 
stated that no observation of Mrs. Pank- 
hurst’s or of those who are charged with 
her had affected their minds and had in- 
duced them to volunteer to come forward 
to join in this protest, then I say there is 
not the faintest doubt that they would 
have been present and they would have 
been called before you. The reason they 
are not called before you is because they 
could not go 1 into the witness-box to give • 
their evidence, and they could not state. 
that they had not been incited or induced 
by thesespeeches to take the: course of 
action they did take. And when you come 
to consider what has. been done,. what . has 1 
been said, what the defendants themselves 
have said, you - will see that it would be 
impossible for any one of them to have 
come forward, and that is the reason why 
they are not called. One witness was 
called, so far as I know the only witness 
who could speakto having followed the 
speech—that was the Mrs. Esmond, known 
as Miss. Eva Moore—andshe, when ’ she 
gave evidence as to the particular passages 
which are relied-on as evidence of incite- 
ment, said she did not hear, 1 that she was 
some distance away and she could not say, 
so that it does‘not. help us one way or the 
other. There was another- lady • called ‘ a 

| Mrs. Dockrell, who had never heard one of 
the speeches, • but who had had a circular 
and the •«instructions—documents which 
speak for themselves, which, of course, are 
for your consideration, and which make 
quite plain what the intention was.

" A Very Eloquent Speech."

. There was one other witness called, who 
■ is of some importance, that was Sir Edward 
Busk, and you may remember the evidence

General—Close of Trial.
I that he gave. I put to him the “Argument 
I of the Broken Pane," that is the speech 

which Mrs. Pankhurst made at the Con- 
■ naught Rooms, and which was reported in 
| VOTES FOR WOMEN, from which I read. 
: passages to you. You will remember what 

his evidence was . upon that. He was ‘ a 
friendly witness to them. He had attended 
this meeting, which was ′ held for the 

■ express purpose of receiving those who had 
been sentenced and who had been released, 
and to whom a dinner was given. At the 

. meeting Mrs. Pankhurst made a speech— 
a speech which she described herself as the 
most violent speech she had yet made—a 
speech whch Sir Edward Busk admitted 
was in parts undoubtedly a veryviolent 
speech. The reason why it was violent was 
because persons were incited to commit 

■ acts of violence on grounds which Mrs.
-Pankhurst" thinks are justifiable—that- is 
another matter about which I shall have 
something to say to you directly, but we 
will deal first with the facts.Mrs. Pank- 

i hurst, according to Sir Edward Busk’s own 
statement ’ in regard to that speech, did 
undoubtedlyincite these ′ persons “ who 
understood it as an incitement to them, 
who quite appreciated what was meant and 

; said. You have had an opportunity, of 
judging the speech: she made—a very 

, eloquent speech. I say it is because it was 
so eloquent, because the speech was so 

I powerful, and because itwas so forcibly 
- put, that it acted as an incitement to these 
| various persons who . joined—anxiously 

joined, no doubt—on the invitation of Mrs. 
I Pankhurst, as volunteers to make this 
: great protestagainst the Government—a 
—protest which was to take the form, a new. 
I form which had been agreed upon, appa- 

rently so far back as November, 1911. You 
will remember the speech. , It had some 
very forcible passages. It was called “ The 
argument of the Broken Pane,” and it 
admits, as plainly as it can, so far as Mrs.

- Pankhurst is concerned, that this is what 
she was advocating, and so far as I under- 
stand her statement of yesterday, she does 
not dispute it. Now, what does that mean ? 
It means that the case which we have pre- 

-sented with reference to this matter is 
admitted by Sir Edward Busk, and in the 
speech of Mrs. Pankhurst. I quite under- 

. stand the case of the defendants, who may 
say. True it is that we did that; true it is 
that, we . counselled people togo in for 
stone-throwing. True it is, Mrs. Pank- 
hurst may.say, " I said I would be the first 
stone-thrower,” as we know she was in 
January, 1910. True it is we had recourse 
to this form of incitement but we were 
actuated by perfectly honest and conscien- 
tious motives, n . 15 ■

, t. Mr. , Pethick Lawrence here protested 
against what, the Attorney-General had 
appeared to put into his (defendant’s) 
mouth.

Mrs. Pankhurst: Put the responsibility 
on me. I did say it. I alone said it. — 

The Attorney General (freezingly) :. If 
you don’t mind I prefer to put the respon- 
sibility on the shoulders I decide myself. 2 

- The point I was upon, and to which I 
referred, was that it might be said, " Our 

. motives are perfectly honest and con- 
scientious," and to that I shall direct your 
attention a little later on. I ; an submit- 
ting to you—and, of course, subject to the 
direction of my lord—that that really has 
nothing to do with the trial. It is quite 

' immaterial for the purposes of law, which 
you are sworn to administer, that a person 
may have broken the law and committed 

। a criminal offence with the best- of inten- 
tions. Just pause to think what it would 
mean. Men are not entitled to acquittal 
in this court because the acts which they, 

, have done which are breaches of the law 
wilfully committed were dictated, not by 
motives of personal-gain, but for some 

.public: advantage — according to them. 
That is, no doubt, a matter of law with 
which my lord will deal. I think I have 
given you the whole of the evidence which 

. has been called by the defence in this 
matter. - The only evidence called of any 
person who heard Mrs. Pankhurst’s speech 
is, that of Sir, Edward Busk, and the only 

_ evidence called by the defendant is the 
evidence which admitted incitement$ and 
which, as he said quite rightly—and I wish 
he had said it before he was in the witness- 
box— did not meet with his approval, and 
which, as he said, and rightly, was a speech, 
which he would not have made.
.Mrs. Pankhurst: Sir Edward Busk dis-" 
tinguished. He said in the case of aman 
he did not think he was justified, but he 
said it was justifiable in the case of a 
woman.

The Attorney-General: I do not agree; . 
but, still, I won’t discuss it. 5 The matter 
is before my lord and the jury. His view, 
was very definitely and clearly stated. I 
have had the opportunity of reading the 
evidence, and my lord, no doubt, has a 
copy of the notes.He (Sir Edward' Busk) 
said he would not have made that speech. 
Gentlemen, the whole point of it is this, 
that Sir Edward Busk, who is further the 
sole witness, put before you, cannot state 
that this was not an incitement. Whether 
he thought it was an incitement which a 
woman might be entitled to make or not 
is another matter. ' He could not doubt 
that this was incitement. After all, we 
have got the speech before us, and we are 
quite able to judge.I call your attention 
to that in order that you may appreciate 

the position in which we stand with regard 
to this case. My submission is that upon 
the facts of the case everything that has 
been put forward has been established and 
is not contradicted. I am aware that my 
learned friend, Mr. Healy, called attention 
to one point yesterday, and I will deal 
with it while I am referring to this, and 
I cannot. but ■ think that at the time he 

■ made his observation he must have for- 
- gotten what had actually happened. I am 
referring now to the passage in which he 

commented upon my having opened with 
the statement which was made by some- 
body in the audience when Miss Christabel 
Pankhurst was making a speech— which I 
pointed out was not made by her at all, 
but by someone in the audience—words to 
the effect that “We will shoot next time.” 
I pointed out to you in opening that no 
one was suggesting, or was I, that any 
one ofthedefendants, had said that. 
It was one of the audience who said that, 
and my observation upon that is thatthat 
was the kind of thing which, after all, 

- responsible people ought to expect when 
they incite persons to commit acts of vio- 
lence.However much they might desire 

, to restrain them, there are people who are 
excitable and who go further than those 
who make speeches to them, and it be- 
comes very serious if you only just con- 
sider. It was the view taken by Mrs. 
Pankhurst herself. In a speech she said 
that' " Some people would use other 
weapons of persuasion, but she would con- 
tent herself with the stone-throwing.” The 
comment I make upon it now is the same 
comment I made then, that if you sow 

- this seed you cannot always control what 
is to be the result. My friend drew at- 

. tention to the fact that this particular 
passage had not been proved, and made 
some observation which, as I say, must 
have been made under a misapprehension 
in regard to it. We said we shrank from 
proving it. He said he had nothing to 

′ complain of in the conduct of this case, 
only he saidsomeone had misinstructed 
me, - someoneplacing the facts ' before 

' me had led me to make that statement 
which we had shrunk from proving, and 
the suggestion was that we knew in open- 
ing the case that no such statement had 
been made. I do not attach much impor- 
tance to it for the reason I have given, but 
I think it right to point out the injustice, 
to those who in this indirect way are at- 
tacked, that the only reason why it 
was not given actually in evidence before 
you was because when the particular wit- 

' ness who was dealing with the subject was 
• before the Court and gave his evidence— 
: Thomas Cox— and wasgiving us his notes 

■ from - longhand, which he had written 
after • the -speech had been ■ made, it 
was suggested by my lord: that - it was 
not satisfactory. My friend. Mr. Graham 

- Campbell, accepted that view- from the 
Court and read the report from Votes 
FOR WOMEN, and my friend criticised him 
(the witness) in particular reference to 

- some statement with regard to Mr. Lloyd 
George. You may remember it because it 
brought in an observation which his lord- 
ship made about King Charles’s head, and 
my friend replied that it was the axe in 
this case. My lord thought it would be 
best, if he would confine himself to the 
passages referring to Mr. Lloyd George, 
and, consequently, that particular passage 
was not read. It is immaterial for the 
purpose of the case, and I only mention it 
because I cannot help thinking that that 
part must have escaped the observation of 
my friend, for I am quite sure that the 
gentleman instructing me in - this case 
would not have been attacked in any way 
by my learned friend.

. , Mr. Pethick Lawrence: Perhaps the 
Attorney-General would make it clear 
that it was not proved because we could 
have counteracted the statement.

The Attorney-General; I thought I had 
said it. It was not proved. Mr. Pethick 
Lawrence still thinks he is still affected 
by it.. The passage was not read in the 
view which my lord took of the particular 
report: he suggested that we should 
leave it where it was, and we did, and did 
not read the last part of it. As I have 
indicated to you it is quite right, and if 
any impression was made on my mind by 
that passage against the defendants you 
will dismiss it, but I am pointing out to, 

you that I make the same criticism now. 
upon the speech.
• How the Matter Stands Politically.

Now I pass to the defence, so far as I 
understand it, which is raised in this case. . 
I want you just to bear in mind how the 
matter stands ‘ politically. I am not 
going to travel into any observation as 

’ to whether the Government is right, as to' 
whether Mrs. Pankhurst is right, or as to 
whether other persons are right in the 
viewthey take of the women’s suffrage 
question. There have been, and there 
are, various seliools of thought upon, 
the fact that Mrs. Pankhurst and 
her friends and her union, are not 
the only suffrage society that has done 
excellent work in connection withwomen’s 

, suffrage. There are, of course, distin-, 
guished ladies who have done admirable 
work, and who are proceeding to do 
admirable work for the purpose of getting 
the parliamentary franchise . granted to 
women. Statements have been made as 
justifying what happened in consequence 

of Government action. . Of course, it is 
always a difficult matter in a Court of Law 
to discuss politics, more particularly, per- 
haps, to those who are engaged in them. 
All I desire to say—and I shall content 
myself with it—is that you have heard 
attacks made upon the Government. 
Well, gentlemen; that, of course, is not a 
novelty for the Government; whether the 
Government belong to ■ one ■ party or 
another there are always plenty of people 
—and I hope always will be—ready, to 
attack. governments.In this particular 
case I cannot help thinking that it has 
been thought very useful to turn the 
attack upon the Government, and to 
make it into a political trial. My learned 
friend, Mr. Healy, in the speech he made 
last night, did his best to that purpose in 
the genial, not to say generous, reference 
which he was making to the Government 
and to their actions. He was stating to 
you that this was a vindictive political 
act on the part of the Government. That 
is the only matter in connection with this 
with which I am concerned, and I tell 
you why I am particularly concerned with 
it because, although it was not so 
intended, . I gathered from what my 
learned friend said, he • dissociated him- 
self from . any ' intention. If true it 
would be a very great attack upon me. 
The action of the authorities for which 
I as Attorney-General am responsible, and 
the full responsibility of which rests upon 
me, and upon me alone, is, in the ordinary 
course, that in the discharge of my duty as 
the Chief Law officer of the Crown in the 
protection of the public interests—and it is 
my duty to take it, however unpleasant 
it may be, whether or not I sympathise 
with the political viewsof a particular 
speech of these defendants, whether or 
not I am in favour of woman suffrage—it 
becomes my duty when there is an attack 
upon, the public to take care that the 
attack is brought to the bar of justice. I 
am the person to whom the duty is 
entrusted by the State; I am the person 
who would rightly be blamed if any prose- 
cution of a kind ought to be instituted 
and is not instituted. I am the person 
who has to determine whether or not it 
shall be instituted, and because I am that 
person,, and because I have taken the 
responsibility, I am here conducting this 
case,' when I undoubtedly have matters 
of far greater public importance than this.

" No, no," interposed Mrs. Pankhurst 
and Mrs. Pethick Lawrence.

" Silence,’’ demanded the usher.
The Attorney-General : I have taken the 

responsibility, and I need scarcely say to 
you that I do not shrink from placing my- 
self in the forefront as the person upon 
whom all blame should rest, and it is not 
one of the pleasantest duties of an At- 
torney-General. In cases where prosecu- 
tions have to be instituted he is the per­
son to be attacked. All I say in regard 
to it, and my only reason for referring to 
this, which is entirely a personal matter, 
is because fny learned friend says, with- 
out any evidence or it, and without direct 
knowledge of it, that it is the inference 
which lie drew—again, I think, not quite 
appreciating the position in which I stood 
—that I had been despatched here by mem- 
bers of the Cabinet to conduct the pro- 
secution because the said members of the 
Cabinet had had their meetings disturbed. 
That is the defence my friend put for- 
ward. I am the last to dwell at any 
length, or to make any comment upon the 
defence which is set up by one of my 
learned friends, who is here doing his best 
for the client he represents; but I must 
point out to you that there is not a tittle 
of evidence to support the statement, and 
I must point out to you further, as I have 
pointed out, that not only is the responsi- 
sibility, mine in theadministration of my 
office, but further, I just want you to con- 
sider for a minute how far this statement, 
is justified. So far as I have followed it, that 
is not the defence put forward in that way 
by. the other defendants. They have 
relied upon another form of defence. Mr. 
Healy said that this action was taken be- 
cause Cabinet Ministers were interrupted 
at their meetings. The able defence put 
forward is to this effect, that questions to 
Ministers had gone on for years, and had 
produced no effect upon the public mind.

Mrs. . Pankhurst: Upon the Govern- 
ment..

The Attorney-General: Upon the 
Government and upon the public mind, 
and in order that the public mind should 
be roused. about it—to use the words of 
either a speech or article, that “ the 
public should be disturbed from its calm.” 
The result of it was that you had to have 
window-breaking by stones. A good deal 
has been said, both by Mrs. Pankhurst 
and the other defendants, with reference 
to the militancy of their movement, and 
a good deal of time I am not complaining • 
of. it—has been taken up to show that 
militancy does not necessarily mean acts 
of violence like stone-throwing. I agree 
entirely; we never said it did. The 
Women’s Social and Political Union 
existed for militant purposes, as it was 
called, for some long time, for some years, 
as we know, before November 21, 1911. 
1 have never made one single complaint, 
as. you will remember, in this case with 
reference to anything that happened 
before November, 1911. All the disturb- ’ 
ances of Ministers are matters which are - 
allowed to go untouched by the prosecu- 
tion. They had nothing whatever to do 
with the prosecution. But not only that, 
i is said that this was a vindictive action. 
on November 21 there were, as you know, 
219 women arrested for the breaking of ’ 
windows. ~ - • 20 - 7 • ' 

. Mr. Pethick Lawrence : In point of fact, 
that is not correct. It was only eighty or 
ninety who were charged with breaking 
windows—the others with obstructing the 
police.

The -Attorney-General :Very well; 219 
were arrested, of whom he says eighty or 
ninety were charged with breaking win- 
dows, the others for other forms of dis- 

order. That does not matter; the matter 
is quite immaterial. The point I am 
making to you is that that happened on 
November 21. ■ No action was taken. 
There was no prosecution upon it. I will 
tell you why. sort roe-

Mrs. Pankhurst: Because you wanted 
. to keep it in the police-courts. • 2 
i The Judge: You must not interrupt, 
■ Mrs. . Pankhurst. No one interrupted 
you.
. Mrs. Pankhurst: I am interrupting be- 

cause I had been twice imprisoned before 
that date. ;

The Attorney - General: Because OH 
November 21 there had been these acts, 
and no prosecution. The only materiality 
of it is that it is suggested that there was 
some reason and some desire to take this 

■ form of action or prosecution. I am only 
pointing out to you that it was only when 
it had become so active a movement, when 
it is repeated within a very few days—on 
March 1 and repeated again on March 4— 
there naturally comes from the publie a 
demand—and the public should have a 
right to demand-—that something should be 
done to stop this destruction of property 
of persons who had taken no part in a 
political movement.

Mrs. Pankhurst: Give us the vote and 
stop it. ,

“ That is the Answer."
The . Attorney-General: That. is the 

answer, and if you will not give them the 
vote you must submit apparently to have 
your windows broken. • That is the position 
which we are in. That is the position in 
which, at any rate, I, for my part, in the 
discharge of my duty, have taken the view 
that the public is entitled to such pro- 

-tection as the law can give. And although 
we may not be able to prevent it, although 
we may not be able to stop this happening 
again, then at least we should take steps 
to show that this should not be allowed, 
to continue with impunity, and that both 
the trade and the property of private 
persons shall not be injured in order to 
call attention to a public grievance which 
these defendants thought they had. That 
is the whole position. .

And I would like to know what you 
would have thought if anyone in my office, 
or anyone who has responsible authority, 
when it was found that three times within 
a comparatively short period these acts 
had taken place, and that no prosecution 
against those who were the leadersof the 
movement, according to the evidence 
which we have seen, was taken. . Now 
that is really the whole of the material 
upon which I need .comment . with re- 
ference to the " vindictive" prosecution. 
And I cannot help saying also, in regard 
to an observation made by my learned 
friend, that there had been a deputation 
to the Prime Minister which we know took 
place on November 17, and that as the 
result of that deputation the Prime 
Minister made a plain and explicit state- 
ment." It was not satisfactory to them, 
at any rate to the ladies who attended; 
but, after all. that we cannot help. There 
are other ladies who would not be satisfied 
if the Suffrage were granted.There are 
some ' women—I am not going to discuss 
whether they are in the majority or not— 
but at least there are a considerable 
number, who do not wish the vote granted. 
The Prime Minister, who is at the head 
of affairs, when he gets a deputation ' from 
one party wishing one thing, has always 
got another party wishing another. The 
Prime Minister is reported in the papers 
to be, and is, as I dare say you know, him-” 
self against the grant of the Suffrage to 
women. That is hisview. Whether it is 
right or wrong, that is the view he has 
taken after giving it every consideration. 
My friend Mr. Healy has said, and I am 
sure ■ he was speaking with all sincerity ’ 
when he said, yesterday, in the course of 
his address, how much he respected the 
Prime Minister and how much he looked up 
to him.

The Conciliation Bill.
The Prime Minister made a statement 

giving his view. On November 24, Mr. 
Llovd George speaks at Bath, and you have 
heard a good deal of comment in reference 
to that speech—a speech in which he said . 
that the Conciliation Bill had been tor- 
pedoed. Gentlemen, of course, I have no 
doubt you know, but for fear of any mis- 
understanding I would like to state this: 
The Conciliation Bill was a Bill which 
granted the Suffrage to a limited 
number of women. A number of persons . 
accepted that as a promise upon which 
they Could work. Again, another school 
of thought came to the conclusion that if 
you were to give an extended franchise to . 
men you must also give extended franchise 
to women, and there was another school 
of thought which said that you cannot, give 
the same extensive franchise to women as 
you can to men, because if you do women 
will be in the majority. Between these 
views there is a considerable school, as the 
Prime Minister said, who think as he 
does, that it : is not in the interests 
of the State that a . Parliamentary 
vote‘should be granted to women at 
all. Amongst, these conflicting views, 
which find adherents in the Govern- 
ment and in the Opposition, and in other 
Parties the result has been that when Mr. " 
Lloyd George made his speech at Bath he 

took the view that by extending the 
franchise the Conciliati on Bill, which he 
said gave them alimited franchise, was 

- torpedoed. I am not going to discuss 
whether it was a right or wrong view, all 
I am pointing out is what the facts are. 
and my. learned friend, Mr. Healy, said 

: that it was that speech of Mr. Lloyd 
George’s, in reference to torpedoeing 

■ the ConciliationBill, : that was the 
cause of this ‘movement becoming acute. 
I am pointing out to youthat that 
speech was not made until November. 
24, and that thefirst series • of acts 
to which I have just called your at- 

-tention, and. for which 219 - persons were 
arrested, took place on November 21; and 
not only that, but some time before the 
21st had been arranged and a circular had 
boon sent out.

Mrs. Pankhurst: The Manhood Suffrage 
■ Bill was announced.

: The. Attorney-General: That is perfectly 
right, but that is not quite the point. - The i 
real bone of contention is whether the 

- Government should adopt as part of its 
programme that: women should have the 
franchise.

Mrs.-Pankhurst: Manhood Suffrage had 
. been announced. The breach of faith had 
taken place. You know Mr. Asquith gave 
the pledge. The pledge was that the Con- 
ciliation Bill should have a chance. Then 
the Manhood Suffrage Bill was announced, 
and. according to Mr. Lloyd George, man- 
hood Suffrage had torpedoed the Concilia- 
tion Bill, and therefore destroyed the 
pledge.

The Attorney-General: - In that speech, 
which I have here——

Mrs. Pankhurst : Let us take the order 
of events.

The Attorney-General: If you ' don’t 
mind, Mrs. Pankhurst, please, I will make 
my speech my way.

Mrs. Pankhurst: I don’t think you 
understand. Mrs. Pankhurst added that , 
she wished the Attorney-General to under- 
stand, as he would then be able to put his 
case all the better. (Laughter.)

The Attorney-General : . Well, I don't 
. think so. (Laughter.) I think I will put 
-it in my way. In November there was an 
announcement— I did not put if to you in 
the early part of the history of this case— 
an announcement about Manhood Suffrage, 
and it was in consequence of that the 
movement took a more definite form, be- 
cause, according to the W.S.P.U., and to 
the leaders, at any rate, of the W.S.P.U., 
they objected to the Government announc- 
ing the Manhood Suffrage Bill, and to the 
view they took as to what should be done ■ 
with Woman's Suffrage. '

Mrs. Pankhurst: We regarded it as a' 
breach of faith. 1

Attorney-General : Because they thought 
that they were entitled to have a Bill-in­
troduced without further delay! That is 
the whole point.

Mrs. Pankhurst: It is not.
. The Attorney-General: It is really im- 
material. • The only reason why I am 
referring • to it to-day is to explain what 
my friend said yesterday about the word- 
ing of the speech to which he called atten- 
tion. I am not’disputing the point, and 
if Mrs. Pankhurst thinks there is any dis- 
pute about it she is mistaken. I never 
disputed that their change of action took 
place after the Prime Minister’s state- 
ment with regard to Manhood Suffrage, 
and as they have explained in consequence 
of it. That is the point I was making.

Mr. Pethick Lawrence: The defence was 
this, the fact that Mr. Lloyd-George had 
torpedoed the Bill took place before 
the first demonstration. This announce- 
ment that he had done so was only his 
explanation of what had happened before.

The Attorney-General: I agree entirely. 
That is exactly what I said to the jury. 
We really need not have all this discus- 
sionabout it, because there is no contra- 
diction. It is the whole case which I 
have always been presenting to you, that 
the beginning of this agitation, this 
recourse to: what - are - called militant 
methods, the stone-throwing, instead. of ■ 
the interference with Cabinet Ministers’, 
meetings, was in consequence of the Man­
hood Suffrage announcement, with the 
view, taken by the defendants, that it was 
a breach of the pledge which had been 
given to them. That is their view.

Mrs. Pankhurst: It was justified by 
what happened.

The Attorney-General: On Novem- 
ber 2+ Mr. Lloyd-George made his speech. 
I should never have referred to it if it 
had not been for my friend making the 
point that it was Mr. Lloyd-George’s 
speech that brought about this movement 
earlier. The events of November, to 
which I have called attention, are so plain 
that I do not think I need occupy your time 
in reciting them again. They have been 
put. before you, and you are fully familiar 
with them. I will only refer to one piece 
of evidence, which I did not hear—I was 
engaged in a public duty elsewhere—but 
which I had an opportunity of reading. 
It was that of Mrs. Lilian. Ball, a seam- 
stress, who, led away by these eloquent 
speeches and by articles, decided to take 
part in a movement which she had not the 
courage to carry out when it came to the 
point.
. • Mrs. Pankhurst : Although it was given 
in evidence that Mrs. Ball never heard any 
of the speeches made by us.

The Attorney-General: You know ex­
actly what your evidence is with regard to 
it. She told you of the card she received 
and the invitation which she accepted. She 
goes to the particular place appointed. She • 
goes there and receives, a bag, which, I- 
think, was produced to you, in which there 

were stones inserted, in conjunction with 
. some other persons who also were met in 
the same place, where, according to the 
evidence,names are called—in a roll call— 
from the register of those who had volun- 
teered to come forward on November 21. 
What explanation is there to you of how 
it was Lilian Ball came there ready to take 
her part in this more militant protest with 
a bag tied arsund her with the stones in, 
with directions to go to the back of the 

' House of Commons, where, as I gather, she 
• appears to have passed up and down for 

some time with the stones in the bag, 
hidden, of course, in her pouch or whatever 
she wore, and never summoning up. quite 

sufficient courage to break a window ? How 
. was it that Lilian Ball came there? By 

whose invitation, and on whose plan, whose 
scheme? Can you have any doubt after 
the evidence which you have heard? With 
regard to Mrs. Pankhurst, you will remem- 

i ber that I called attention to this, that 
Mrs. Pankhurst was absent in America 
during this period, and that so far as I 
was concerned I did not make the charge 
against her of inciting or soliciting during 
this period. • That she was a party to the 
agreement that this form of protest should 
be made I do say, and I wish to show you, 
and have shown you, from the evidence, 
how that was to be done. That she ap- 
proved of it was beyond doubt. Telegrams 
were sent from America; one of them 

-which is in evidence . was read. J It was a 
message from her: “ Protest imperative. 
Impatient to be with you. Courage and 
faith."

" Arguments."
. Still, that does not show that she in- 

cited or solicited, and. at any rate, I have 
■ purposely said I do not rely upon that 

charge as against her. But what is Mrs. 
Pethick Lawrence’s part or Mr. Pethick 
Lawrence’s part? I will proceed to deal 
with the March incidents, because the ob- 
servations I am going to make with regard 

. to them are observations - which would 
apply equally to the latter incidents as to 
those of November 21. On March 1 and 4, 
when again the very same thing took place, 
except, of course, that here you have Mrs. • 

■ Pankhurst taking a very active part in it, . 
and making a speech to which attention 
has been so much directed, and other 
speeches, beginning almost from the 
moment when she came home in January, 
1912, when she said that she would be 
the first -stone-thrower—the same thing 
carried on by an agreement, as I will in- 

-dicate to you from correspondence; an 
agreement that the Gardenia Restaurant 

. should be taken, and you know what hap- 
pened at the Gardenia Restaurant, both 
from the cards that were issued and from 
Mrs. Lilian Ball’s evidence. • You - have 
Lilian Ball being asked whether she wanted 
or whether sher was ready for a long or: 
for a short sentence; meeting there for 
the purpose ofgoing out to commit a 
breach of the law on unoffending persons, 
or, at least, on buildings that had done 
nothing to them, as part of the plan that 
had been arranged for the purpose of mak- 
ing a protest and stirring people from their 
calm. That was the argument. There you 
get all these instances—the bag of stones 
and the hammer. Do you believe it for a 
minute when it is said that there was no 
conspiracy, no incitement, and, I suppose 
it must be, no preconceived attempt? What 
were these hammers doing from the time 
they were bought from Mr. Melhuish, of 
whom you have heard? There they were, 
.bought on February 22. what for ? Where, 
were they lying? Without a doubt they , 
were bought for the purpose of carrying 
out these preconceived plans of smashing 
windows, arming the women. who were 
volunteering to take part in this protest, • 
with weapons with which they. were to 
break the windows.> Theywere to have 
stones, they. were to have hammers. .

You know that there were the same, cir- 
cumstances,. the same instructions, the 
same notices to the women to come pre- 
pared for arrest, to bring their bags and 
to take care in some instances, it is said, 
to have food. A whole number of them, 
we know from the evidence, wentto 
Clement’s Inn with their luggage; you 
will remember the passage. about their 
hostesses,the arrangement apparently 
being that they were to be lodged some- . 

- where if they came up from the country.
As you know from documents or letters 
which have been produced to you they 
were coming, not only from all parts of 
London, one letter says distinctly, from 

- Ireland : another from Scotland, and from ■ 
various parts. One letter is really worth 
considering so as to understand what all 
this means. . Of course, we have got to 
present to you such material as we have 
been able to gather, but it is perfectly 
clear, as I submit, that this, scheme had 
been conceived to bring together a lot of 

: people who were willing to take part in 
’ this protest from all parts of the country, 
in order to make the demonstration as 
effective as possible,. in order that they 
could carry out the view that there would. 
be so many taking part, and consequently, 
so many arrests, that the action of the 
authorities would be paralysed, and that 
the only relief possible to the Govern- 
ment, if the action of the police was so 
paralysed—the only way that the Govern- 
ment would be able to saveitself from the 
disorder into which the whole town would 
be thrown, would be by granting the vote 
for women upon the terms that Mrs. 
Pankhurst, and those associated with her, 
wished. That was the plan. The letter ’ 
I referred to from Dublin, I will read to 
you. It is addressed to Mrs. Pankhurt

Ccnttnuel on page 569.
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MILITANCY.
At a time when so many of our comrades are serv­

ing long terms of imprisonment, it behoves us to 

remind ourselves and to tell the world what im- 

prisonment means. Imprisonment is living death. 

It is the sacrifice of a part of one’s life. It means 

dropping out of existence for weeks, months, or 

years, as the case may be. Not hardship nor in- 

dignity, but the mere sheer deprivation of liberty 

it is that makes imprisonment amount to a tem­

porary loss of life. In fact, to be imprisoned for 

a cause and to die for it are sacrifices alike in kind, 

and different only in degree. There is not a militant 

Suffragist who would not give her life outright to 

buy the enfranchisement of women. There are many 

who have already, in the course of the militant agita- 

tion, walked deliberately, open-eyed, to the very brink 

of death. . A thousand times since militancy first 

■ began • have women gone to prison, and thereby 

yielded up a bit of that life which to creatures so 

vital as these is more precious than it is to most.
This yielding up of life is the highest and most 

transcendant proof of their love for others that 

human beings have it in their power to give. How­

ever great the soul, it can command no language 

more eloquent than this wherewith to tell its passion. 

Christ Himself could do no more than die to express 

His love for mankind. He had only His life to give 

for the life of the world. The ordinary man and 

woman must be ready if need be to express their 

smaller love for humanity in the same way. That is 

what militant Suffragists are humbly ready to do. 

It is the spirit of renunciation that creates the mili- 

tant movement. -
But those who would redeem the souls and bodies 

of men must be prepared to do more than renounce 

their liberty and their life. They must challenge, 
and they must fight, the powers arrayed against them. • 

Militancy and renunciation must go together. We 

have spoken of the Great Redeemer, Whose life and 

death stand as an inspiration and as a practical 

example to those who seek to change the face of the 

world. In His words and deeds can be found no 

encouragement to rely on the mere course of time 

and exercise of patience to bring about a result 

which it is our duty by vigorous action to achieve.

There, can be found no encouragement to rely only 
on methods which are acceptable to those in 

authority, or, as some call them, constitutional 

methods. " Think not that I am come to bring peace 

on earth. I came not to bring peace but a sword. 

Suppose ye that I come to give peace on earth ? I 

tell you nay, but rather division.” Christ was en- 

gaged in a spiritual battle, and therefore He needed 

only weapons that were spiritual, but those who are 

attacking evil political institutions are fighting a 

battle which, though it is partly spiritual, is also 

largely material. For that reason militancy on the 

material plane is an absolute necessity in order to 

win political reform. . This distinction between war­

fare purely spiritual and warfare partly material is 

expressed in the saying, " If My Kingdom were of 

this world, then would My soldiers fight." In short, 

those who are seeking to win political liberty, which 

is a kingdom of this world, must use the weapons of 

this world.

Plain and visible as it is, this truth is often over- 

looked. Thus we have" constitutional” Suffragists 

arguing that spiritual force will avail to gain the 

Vote for women, and that any resort to physical 

force is immoral. In other words, their contention 

is that the epiritual force which is behind the Woman 

Suffrage movement must have no physical expres- 

sion. This same queer reasoning was used in order 

to'confound Joan of Are when she begged the king to 

lend her an array that she might win for him his 

crown and kingdom. Greatly doubting, he caused 

her to be questioned by the, dignitaries of theChurch. 

When she maintained that she had a divine mission 

they taunted her and said : " But God has no need 

of soldiers to deliver France.” She cried out in 

answer : " The soldiers will do the fighting, God will 

give the victory." So might the militant Suffragists 

say : " We ourselves must do the fighting, God will 

give the victory.”

It is surely a sign of national decadence that either 

men or women of British birth and ancestry should 

hold militancy in vindication of citizen rights to be 

morally wrong. Perhaps the truth is that non- 

militants resent militancy because they feel it to be 

a reproach to themselves.

The. reason why so many Suffragists have refrained 

from militancy is that they have not the faith that 

would be needed to sustain them. It is because of 

her faith that every militant has been strong to play, 

her part. Intellectual conviction as to the need of 

militancy there has been also—that we cannot dis- 

pense with in these modern days. But behind intel- 

lectual conviction, confirming it, and far more com- 

pelling has been faith or vision—Joan of Arc would 

have said voices; therefore it is that the militants 

have been able to withstand the criticism and con­

demnation of the world.

The militants have been accused of arrogance both 

by friends and enemies because, in spite of all advice 

and every remonstrance, they pursue, an undeviating 

way.

They are not arrogant, but they see what others 

do not see. A great task has been entrusted to them, 

but they are not so presumptuous as to think that 

it is by their own strength and their own wisdom 

alone that they perform it.

. The militants have been given a knowledge of what 

their ditty island that is why they cannot by legal 

decrees or by any human appeals be turned aside 

from it.

The women in this militant army, cheerful, prac- 

tical, and daring though they are, are yet as deeply, 

convinced as any saint and visionary could be that 

the Power that is behind the world, leads and 

strengthens and works its will through them. -

O LIBERTY, HOW GLORIOUS ART THOU!
Mrs. Pethick Lawrence’s Appeal to the Judge at the Old Bailey, May 21, 1912.

My lord, May I add one word to that of 
my husband. I endorse what hehas said,but 
it is another point of view which I want to 
lay before you—thewoman’s point of view. My 
husband has mentioned cases where those connected 
with political agitation and those who have been 
actuated by pure motives have received imprison- 
ment in the First Division. I want to call to your 
lordship’s memory the cases of men who have been 
found guilty, and have been sentenced to imprison- 
ment in the FirstDivision. In particular, 
I want to call the attention of your lordship 
to the case of a member of the City Council 
of Bradford, who, on September 30, 1909, was 
convicted of having been guilty of a criminal 
assault upon his little servant girl, aged fifteen. The 
magistrate decided to convict, and said this kind of 
offence was serious—too serious to be met by a fine, 
and that the defendant must go to prison for four- 
teen days in the First Division. I also want to direct 
your lordship’s attention to another case—the case of 
Colonel Valentine Baker—who was charged and 
found guilty of having committed a criminal assault 
upon a lady in a railway train. He was sentenced 
to one year’s imprisonment in the First Division, 
and his treatment was described in Hansard in this 
way :—“" He has a right to amuse himself, to receive 
his friends and entertain them, and leave to have 
what food he pleases; and is subject to no restraint 
whatever."

My lord, I want to use this case as an illus­
tration of how very widely the point of view differs 
between men and women. If I were to tell you how 
women regard this particular crime you might think 
I was speaking with exaggeration; you might think, 
even if I spoke quite simply and sincerely, that I was 
speaking under the stress of emotion. I will only 
remind your, lordship that there are stories in his- 
tory and literature where women, rather than be 
the victims of this particular crime of assault, have 
chosen death. Now, there are in the minds 
of men some special considerations which enable 
them to be lenient with cases of this kind, and I 
venture to suggest that if those two men had been 
tried by a jury composed entirely of women—if they 
had been sentenced by a woman judge—then I think 
they would never have had a fair sentence. I do not 
think they would have had a fair trial.

My lord, let me put to you the situation. Suppos- 
ing the daily life of every man was ordered by laws 
that were made by women ! Supposing that when 
he broke one of those laws he had to come up for 
judgment before a jury of women and be tried by 
a woman judge. I think a man in those circum- 
stances would wish to address a word to his judge, 
and appeal, not for leniency, not for indulgence, but 
for imagination and for understanding. In 
this case I - appeal to you. I ask - you, what 
will the women of this country think if men who have 
committed a crime which, from the women’s point 
of view, is so very serious—if these men are treated 
with imprisonment in the First Division, and a man 
is to be put into the Second or Third Division 
who has had an almost quixotic standard of honour 
to men and the same standard of honour.to women, 
a man who is not even accused directly of destroying 
private property, a man whose crime is that he has 
devoted his life, his gifts, his intellectual gifts and 
his genius for organisation, to the women’s cause, a 
cause which is really primarily and fundamentally 
an effort to put right those terrible evils and griev- 
ances under whichwomen suffer— what will the women 
of the country feel if we, who are the leaders of a great 
political movement, are treated as ordinary criminals 
in the Second or Third Division, while men who 
committed such outrages as I have quoted are sen- 
fenced to the First Division ? Do you not think, my 
lord, that it will leave a permanent sense of outrage 
in the minds of the women of the country which will 
be fraught with disastrous results to the community ?

Not to Escape Punishment.
We do not seek to escape punishment, though I 

would point out to you, my lord, that I myself have 
been twice arrested in regard to these very offences 
that have come before us in this Court. I was sen- 
fenced to two months’ imprisonment in November, 
and on the night of March 4, this year, I was sud- 
denly arrested in my home, was taken suddenly to 
Bow Street, and had to spend a night in the police 
station, and was then remanded in prison. And 
though this charge of which we are accused is mis- 
demeanour— is not a felony—we were kept in prison 
between three and four weeks, we were kept in prison 
by a particular device, by being remanded from 
eight days to eight days. And twice for taking a 
petition to the House of Commons, for being con­
cerned in an agitation in which no one did any 
violence to anybody or any destruction to any private 
property—twice before I have suffered imprisonment.

Mrs. -Pankhurst also has suffered imprisonment 
for these offences with which we are now charged, 
and as the result of her imprisonment she is still 
suffering very serious ill-health. It is not prison 
that we mind, though that is bad enough—bad 
enough to be shut out from the gloryof the sun and 
the beauty of the earth at a time of the year like this; 
and to be cut off from one’s friends. Think of the 
separation between husband and wife, my lord, and 
the separation between parent and child ; it is of the 
very essence of bitterness. But of that we do not com­

plain, for this is part of the price that has to be paid 
for the emancipation of women. But the question 
of our status is another matter altogether.The ques- 
tion whether we are to be imprisoned in the First 
Division with the rights of political prisoners, or 
whether we are to be imprisoned in the Second or 
Third Division with, it may be, privileges under 
conditions, but no rights, that is the serious question 
to us. I want to explain, because it is a question 
which touches our honour; and not only our honour, 
but also the honour of this great movement of which 
we are representatives, and we must maintain our 
honour with the last breath, in our body. Men and 
women have suffered in their attempts to maintain 
their honour in this particular connection. We have 
heard in this Court how one man has been driven to 
the verge of insanity; one woman is in a nursing 
home to-day at the very point of death, and another 
is very dangerously ill as the result of the treatment 
which she has received in prison.

Justice. 3) eesii
I do appeal to you, my lord, to restore to 

women something of our old faith in the justice of 
men; something of our belief in the spirit of fair 
play which actuates men in their dealings with 
women. I do ask you to allay, as far as it is in your 
power to do so, the bitterness of this struggle. I ask 
you, - whatever sentence you may give us, to give us 
a sentence of imprisonment in the First Division. I 
will put it to you in a different way. This move- 
ment cannot be crushed by severity. Experience has

THE GREAT TRIAL-ONE OF THE SCENES.
By Henry W. Nevinson.

I have been present at many tragic and moving 
scenes both of peace and war; but at none more 
tragic and moving than the Old Bailey trial, and 
at none more glorious. It was tragic because the 
clashing forces that met in that Court are of 
universal interest, and, as always happens in great 
tragedy, the forces of inert custom, of commonplace, 
and mortal statutes appeared to prevail over the 
finer nature and the higher appeal to " those un- 
written and unshaken laws of heaven, which are not 
of to-day or yesterday, but endure for ever, and of 
their revelation knoweth no man." It was moving 
because the personality of the three chief characters 
in the scene is recognised as noble above suspicion, 
and is singularly capable of inspiring affection, 
confidence, and respect. But above all, it is glorious 
when in any tragedy or trial apparent defeat is felt 
by the audience to be victory, when seeming victims 
are known to triumph, and it is the established force 
of Courts and insensitive society that is seen stand­
ing in the dock, awaiting the ultimate sentence 1

In all that drama, so far-reaching in consequence, 
so touched with personal emotion, and full of en- 
couragement to our cause, one scene remains most 
prominent in my memory. It was a quarter to two 
on Tuesday, after the interval for luncheon. The 
jury had been called, the Sheriffs had entered, carry- 
ing the funny little bouquets, screwed up in white 
paper frills, which it is their peculiar and masculine 
privilege to bring into Court. The judge had taken 
his seat, bewigged and scarlet-robed—a thin, refined- 
looking person, courteous in manner, and anxious 
to be fair in hearing, but uninspired, pale in eye, 
and acid with the law. Under the glass dome which 
lighted the new oak and plaster decorations of the 
Court, stood the solicitors’ table, and on the 
Counsels’ bench beside it sat Sir Rufus Isaacs, his 
clear-cut face and deep brown eyes, like a hawk’s, 
a little worn, unhappy, and anxious. With him was 
Mr. Bodkin, probably a merry man in congenial 
company. At two removes sat Mr. Healy, pale and 
grave, grey-bearded, massive in look and mind, but 
gleaming suddenly with satire like the flash of 
swords, and bearing on him the marks of old con- 
tests for liberty. With him was Mr. Muir, and 
behind sat barristers in rows. Behind them, again, 
and above them in a gallery, and on hidden benches 
at the back of the Court, "the public" sat crowded, 
enthusiastic for the cause. One little compartment 
was set aside for “ Press," but was mainly filled with 
detectives. Opposite the Counsels’ bench was ranged 
the jury in a raised box—twelve average citizens of 
London, with a dignified foreman. Almost in the 
centre of the Court, raised like a family pew with 
high sides above the solicitors’ table, rose the dock. 
In it sat two wardresses in uniform, a warder, and 
the three people to whom more passionate devotion 
is given than to anyone else in this kingdom. -

There was silence, and Mrs. Pankhurst rose. She 
was in black, in mourning for the sister who fell in 
the cause, but the black was just broken by a thread 
of gold and a touch of pale blue. That face, so 
familiar to us all, looked strangely young, as it 
always does in moments of intensity. One could 
plainly see, looking through it, the face it had been 
when she entered upon this struggle as the young 
wife of the man who was the friend of Ernest Jones 
and John Stuart Mill. But on it had gathered that 
mingled look of pathos, appeal, the sorrow of the 
world, a courteous refinement, and an indomitable 
resolve—so rare and powerful a combination.I 
have sometimes spoken of that look as one I should 

shown that, and history has shown it. There have 
been over a thousand imprisonments of women 
already. We sometimes speak of the dogged tenacity 
of the men who have conquered land and sea for our 
country’s glory. There is an undaunted spirit in the 
mothers of the race also, or it would not be made 
manifest in the land; there is a bit of the bull-dog 
breed in the women of our country as well as in 
the men. We have been bruised and battered 
by Government spleen : we have been pursued by the 
Government’s prosecution. But the spirit of liberty 
has grown apace, and the women of the country will 
hold on to the idea of liberty like grim death. Iuse 
these words advisedly—.Grim death ! We shall win 
in the end; though we ourselves may be crushed, be- 
cause we all know how very narrow are the limits of 
human vitality and human strength. One by one 
the women have died. One by one they have fallen 
out of the ranks. ■ But the cause has gone on.
. We feel liberty to be a very precious thing. "O, 
Liberty, how glorious art thou ! " We know it has 
to be bought with a great price. .

My lord, if you send us to prison, we shall go to 
prison with a firm and steadfast faith that our 
imprisonment, whether it be long or whether it be 
short, will be accepted as part of the great price that 
has to be exacted for the civic and legal liberty of 
women, which is the safeguard of the moral and 
spiritual liberty of the women of our country and 
of our race. May God defend us, as our cause is 
just! .

not like to see on the face of my enemy, and I can 
only say that once more.
• She began the speech in her own defence. It was 

• the same voice we all know—the most moving voice 
I have ever heard—low-pitched, sounding many 
chords, rich in variety of statement, appeal, and 
indignation. Sometimes it trembled a little, at 

- some person al memory or from mere physical strai n.
But at once the will recovered its control, and we 
heard only that note of strong emotion strongly 
dominated, which is the main source of great per- 
sonality.- Beginning quietly, with definitions of 

." corspiracy," .’ of “ political offence," and " mili- 
tancy," she passed suddenly to such a passage of 
deserved praise of Mr. Lawrence as it would be 
worth any man’s lifetime to win, and after that she 
entered upon the main substance of her defence.She 
laid it, as it was right she should, not in any attempt 
to evade the letter of the law, or to escape upon legal 
irregularity, but on the broad basis of the history of 
her life and her cause. -

First she spoke of the momentous case which, forty- 
two years ago, decided that women are " persons" 
for the burdens of State and obedience to laws, bu t 
not " persons ” for the rights of citizenship or the 
making of laws. By one of those coincidences that 
attend our cause, her husband and the J udge’s father 
had stood together as barristers pleading for the 
right of women in that famous trial. Passing from 
point to point, she reviewed the long history of 
baffled hopes and disappointed struggles, of vast 
meetings and monster petitions, of ridicule, of 
broken pledges, and all the trickery of politicians, 
down to the present Government’s latest and meanest 
act of malignant treachery in conspiringto 

-" torpedo" the Conciliation Bill. . She told of her 
early work for the Liberal party, of her long public 

service as Poor Law Guardian, of her conclusion nine 
years ago that the old methods were useless, of her 
resolve two years later to break down the political 
and Press boycott by resistance to force. She fold 
how it was that Miss Christabel Pankhurst had in- 
spired her with courage to do this; and, disregard- 
ing all thought of poverty or livelihood, to transfer 
the centre of the Women’s Social and Political 
Union . from Manchester to . London. Then came 
the salient points in the history of recent years—the 
meetings, processions, the legal petitions, the violence 
of the police under Government orders, Black 
Friday,” and the incitementby Cabinet Ministers 
to violence of a serious kind, involving arson and 
death.

. But all readers have had the words of that great 
address already before them. They will never hear 
or read a greater speech, or one more moving. For 
an hour and three-quarters it lasted, without pause 
and without flagging. No one spoke, no one ceased 
to listen; at intense passages no one even stirred. 
And when the end came, and that wonderful voice 
was silent, we all drew breath, as at the end of a 
great act, regretting it was over, regretting our 
sharp return to the lower level of ordinary life, but 
rejoiced that we were alive on the same earth with a 
spirit 60 fine, so flame-like, and so persistent in 
courage and in righteousness.

The Daily News of Thursday, May 23, in a leading 
article that every honourable man and woman should 
learn by heart, concluded its protest against the 
sentence with these words —

In any event, the thought of these three devoted 
persons imprisoned in felons’ cells is atorture and an 
outrage to every sensitive.mind,that sees a--world so 
plentifully lacking in nobility of spirit and so bitterly 
in need of it.

Probably the jury intended to avoid that torture 
l and outrage in any case. Had they given their ver- 
| diet just after the speech, I believe they would have 
avoided the risk of it altogether. Nor do I think the 
Judge himself would have incurred so heavy a 
responsibility, even though he had been driven by the 

i Government’s utmost vindictiveness.-
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: The jury yesterday convicted Mr. and 
Mrs. Pethick Lawrence and Mrs. Pank- 
hurst. They seem to have had consider- 
able difficulty in agreeing upon their ver- 
dict, for they were absent an hour, and 
they supplemented their finding with an 
urgent, recommendation to the Judge to 
exercise the utmost clemency and leniency 
on the ground of the purity of the motives. 
of the accused. Mr. and Mrs. Lawrence 
and Mrs. Pankhurst begged to be treated 
as first-class prisoners, because their offence 
was a political offence and for the sake of 
the honour of the movement which they 
represent. Mr. Justice Coleridge imposed 
upon each prisoner a sentence of nine 
months’ imprisonment in - the second 
division, together with the heavy costs of 
the trial. ■ He thinks that is lenient, 
because he might have inflicted a sentence 
of two years’ hard labour. The quality of 
judicial mercy is not strained I But would 
that jury have convicted if it had known 
in advance what Mr. Justice Coleridge 
understands by the utmost clemency ?

The Attorney-General asked the jury to 
ignore the suggestion that the trial was 
anything in the nature of a political trial, 
and to treat it as a simple case of con- 
spiracy for damage to property. The law ■ 
allows itself the luxury of this sort of sim- 
plicity, and if it is technically correct it is 
satisfied. But plain men feel, as the jury 
obviously felt, that the central reality is 
that these men and women of noble spirit 
and pure motive have been sent to prison 
because of their devotion, intemperate 
devotion though it be, to a cause._They 
feel that, and they feel the tragedy of the 
waste.of human faculty. Is the world so 
rich in devotion, in nobility, in personality, 
that it can afford to see so much of them 
wasted on barren struggles and imprisoned 
in the sterility of a cell ? It is no answer 
to say that these people have chosen the 
way of illegality and violence. We have 
denounced their methods and believe them 
to have been mistaken. But can it be said 
that they have no just complaint against 
the sincerity, of some of those who have 
commended to them constitutional courses? 
In any case, do we not know, one and all 
of us,that sooner or later the cause of 
woman suffrage must triumph, and can 
we find any comfort in lining the road to 
its triumph with martyrs? It may be true 
that the blood of martyrs is the seed of 
all Churches. That is the boast of the 
martyrs, but the condemnation of those 
who shed their blocd. . There is no more 
ruinous waste than to blast good men and - 
women as part of the price of a step in 
advance which we know to be inevitable. 
That is the social sin which the whole 
militant movement and its culmination in

" HOW DOTH THE LITTLE BUSY WASP . . .”

FIRST WASP (Mr. W • t.r L. ng): “Take my advice, my dear fellow, and don’t go inside."
SECOND WASP (M.st.r of El.b.nk): " I never do! The pen is mightier than the sting. (Writes hurriedly) 

‘Dear Liberal ladies, any expression of your opinion always receives, and always will receive from me. 
VERY SYM.PA THE TIC. ^CHSII)ERATipN:.n

e ■ — - : " -5 " (The alove CartOvnAoas crowded out last week.) - . . j - 1

SOME PRESS VIEWS
' yesterday’s conviction stand for. In that 

sin we are all partakers not less than the 
convicted; we are responsible for the 
society which compels progress along such 
miserable and devious roads.

This prosecution can have been pleasing 
to no person of liberal understanding, and 
we cannot see what large purpose it will 
serve. It will not check the suffrage move- 
ment. Will it even check the militant, 
suffrage movement? If the history of . 
political repression is any guide, even that 
IS unlikely. But whatever the effect of 
this trial upon the future, the sentences 
themselves cannot be allowed to stand. 
Nobody who - compares the punishments 
inflicted after the recent militant outbreak 
with those imposed for precisely similar 
offences in earlier outbreaks, but sees that 
the Judges were infected by a passing gust : 
of public passion. It is not good for justice 
that the spirit of the mob should take 
lodgment in the seat of judgment; and if : 
the courts are to retain their waning hold 
on the esteem of the understanding, then 
it is for the Executive to make good the 

■ error. But in any event the thought of 
these three devoted persons imprisoned in 
felons’cells is a torture and an outrage to 
every sensitive mind, that sees a world so 
plentifully lacking in nobility of spirit and 
so bitterly in need of it.—The Daily News 
and Leader.

Still, those women who are so foolish as 
to desire a vote have a grievance against
Liberalism and the present Government, 
for upon every canon of the Liberal Party 
they ought to be given the franchise. If 
Liberals had any real affection for their 
professed principles women would . have 
been enfranchised long ago, for, according 

• to Liberalism, the " voice of the people” is . 
the great endin politics—whether the 

-people are wise or capable of forming a 
judgment does not matter. . . . And 
let us add that the offence of which the 
Syndicalist Mann was convicted is, in. our 
judgment, very much more serious than 
that for which these erring Suffragists are 
to be punishod.The Morning Post.

The trial of Mrs. Pankhurst and Mr. 
and Mrs. - Pethick Lawrence—the leaders 
of the Women’s Social and Political Union 
-—has resulted in a sentence of nine 
months’ imprisonment in the second divi- 
sion. The Attorney-General conducted 
the case with moderation, and Mrs. Pank- 
hurst made a speech of great power of 
style and argument, which ranks high 
among examples of this form of oratory. 
The sentence appears to traverse the ver- 
diet of the jury, which was subject to a 
rider declaring that the motives of the 
prisoners were " undoubtedly pure," and 

that they should be treated with “ the 
utmostclemency, and leniency.’ Lord 
Coleridge appeared to disregard this find- 
ing on the ground that the defendants 
had expressed no. " contrition "‘for their 
acts, and had given no pledge to avoid 
repeating them, and, therefore, that to 
makethem first-class ,. misdemeanants 
would be to endow them with fresh 
capacity to break the law. : If this means 
that they would continue to conduct the 

. agitation, from prison, we do not think 
this. is - possible, nor do we see how the 
agitation can be stopped by degrading its 
leaders. On Wednesday. Mr. McKenna 
foreshadowed some modification of the 
sentence, but no early action. But a 
change in its character, if not in its term, 
should surely be made at once. — The 
Nation (Editorial Note)..

The conviction of the leaders of the 
Women’s Social and Political Union differs 
somewhat from that of the Syndicalists 
and of Malatesta, though all these cases 
present a warning. to the Government of 
the disabling effect of their decision to 
pass over the deliberate and open organi- 
sation of sedition, accompanied by the im- 
portation of arms, in Ulster. Beside that 
offence the window-breakingraid of the 
suffragettes is as a skirmish of outposts .to 
a pitched battle. For their tactics we feel 
no sympathy whatever. The movement 
has been led into a morass by. over-clover 
people, blind to the plain truth that if 
violence often destroys public causes and 
provokes anenduring reaction, petty 
violence, which is the only force that 
women can employ, is a specially unsound 
ally. But it would be unjust to take the 
further step of denying a political charac- 
ter to the offence and to the instigators 
of it. The jury took a discriminating view 
of the case, and passed a verdict obviously 
directed to a light sentence and to the 
treatment of Mrs. Pankhurst and Mr. and 
Mrs.. Lawrence as first-class offenders. 
The judge paid some heed to the first in- 
tention and none to the second. But that 
is a defeat of the verdict, and if juries are 
thus treated by judges, they have no 
security that their deliberate decision 
stands. The Government, however, are 
free, and it is for them to see that 
offenders whose motives are declared to be 
" undoubtedly pure" are not besmirched 
by a form of punishment which, in fact, 
declares them to be common and impure. 
Lord Coleridge seems to think that the 
treatment of ’ Mrs. Pankhurst and the 
Lawrences as first-class offenders would be 
a form of licence to carry on their agita- 
tion from their cells. We cannot conceive . 
this to be possible. But it is possible, and 

indeed probable, that the absence and do. 
gradation of the leaders of a political 
movement will have the normal effect of is 
inflaming . the followers. This is where 
the law stops short, and the judgment of 

statesmen must come in. — The Nation 
(Leading Article), i

; No unbiassed person who was present at . 
the trial or who has read adequate re- 
ports of the speeches of the three defen- 
dants could fail to be impressed by their “ " 
dignified demeanour, their moral passion, 
the unselfishness of their aims. They • 
showed themselves to be possessed in an . 
unusual degree of the qualities that all 
classes of people everywhere recognise as 
the highest attributes of mankind. . - 
In vain one after the other pleaded to bo 1 
regarded as political offenders and placed 
in the first division—not, as they ex- • 
plained, that they shrank. from any form - 
of punishment, but because it was unjust 
and a needless indignity to treat them as ' 
common criminals. Yet, as Mr. and Mrs. - 
Lawrence ' pointed out, Dr. Jameson, 
whose Raid resulted in .twenty-one men . 
being killed and forty-six wounded, and 
a City councillor convicted of a criminal3 
assault on a young girl, were treated as * 
first-class misdemeanants! We shall be - 
surprised if, before these lines are printed, - 
the strange obduracy of the Judge in this 
particular is not overruled by Parliament. , 
Also, we are confident that public opinion 
will insist on a reduction of the sentences. ' 
. . . To attempt to keep these three 
great souls in gaol for nine months will 
only have the effect . of accentuating, a 
situation already sufficiently acute, and of 
further embittering the feeling of large 
numbers of women throughout the country " 
against the Government and all the men 

who .control the affairs of the State.—
The Christian Commonwealth.

The three leaders of the Women’s Social 
and Political Union were sentenced to 
nine months’ imprisonment in the second 
division. Their offence was certainly more 
substantial than in the case of Mr. Tom 
Mann and Miss Malecka, but the real 
offenders are the Government who have 3 
driven the women to adopt extreme : 
measures. In any case, nine months’ im- . 
prisonment is a harsh and absolutely un- 
justifiable sentence, and once again the “ 
forces of freedom must, rally in protest. ' 
The refusal, on the invitation of the , 
Attorney-General, to consider the offence , 
of a political nature is specially to be con- 
demned. and we look to members of the 
Labour Party to demand that the prisoners 
shall at least be transferred to the first 
division.—Labour Lead ar.

IN THE HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Immediately the news of the sentence 

on the leaders was received at the House of
Commons on Wednesday, Mr. Keir Hardie 
said:I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the sentences which have been 

pronounced this afternoon in the Central 
Criminal Court upon three. Suffragist 
prisoners, Mr. and Mrs. Pethick Lawrence 
and Mrs. Pankhurst, who were sentenced 
to nine months’ imprisonment in the second 
division, and to pay the costs of the trial. 
(An Hon. Member:" Hear, hear.") It is 
worse to rejoice in women being sentenced 
to prison for doing these things than the 
doing of them, because it does not require 
the same amount of courage. My ancestors 
went to the scaffold for this same offence, 
and I am proud of it. I would remind the 
House that the accused in this case were 
on trial not for themselves committing 
these acts, but for advising others to do 
so. It is just as well to keep that fact in 
mind. Further, the jury, in finding 
them guilty, recommended them to the 
consideration of the Court because 
of their high moral character and the 
purity of the motives which actuated them 
in the action they had taken. The judge, 
in pronouncing sentence, gave two reasons 
why he could not comply with the request 
of the. accused persons that they should be 
treated as first-class misdemeanants. The 
first reason was that they, gave no promise 
not to commit the offence in future. They 
refused to give any such promise, and he 
said they were therefore not entitled to 
consideration on that score. The second 
reason was that if they were put in prison 
as first-class misdemeanants they would be 
able to carry on their . campaign from 
within the prison, and that, of course, 
could not be tolerated. As a matter of 
fact, I think his Lordship was mistaken 
and under a misapprehension when he made 
that statement. If they had been com- ■ 
misled as first-class misdemeanants, any 
communications which they sent outside, 
would have been subject to examination by 
the prison authorities, and they would 
have stopped any material for carrying on 
the propaganda from being passed out. ′ I 
hope, therefore, the Home Secretary will 
not allow that consideration to weigh with 
him. There has been a point raised whether 
a political offence is known to the law, 
and it was dealt with by the Attorney- 
General in the speech he has just made. 
The hon. member for East Nottingham (Sir 
J. D. Rees) said there is no such offence 
known to the law of England, and I rather 
think the Attorney-General accepted that 
point of view.
- Sir Rufus Isaacs : Although I am not- 
sure whether it is dealt with as a political 
offence, there is certainly a provision which 
says that a person convicted of seditious 
libel shall be dealt with as a first-class mis- 
demeanant.

Mr. Keir Hardie : There is a provision 
which expressly lays it down that a person 
convicted of sedition is a first-class misde- 
incanant. The other evidence is contained 
in the latest Extradition Act, and it was 
referred to by the Attorney-General. It is. 
laid down that a fugitive criminal shall not 
be surrendered in respect of. crime of a 
political character, and the Court has to 
construe what is meant by an offence of 
a “political character."Surely if a judge 
is capable of deciding what constitutes a 
political offence in the case of an alien he 
should be equally capable with. regard to 
British subjects. The House has drawn a 
broad distinction betweenthe political 
offender and the ordinary criminal. . ... 
I ask that the present Home Secretary 
will at once take into his consideration the 
question of having the three accused per- 
sons, Mr. and Mrs. Pethick Lawrence and 

. Mrs. Pankhurst, transferred immediately 
from the second division to the first divi- 
sion. Mrs. Pethick Lawrence and the 
others made appeal on that head to-day. 
The Attorney-General  ̂will admit it to have 
been a powerful and logical appeal. Mrs. 
Lawrence quoted two instances of men 
highly placed in society, whose names I 
will not mention because I do not want to 
give annoyance to their relations, who were 
convicted of serious indecencies against 
young women and sentenced to imprison- 
ment in the first division. . If the first 
division was good enough in the two cases I 
have referred to, and in many other cases 
that might be mentioned, it ought to be ac- 
corded to the three persons who were sen- 
tenced to-day: persons of high character, 
persons of good education, persons who, 
whatever we may' say about their acts, 
everyone, including the Home Secretary 
himself, will admit are actuated by 
the highest motives in what they 

have done and are doing.' I ask 
definitely that the new rule, as it is 
called, of the right hon. gentleman’s pre- 
decessor shall, pending his decision on the 
first-class misdemeanant point, imme- 
diately be made to apply in the case of 
these three persons, and that he will take 
into serious consideration ■ the remission 
of the sentences, and especially that part 
of the sentence making the accused persons 
responsible for all the costs.

May I point out the difference between 
men and women when being tried for 
practically similar offences.. Mr. Tom 
Mann gets six months’ imprisonment for 
calling upon soldiers to disobey their 
officers, to disobey the oath they have 
taken, and to endanger the peace and 
property of the realm. Mrs. Pankhurst 
and Mrs. Pethick Lawrence, for advising 
their colleagues to break windows, get 
nine months’ imprisonment, and, in addi- 
tion, have to pay the costs of the trial. 
How can the two sentences be justified? 
Either Mr. Tom Mann got too little or 

-these others got - too much. • We are 
entitled to ask that the sentences should 
be drastically revised by the Home Secre- 
tary. My third point is that he shall at 
once consider the question of transferring 
these persons from the second division, 
to which they have been sent, to that of : 
first-class misdemeanants, as has been 
done so often- in the past in the cases of 
the Irish Members opposite, the Chiartist, 
leaders, and other political offenders, so 
that it may not be said that modern 
administration under a Liberal Govern- 
ment is more harsh than it has been in the 
past, while the offence committed is prac- 
tically identical. . >

Mr. Lansbury: With regard to political 
prisoners generally, and to women in par- 
ticular, I should like to tell the hon. Mem- . 
ber (Sir J. D. Rees) that it is very doubtful 
if this Assembly would be here if people 
had not broken the law in the past. On a 
memorable occasion a man named Crom- 
well marched up to this place, or the build- 
ing that preceded it, and broke the law, 
and the whole. of English liberties have 
been won by people who have broken the 
law. . .. I should have thought the 
Attorney-General and the Home Secretary ■ 
would long ago have learnt that the policy 
of coercion in any kind of way only, helps 
the movement that you are attempting to- 
put down. .—. . With, regard to the 
Suffragist prisoners, I was present 
at the trial, and heard the speeches 
of Mrs. Pankhurstand Mr. Law- 

. rence. I believe that if these speeches , 
had been made at the Bar of this House, 
there.is hardly a man here who would 
refuse to put these prisoners: in the first 
division. We might, say that punishment, 
of some kind is needed ; but we would be 
bound to say, in view of the cases that 
were cited, that women are not tried by 
their own sex at all. They are tried from 
our point of. view, and this woman made 
her appeal from the point of view of a 
woman. I ask whether, if it was right to 
put certain men, because of their position, 
in the first division when they had com- 
mitted crimes against womanhood, you 
should treat women in the way they are 
being treated. Highly-placed men have 
certain ly been guilty of more vi olence than 
the hundreds of women were guilty of in 
the latest raid; and if they were put in 
the first division is it not reasonable that 
these women should ask to be put on the 
same status?

Mr. McKenna: My right hon. friend 
the Attorney-General has dealt fully with 
the issues, and there remain to me such 
questions as those relating to the exercise 
of the prerogative of mercy. The respon­
sibility for advising upon that subject rests 
with the Home Secretary, and I do not for 
one moment flinch from taking full re- 
sponsibility for such advice, either as I 
have given recently or shall feel itmy. 
duty to give in future cases. ... First of 
all, I have to assure the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil (Mr. Keir Hardie), that I 
will give immediate attention to the case of 
the Suffragist prisoners. I can assure him 
also that I have already felt it my duty 
to consider the circumstances and to form 
an opinion as to whether the cases are such 
as, to which could properly be applied to 
rule 243 (a). :

i ( Mr. Keir Hardie: I am not quite sure 
. whether the right hon. gentleman said that 
the new rule is to be applied to those per- 
sons who were sentenced to-day, and if 
that is to apply immediately, as his prede- 

। cessor said it should do.
Mr. McKenna: I did not make that 

statement for the very simple reason that 
I have not yet been able to examine the 
cases sufficiently to know whether the 
prison discipline and prison arrangements 
will permit of all the conditions of the rule 
being applied to those prisoners. I do not 

-know at this moment, as I have not been' 
able to consult my advisers, even which 
prison they are going to, and, conse- 
quently, I cannot make any statement on 

: the point now. I will give my most sym- . 
pathetic - consideration generally, and I 
shall certainly consider favourably as to 
the applications under the rule, but I can- 
not make any definite statement. .

Mr. Keir Hardie: Would you say as to 
prison dress ?

Mr. McKenna: In no case have any of 
those prisoners ever been asked to put on 
prison dress. . In no single case has that 
been so, and it is quite unnecessary to ask 
whether they are required.

"IMMEDIATE RELEASE!"
- This was the insistent and unanimous 
demand of the crowded and deeply-stirred' 
audience which gathered at the Steinway

' Hall on Thursday evening, twenty-four 
hours after the closing scenes at the Old
Bailey.Men and womenwere drawn 
together by a common emotion, a 
common resolve. Before Miss Annie 
Kenney and the other speakers entered 
and took their places on the platform, one 
heard earnest groups of people eagerly dis- 
cussing the political significance of recent 
events, and when the resolution was read 

from the chair it did not need any great 
penetration to tell the merest onlooker 
that it would pass without a single dis- 
sentient. The resolution was:—" That 
this meeting, - recognising ■ that the 
Government- were the real conspirators 
and the real defendants in the trial that 
has just come to an end, demands the in- 
stant release of the leaders ofthe 
Women’s Social and Political Union.” ■
• Miss Kenney expressed a deep truth in 
simple and direct language when she de- 
clared that it was only when fear was east 
out that the vision became clear.And 
Miss Naylor, in her very thoughtful 
speech, called upon those who had not 
yet done so to cast out fear and go for- 
ward bravely, looking neither to the right 
hand nor to the left; and she reminded her 
hearers of Mrs. Pankhurst’s words at the 
Connaught Rooms, when shecounselled 
the W.S.P.U. not to compromise nor to 
listen to any advisers but those appointed 
to carry, on the work. She spoke, too, of 
thesearchlight thrown into every corner 
of the movement, which had revealed only 
a highly-developed and powerful organ isa- 
tion, of which ’ every member might be 
proud; of the Tia Dolorosa, the Way to 
the Crown of Life; and of the self-sacrifice 
of the leaders.Miss Evelyn Sharpre- 
ferred to the Old Bailey Trial as "′ the 

. greatest suffrage meeting of modern 
' times," and called upon the members to 
keep the issues clear. The demand was 
not for "privileges,, but for rights—for 

• political recognition both inside the prison 
and outside. What right, she asked, had 
the Government to demand justice from 
the Russian Government onbehalf of 
Miss Maleckawhile treating British 
women withcontumely?—If anyone 
should be in prison over : the suffrage 
agitation it should be the whole of the 
present Cabinet.

MEMORIAL to MR. mckenna.
= The following memorial from the resic 
dents of Brighton and Hove, Preston, and 
Roitingdean is being presented to Mr. 
McKenna on behalf of the Suffragist and 
other political prisoners: — ere

We, the undersigned, do earnestly desire to ex- 
press our opinion that it is expedient 2-public 
inquiry be held into the treatment of Suffragist 
and other political prisoners, on the grounds (1) 
That, the sentences hitherto inflicted have in many 
cases, been unduly harsh ;. (2). That the whole sub- 
ject of the treatment of political prisoners, has 
been unsystematic and haphazard, and demands 
inquiry (3) That the question of the proper 
treatment of political prisoners who refuse to con- 
form: to prison discipline is one which should be 
asked, and possibly considered, apart from indi- 
vidual cases. Finally, on the grounds of humanity 
and justice, we demand equal rights for women 
and men. 3 ■

Other towns please copy!

RESOLUTIONS.
. The following resolution was passed by 

, the ; Finsbury . Branch • of the I.L.P. : on 
May 22; —

— That this meeting strongly protest’s against the 
excessive. sentences passed upon Mrs. Pankhurst,. 
Mrs. Pethick Lawrence, and Mr. Pethick Lawrence, 
and calls upon the Government for their immediate 
release, and further stronglycondemns the Govern- 
ment for charging the Suffragist leaders with con- 
spiracy whilst taking no action against prominent 
members of the Government and! Oppositionwho 
have publicly incited the people to disorder, i "

The following resolution was passed by 
an overwhelming majority at a public 
open-air meeting on Broadheath Bridge on 
May 24, under the joint auspices of the 
AltrinchamI.L.P. and W.S.P.U.: —

That this meeting protests against the harsh and 
; vindictive sentences passed on Mrs. Pankhurst and 
Mr and Mrs. Pethick Lawrence, and calls on the 
Government to order their immediate release. - 

: The Camberwell Branch of the I.L.P. 
has passed a resolution protesting against 
the harsh sentences'passed upon Mr. and 
Mrs. Pethick Lawrence and Mrs. Pank- 
hurst, and calling upon the Government 
to deal with them in the manner recom- 
mended by the jury.

At a meeting of the Irish League for 
Women’s Suffrage, at the Emerson Club, 
on May 28, a resolution demanding the 
release of the leaders of the W.S.P.U. was 
carried unanimously.

An effective form of protest against the 
injustice of the sentences was carried out 
by Miss Kelley, hon. sec. of the Conserva­
tive Franchise Association in Cheltenham. 
She paraded the streets in a carriage hung 
with posters worded thus: “Conspiracy 
charge. Tom Mann’s punishment, two 
months. Mrs. Pankhurst’s and Mr. and 
Mrs. Pethick Lawrence’s sentence, nine 

. months,. Is this justice ?”
The National Political Reform League 

organised a similar Poster Parade in 
London, in which 100 people took part.

DEPUTATION TO MR. 
McKENNA.

A report of the Home Secretary’s reply 
to the deputation which waited upon him 
with regard to political prisoners appeared 
in the Standard- (Woman’s Platform) of
May 24.We have not space to print it- 
in full, but the following extracts are the 
main portions to which we refer in our 
article, “Political Prisoners,” on page 
556: —

Mr. McKenna said that, it would be 
attributing to the Prison Commissioners 
and the Home Office officials -much less 
than ordinary feelings of humanity and 
ordinary sense to suppose that they should 
be actuated by peculiar feelings of hostility 
to Suffragist prisoners as compared with 
any other class of prisoner. As a matter 
of fact, it was notso, and, although in 
many respects they were difficult to deal 
with, they did not on that account visit 

. any feelings of anger upon them. • On the 
con trary, ’ they deplored • that 4 those pri- 
soners should render their own conditions 
the more uncomfortable, as was unavoid- 
able, by the refusal to accept the ordinary 
rules of prison discipline.
- He proceeded:
• It is suggested that, because the motives 
of the prisoners in these cases are laudable 
motives, so. far as it is laudable to have 
any political ambitions, that therefore 
their offences are not to be treated- like 
other offences of the same kind. If a per- 
son breaks somebody else’s window and 
causes a loss to somebody else from a poli- 
tical motive, it is said that nothing further, 
no punishment, shall be meted out to such 
a person other than imprisonment as a 
first-class misdemeanant.But that if a 
person breaks somebody else’s window from 
motives of revenge or. out of sheer ill- 
temper, that then it is proper to treat the 
offender as a second or third-class misde- 
meanant. That, I take it, is the state- 
ment. ■ So that the motive in the case of 
that particular offence is to be the deter- 

inining line as to the class in which the 
prisoner shall be put. I understand, also, 
that the nature of the offence is not to be 
taken into account. . . . Mr.Atherley- 
Jones in his opening statement gave ground 
for understanding how it is that the policy 
may have differed in past times when the 
prisons were not under the Home Office. 
But I am dealing now with administration 
in the Home OHice. There we have no 
record of anybody being treated differently 
from any other prisoner. That is a pure 
figment ■ of themodern ‘ imagination. I 
applied to the Irish Office, and am told 
that at the Trisli Office there is no such 
distinction drawn; that a prisoner who 
has committed a crime amenable to the 
ordinary law, is treated under the ordinary 

law. It is quite true that in Ireland, under 
the Irish law, prisoners who are committed 
in default of bail are treated with all the 
privileges of untried prisoners, but that is 
under the Irish law, and applies to all 
prisoners who are committed in default of 
bail. And probably as a good many of 
those prisoners who will be committed to 
prison in Ireland have been committed ir 
default of bail, there would be the impres. 
sion that they ■ were receiving benefit as 
political prisoners.It is not so. ;
- Let me come to the Jameson Raid. Were 
they treated as political offenders ? The 
only record I have been able to find of the 
case is the letter of the Home Secretary 
of the day to the Lord Chief J ustice who 
tried the case. The Lord Chief Justice did 
not find that they were political prisoners. 
There is not the slightest indication of any 
kind whatsoever that that was the ground 
of their exceptional treatment. In fact, I 
have got record after record of instances 
in which the doctrine has been repudiated, 
and I cannot find a single case where there 
has been any such recognition of differen­
tial treatment. .. . Parliament in certain 
cases has laid it down by statute what 
prisoners'shall receive treatment in the 
first division. _ Prisoners guilty of seditious 
libel are by statute, if found guilty, placed 
in the first division. " Prisoners guilty of 
offences against the Vaccination' Acts, if 
found guilty, are placed in the first divi- 
sion. But mark the distinction here. 
Suppose any person who in the course of 
agitation for an extension or a repeal of 
the Vaccination Acts commits an offence 
by obstructing or assaulting the police, 
such a person does not get placed in the 
first division. He may be placed in the 
second or third division, or get hard labour. 
Therefore you have an offence against the 
Vaccination Acts defined by Parliament as 
an offence ■ forwhich ' a person shall be 

• placed in the first division. But an offence 
arising out of the Vaccination Acts—sucl 
an offence as you would call a political 
offence—is not so defined by Parliament, 
and a person could be sentenced to the 
second or third division.

So you see Parliament has itself drawn 
a very clear distinction between the kinds 
of offence which must be punished in the 
first division and offences in which com- 
plete discretion is left to the judge who 
tries the case. . ..

Mr. Atherley-Jones thanked Mr. 
McKenna for receiving the deputation, 
and at the same time expressed the dis- 
satisfaction ′ of the i deputation with the 
answer received.
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Farlow (C)

THE
SOUTH BACKNEY. 

RESULT.
Mr. Hector Morrison (L) ...
Mr. J. C. Gibson (C) ....-----

VOTES FOR

BY-ELECTIONS AT MERTHYR TYDVIL
5.339
4,836

£03Lib. Maj..
tic., l!/10^1i: Bottomley {!<) 3,063; 8. Kind 
,4 ; I. II. Roberts (I. L.) 1,546; Lio. Daj.

The magnificent result in reducing to 500 
a Liberal majority of nearly 2,000 is one 
which Suffragettes will have hailed with 
gladness and the Government with con- 
sternation. The Government was indeed 
alive to its own probable failure in fixing 
the polling day at such an early date, and 
it can be confidently asserted that with 
another week’s efforts the result would 
have been more striking still. Under the 
direction of Miss Jessie Kenney an ex- 
tensive, campaign was organised. Out- 
door meetings were held each night, 
and it was delightful to notice the 
celerity with which men and women alike 
left Liberal and Conservative meetings to 
give ear to the Suffragettes. The women 
were splendid, especially in the poorer 
parts. When their menfolk interposed with 
irrevelant remarks, the women were heard 
to reprove them in extremely telling fashion 
—effectively if not politely, thus saving the 
speakers the necessity of doing so in more 
parliamentary language. These women 
were alert and quick to see the connection 
between votes for women and their 
wretched conditions, and it was quite easy 
to dispel the illusion that Suffragettes were 
representative of the “idle rich." VOTES 
FOR WOMEN sold well, and even had not 
one vote been turned, much good seed was 
sown.

D. S. writes : —
The lightning campaign of four days is 

ended, but we come away feeling con- 
vinced that the Suffrage seed has fallen 
on to good soil, and we shall see the fruits 
of our labours after many days. It was 
both surprising and gratifying to see how 
well our policy and our tactics were under- 
stood, how little they were censured; and 
Liberal constituency though it was, the 
men of Hackney were able to appreciate 
the reasons for our Anti-Government atti- 
tude. Surely the Government must view 
with distress a prospective by-election, 
it affords such a magnificent opportunity

annoying to find the crowd that should be 
■ listening to your nominee, hastening to 
hear the Suffragette opponent.

As soon as Miss JessieKenney arrived in 
the field, she found that the rival parties 
had hired every available, hall; . but 
undaunted nevertheless, she set to work 
to find some sort of a building in which to 
hold a meeting, and on the eve of polling 
day she obtained the St. James’s Hall. 
Despite the short time for advertising the 
meeting, a pretty full hall greeted the 
speakers (Mrs. Drummond,Mrs. Mansel, 
and Miss Barrett) and a more apprecia- 
tive audience it would have been difficult 
to find (outsidethe London Pavilion or the 
Albert Hall). At the close of the meeting 
theChairman made the startling an- 
nouncement that the collection would now 
betaken, and a collection, of 15s. 6d. 
actually was taken, one very poor man 
putting in ' a sixpence. What political 
body but the W.S.P.U. would have the 
audacity to suggest a collection at an 
election meeting, or the power to raise 
one ?
-No sooner’ was the sentence of our 

leaders made public than we set to work, 
chalking the pavements with the signifi- 
cant words : "NINE MONTHS for Suffra- 
gist Leaders for demanding justice under 
a Liberal Government. Keep the Liberal 
out.’ The emphasis was not lost, on the 
beholders. “ Yes, that’s true, under a 
Liberal Government, said one man, 
thoughtfully, as he surveyed our handi- 
work.
i On Wednesday evening the children had 
their turn. All those little ones who had 
thronged to the meetings assembled (long 
before the appointed hour) outside the 
W.S.P.U. Committee Rooms, to march 
along , the main roads,. proudly bearing 
aloft the colours and posters. Big chil- 
dren and small children, grubby children 
and clean children, babies in arms, girls 
and boys who on other occasions would 
considerthemselves men and women, 
hurried to join the procession. It was 
with some difficulty that they were 
marshalled into lines; they were so many 
and so excited; but at last they were all 
arrayed in rows (of more or less equal 
length), and, hoisting the purple, white 
and green banner at the . head of the 
column, they set off, the numbers increas- 
ing every minute.
I Polling Day arrived: and so did the 
Suffragettes. . Every station was well 
manned, and the first sight that electors 
beheld as they neared their destination, 
was the ubiquitous Purple, White and 
Green, a reminder that justice was being 
demanded by the unenfranchised. Our 
women were extremely well received, a nd 
there was no evidence of the roughness 
and coarseness that so often greets the 
Suffragettes -at Polling. Stations, when 
rabid Liberals “lose their head.” 
, The cordial welcome which we received 
all over the constituency was very marked, 
and we quitted the field with the assur­
ance .’that the Suffrage Flag is flying 
bravely in Hackney, that the men and 
women there realise, at least in part, what 
in time they will realise in all its fulness, 
that our cause is their cause, for it is the 
cause of all humanity.

NORFOLK NORTH-WEST.
Polling To-Day.

CANDIDATES.
Mr. Hemmerde, K.C. (L).
Mr. N. P. Jodrell (C). ,

W.S.P.U. Organisers: Miss West, Miss G. Roe.
W.S.P.U. Com. Rooms, Market Place, King’s Lynn, 

and Oak Street, Fakenham.
Result in Dec., 1910-rSirGt White(L) 5,407; BIr. N. P. 

Jodrell (C) 4,261; Maj. 1,143.

■ The organisers from-the various districts 
report well attended meetings and keenly 
interested audiences. They write: " A 
most successful demonstration was held in 
the Tuesday Market Place, King’s Lynn, 
on Saturday night, when Miss Bracken- 
bury. Miss Jarvis, and Miss Nancy Light- 
man spoke. The Eastern Daily Press re- 
ported that there were present in the 
Market Place between four and five thou- 
sand people. Mr. Samuels, who is down 
here with a boy and a handbarrow to re- 
present the ‘ Antis,’ set up a rival meeting 
and tried to shout Miss Brackenbury down, 
but he only held quite a short meeting, and 
the W.S.P.U. was left in possession of the 
square. The audience at both platforms 
seemed very much impressed, and many 
questions were asked." The campaign 
closed on Thursday (30th) with an after- 
noon open-air demonstration in Faken- 
ham, when Miss Evelyn Sharp and Miss 
Isabel Seymour were the speakers, and 
with a public meeting in St. James’s Hall, 
King’s Lynn, in the evening. Speakers: 
Miss . Georgina Brackenbury and Miss 
Evelyn Sharp.

MASS MEETING OF SUFFRAGISTS.
Suffragists from all parts of Ireland will 

attend the mass meeting in the Antient 
Concert Rooms, Dublin, to-morrow (Sat- 
urday), June 1, at 8 p.m. The speakers 
will consist exclusively of women. Water- 
ford, Cork, Sligo, Limerick and Dublin 
will be represented respectively by Coun- 
cillor Mary Strangman, Miss Day, Mrs. 
Crichton, Mrs. Gibson, Mrs. Wise Power 
and Mrs. Sheehy Skefington. ' Belfast and 
the Midlands will also be represented, 
while the Irish League for Woman Suf- 
frage, London, will be represented by Miss 
Lennox. The meeting has been advertised 
by extensive chalking and poster parades. 
On this historic occasion, the last perhaps 
before the Home Rule issue is finally 
settled. Irishwomen must show themselves 
fully conscious of their duty to themselves 
and their country by pressing their claims 
upon the Government, and a cordial invi- 
tation is extended to all to co-operate in 
making this meeting a success. Tickets 
Is. and 6d. can be had from the Secretary, 
Meeting Committee, Antient Concert 
Buildings, Great ’ Brunswick Street, 
Dublin.

An important discussion took place at 
the I. L.P. Conference at Merthyr Tydvil 
last week on the following paragraph in the 
Report :

In reply to a deputation the Prime Minister an- 
nouneed that it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment to introduce a Manhood Suffrage Bill during 
the present Session. The N.A.C. immediately took 
action, and passed the following resolution:— 
a " That, in view of the Prime Minister’s state. 
— ment in regard to proposed franchise reform, the

National Council of the Independent Labour 
Party insists strongly that no measure will be 
acceptable which does not include both men and 
women, and urges that proposals for franchise 
extension which do. not confer citizenship upon 

women should be definitely opposed. The Council, 
therefore, calls upon the Government to intro- 
duce, nota Manhood Suffrage Bill, but. a gonume 
measure of Adult Suffrage establishing political 
equality between the sexes.”
Your Council resolved to inaugurate a national 

propaganda in favour of the enfranchisement of 
women, political equality, and complete political 

\ democracy.. About 200 meetings and demoustra- 
tions were held, and much valuable educational 
work was accomplished. :

Mr. Philip Snowden, M.P., pointed out 
the acceptance of the paragraph bound the 
party to oppose any Reform Bill which 
proposes to give more votes to men without 
extending the vote to women. Nothing 
in the history cf the I.L.P. did it more 
credit than the fact that it had always 
stood side by side with women in their 
demand for political liberty.

Mr. Armstrong (Holbeck) proposed the 
reference back of the paragraph, and urged 
that the Labour-Party should take every 
extension of the franchise they could get. 
Mr. Spencer (Uxbridge) seconded.

Mr. George Lansbury, M.P., in a moving 
speech, said he demanded votes for 
women because they are human beings. 
The Suffragists had with reason come to 
refuse to believe the word of Tories and 
Liberals. They were coming to believe the 
I.L.P. were sincere, but if they went back, 
on the N.A.C. resolution the women would 
be justified in classing them as hypocrites 
and humbugs with the other politicians.

Mrs. Hill (Cardiff) asked whether the 
Labour Party was prepared to throw out 
the Government in pursuance of their ad- 
vocacy of the inclusion of women. Mr. 
Anderson reminded the conference that at 
the Albert Hall political equality demon- 
stration on February 13 Mr. MacDonald 
pledged the party to oppose a manhood 
suffrage measure to the extent of defeat- 
ing the Government. The Rev. G. H. 
Davis (Hereford) argued that the Govern- 
ment had no intention of introducing a 
Reform Bill, and urged that the Labour 
Party should oppose the Home Rule Bill 
unless women were included.

When the vote was put only four hands 
were held up in support of the reference 
back. A forest of hands went up in sup- I 
port of the N.A.C. resolution. " -

THE W.S.P.U. CAMPAIGN.
The W.S.P.U. organiser writes: .
“ We have-conducteda very vigorous 

campaign for the last week, and have 
found by a house to house canvass a very 
great deal of sympathy and understanding. 
The meeting on Saturday was a record one, 
and very orderly. On Monday we held 
a large open-air meeting at the Park Gates 
Aberdare. Miss Sylvia Pankhurst gave a 
fine exposition of the militant methods 
every succeeding point being applauded by 
the interested audience. There was a 
chorus of ‘That's good,' ‘Go on,' until 
the last scene of all—the trial of the 
leaders and the way in which the judge 
interpreted the request of the jury for 
clemency — when as a climax three cheers 
were given for the leaders in prison, and 
the following resolution was carried by a 
large majority: “This meeting calls upon 
the Government to give votes to women 
this session on the same terms as men.' "

The Drill Hall, Merthyr, was crowded 
last Saturday at the great Votes for 
Women meeting organised - by the 
W.S.P.U.

Many delegates attended.
Mr. Keir Hardie, from 

paid a great tribute to 
of the W.S.P.U. and to

the. Chair, 
the work

-- —~ . --— ... -their mili- 
tant methods, he also deplored the im- 
prison ment of the leaders and called for
their release. Miss Sylvia Pankhurst 
dwelt on the injustice meted out in our 
law courts, and showed how, though the 
jury recommended mercy, the judge dis- 
missed the suggestion by the vindictive 
sentences he immediately passed. In 
an eloquent, speech she showed clearly 
the necessity for a Government meas- 
ure to give women votes on the same 
terms as men. " If there is to be 
a Reform Bill we have not to be left 
to an amendment," she declared, “or 
we shall go the same way as the Concilia- 
tion Bill went. We must be included in 
the Bill." Mrs. Drummond, in a stirring 
speech, struck a fighting note when she 
told her Welsh audience that it was abso- 
lutely untrue to say, as Mr. Lloyd George 
had said, that women were paid to inter- 
rupt his meetings. She showed how indi- 
viduals of the Labour Party in season and 
out of season stood loyally by the women, 
but reminded the Labour Party as a Party 
that they were backing up an anti-suffrage 
Government, and it was for them to get 
Votes for Women at once or turn the 
Government out. If they weren’t care- 
ful they would find themselves swallowed 
up by the Liberal Party. Mr. Geo. 
Lansbury made an eloquent appeal to the 
men to stand by the women, and showed 
how the women in the fight for existence 
and in most walks of life had “always to 
pay."

Great enthusiasm prevailed, and a reso- 
lution demanding the introduction by the 
Government of an Adult Suffrage Bill, and 
expressing the determination of “the 
Labour Party to oppose any Reform Bill 
that did not admit women on the same 
terms as men, was carried unanimously.

SOME
. We hold that the time has come for re- 

viewing the whole cf the cases arising out 
of the window-smashing raid. These suf- 
frage prisoners are not ordinary offenders. 
In all the normal relations of life they are 
exemplary - citizens. Prisons were never 
intended for people of this type. We do 
not excuse their conduct. The window- 
smashing raid was a piece of senseless folly 
without one atom of justification. But 
those responsible for it have been taught 
that they cannot break windows with im- 
punity. The law has been vindicated. Let 
that suffice. To treat the leaders as first- 
class misdemeanants, after denying this 
classification to their humbler followers, is 
impossible. The same measure must be 
meted out to the eminent and the obscure. 
Difficulties as to classification would be re- 
moved by the restoration of all the pri- 
soners to liberty at an early date through 
the clemency of the Crown. That would 
not be a sign of weakness; it would be a 
mark cif strength.—The Daily Chronicle. 
May 28.

With the sentences on the Suffragist 
leaders an invisible as well as the visible 
trial concluded at the Old Baileyyester- 
day. The Government was also on its trial 
—for cowardice or insincerity, or both.It 
moved against - Mr. and Mrs. Pethick 
Lawrence and Mrs. Pankhurst, and took 
no notice of prancing Privy Councillors 
and their wild and whirling outbursts of 
Ulsteria! .. • The Old Bailey trial is 
after all only an incident. . Prosecutors 
know just as well as the prosecuted that 
a sentence of nine months’ imprisonment 
means nothing in particular to those who 
have elected to devote their lives and 
abilities to the realisation of a high ideal, 
the. winning of a right long overdue. 
Taking the true -view, it is the sentenced 
who are the victors; for penalising and 
prison are sure incentives to bolder effort 
in the days to come on the part of the 
penalised and their hosts of friends and 
followers. Even a Cabinet Minister can 
scarcely delude himself into the belief that 
crude repression of the champions of causes 
can long postpone the triumph of the 
causes in the twentieth century. The Old 
Bailey development seems to mean a tem-

PRESS OPINIONS
porary Ministerial gain; it is really a 
Suffragist advance in the long run. That 
is the second and happier touch in the 
irony of the episode.
. Possibly there is yet a third touch of 
irony in the business. Sir Rufus Isaacs 
and his colleagues may remember in re- 
flective moments that though they can 
imprison Suffragist leaders they ■ cannot 
imprison on polluig-days the large Labour 
and pro-Suffrage elements in the constitu­
encies that trusted them at the last elec- 
tion. And so—but that is a detail, though 
an interesting one. Let us “ wait and 
see. The great and permanently im- 
portant fact is that despite prosecution 
and penalising, the Suffrage cause, like all 
good causes, will go on . and prosper. 
" Brief authority" is vain against good 
causes. They cannot be sentenced.— The

Daily Herald.

. No one who considers the facts dispas­
sionately can. come to any other conclu­
sion than that the Radical Government 
have handled the question of votes for 
women with a clumsiness and lack of can- 
dour that are almost incredible. Nor is 
it unfair to say that Mr. Hobhouse’s 
speech on the suffrage, like Mr. Lloyd 
George's speeches on "the gospel of class 
hatred," may well have had the effect 
which Mr. Pethick Lawrence described.— 
The Scotsman.

Nothing could be more reckless and mis- 
ohievous than the passage in the speech of 
Mr. Hobhouse at Bristol in reference to 
the burning of Nottingham Castle. If that 
remark meant anything, it could only 

mean that the country would not be con- 
vinced of the determination of the suffra- 
gists to secure the vote at any cost until 
they had followed the example set by male 
rioters demanding enfranchisement. If 
Mr. Asquith has not taken Mr. Hobhouse 
to task for that blundering speech, he must 
stand charged with a grave dereliction of 
duty.—Aberdeen Evening Express.

It might have been expected that by 
now the Government would have realised 
that while some forms of positive “crime " 
may be possibly suppressed by force of

police and prisons, campaigns for ideas 
and principles can never be answered in 
this way.— The Pioneer (Leicester).

Most Liberals will surely have qualms, 
both about the action of the judge and 
about the policy of the authorities who 
instituted the prosecution. . . . They 
have the right to be treated as political 
criminals if they are prosecuted on what is 
essentially apolitical charge. . .. If 
Mr. Mann and his friends are not to tell 
soldiers not to shoot, and if the Suffra- 
gettes are not to conspire to break win- 
dows, why are Ulster Tories allowed to 
wander about talking rank sedition at the 
top of their voices, and inciting to con- 
spiracy, treason, rebellion under certain 
circumstances? . . . The Suffragettes 
may be pardoned if they believe—and this 
must embitter their hate of the Govern- 
ment and accentuate their doggedness— 
that there is one law for them and another 
for powerful Unionist politicians. The 
Syndicalists may well be forgiven if they 
maintain that there is one law for the rich 
and another for the poor. ". . . But 
these Russian sentences must certainly not 
be allowed to stand, or we shall be getting 
petitions to the King from the citizens of 
St. Petersburg for a more humane treat- 
ment of political offenders.— Cambria 
Daily Leader (" Political Trials").

. Undoubtedly if Ulster does fight there 
will be something more than windows 
broken. And yet many worthy persons 
who declare that woman is right in 
demanding the vote, but wrong in demol- 
ishing windows, are holding that Ulster 
will be right if she fights.— The Kensing­
ton News.

THE "IRISH CITIZEN."
We have received the first number of a 

new publication, the Irish Citizen, which 
has come into being at a most opportune 
moment, to claim for men and women 
equally the rights of citizenship. The 
first number, published May 25, con- 
tained, among other interesting articles, 
one on " The Militant Movement,” and 
" Why we adopted the Hunger-Strike.’

THE CONSPIRACY TRIAL AT THE OLD BAILEY
(Continued,from Page 563.) 

from Margaret E. Cousins, honorary 
secretary of the Irish Women's Franchise 
League. It ran : — •

Dublin, February 29, 1912. Dear Mrs. Pank- 
, hurst,Thank you very : much for your kind 

—letter. We shall certainly send you some repre- 
sentatives— at least: six; but in view of the fact 
that a great deal of local militant work will 
have to be done at the time of the National Con- 
vention, several of our members who cannot, face 
imprisonment twice, will have to be reserved for 
this latter occasion. But we are arranging that 
every one of the Irish contingent which we are 
sending over will be prepared to go to prison, 
and that will make as many for prison as we 
have sent before.

. Then, it is said that there is no com- 
bination, no preconceived plan to get 
these persons to come here to make this 
attack! (Continuing to read)—

I hope more members from. other parts of Ire- 
land and from other societies will also join the 

' deputation,that they may be the means of 
forcing the Cabinet to unite on the subject and 
bring in a Bill.
The answer to the letter was :—
I think it is very generous of you to send us 

Eix volunteers. You are busy preparing for a 
campaign of your own as in other years, but 
your example will stir up others. i .
“Here is another letter which I will refer 
to as a sample: — - -

Dear Miss Evans,— All the organisers taking 
part in the forthcoming protest should be most 

' careful not to inform the police on their arrest 
that they are organisers for the Union. If they 
do so the result will be that their sentences will 
be increased. They ‘shouldact, therefore, as 
ordinary unofficial members of the deputation.

‘ Is it not absurd, in view of that kind 
of correspondence, to talk about this 
not having been a combination' for the 
purpose of getting persons to break 
the law, in order to make the protest 
effective? Now, just let me say this. I 
do not propose to take you at any length 
into the evidence, because what I opened 
to you has been understood. I will call 
your attention very shortly to the main 
features of the evidence against each one 
of the defendants. My learned friend 
referred to the fifty-four counts in the in- 
dictment. I, certainly, am not one of 
those who are enamoured of our form of 
criminal pleading, but so long as it is the 
law that there is this form, it has to be 
obeyed, and it is necessary in a case of 
this kind to charge with regard to each 
one of the persons, to mention the par- 
ticular offence of which each one of the 
women of whom you have heard evidence, 
was convicted.

Mr. Lawrence's Position.
Each charge had to be put in a separate 

count, and that has been done, and, of 
course, it is in that way that you get this 
multiplication of counts. The substance 
of the charge against them, I opened to 
you, and I have stated them again to-day: 
you will take your direction from my lord 
as to what really are the matters upon 
which you must give an answer. Gentle- 
men, I said it might be useful if I just 
stated very shortly how I submit that the 
case is made out against each one of the 
defendants. I am not going to dwell upon 
the evidence. First of all there is the case 
against Mr. Pethick Lawrence. ‘ He made 
what I might call a special defence.He 
has taken a different view to some extent 
from that of the other defendants, and he 
says he took no part in this and that he 
was in no sense a party to this movement, 
and that, consequently, whatever else may 
be said, he is not to be held guilty. Now 
I made some observations in opening this 
case about Mr. Pethick Lawrence as a 
member of the Bar taking part in what I 
was submitting to you was a conspiracy to 
do acts of violence to the property of 
private . persons, and I said I . regretted 
that, as a member of the Bar, he had done 
that. I thought, and I still think, and I 
submit to you that as a man of law, at 
least, in whatever view he might take in 
regard to women suffrage, which, of 
cours, is entirely a question for his free 
opini : 7 atever action he might take as 
regards. ' property of private persons, 
- thought he might have taken some step 
to ensure respect for that. The criticism 
which I directed to him upon, that seems 
in some way to have caused him, at least, 
some pain.

Mr. Pethick Lawfence: I did not say 
that. - "
, The Attorney-General: It is Mrs. Pank- 
hurst, Iam told. It was said with refer- 
ence to him. One of the defendants said 
it with -reference to the other. The only 
observation I want to make upon that is 
this: that every word as I said it with 
regard to that—it is criticism, of course— 
has been confirmed and corroborated by 
the evidence, which has been given. It 
was said, and said by Mrs. Pankhurst, 
that Mr. Lawrence had helped her and 
had been a very good friend in the cause, 
and that he had given valuable assistance 
to them; and, as she said, it was neces­
sary that they should have a man, or, at 
any rate, a man was very useful for them 
to turn to. It only makes the criticism 
more pointed. I do say with regard to 
sum, as I should say with regard to Sir 
Edward Busk and others, that I do think 
that when there is great excitement, and 
when apparently some of those who are 
engaged in it want to have recourse to acts 
which are known to him as serious acts, a 
word perhaps in timemight have saved a 
good deal, I do suggest that it is not right 
to sit still and see what is going on, and 
to hear all thatis going on, and not take 
any partinattempting to prevent it. 
What has happened with regard to Mr. 
Pethick Lawrence? It is much more than

that. It is not the only criticism I ven- 
■ ture to make upon it. He has, in fact, 

been taking an active part in it from the 
very first. - He has been joint editor of 
VOTES For WOMEN, and it is upon the pas- 
sages in VOTES FOR WOMEN that we have 
relied to a great extent in this case. It 
is upon various things that have taken 
place there. He is the person who made . 
the contract for the printing of the paper ; 
he is the person who took the " Woman’s 
Press ‘ in Charing Cross Road, where on

t November 21 the incident arose in which 
Lilian Ball was concerned; he is the per- 
son who engaged the Savoy Theatre : and, 
more important still, he is the man who is 
responsible for the bail of 175 out of the 
219 women. No one has suggested that 
merely because a man is bail he is there- 
fore a party to it. Of course not; but 
what we do suggest is this: that when the 
circular is sent out, and it tells women that 
bail will be provided for them, and when 
he appears with the list of them, and when 
he knows perfectly well who the people 
are who are going to commit the offence, 
and when he bails them out because they 
are the persons who have volunteered in 
answer to the invitation which is sent 
everywhere from this address and from this 
Association ■

Mr. Pet hick Lawrence: There is no evl- 
dence put forward that I had a list before 
the women were actually in custody, ■

The Attorney-General : I think that what 
I said was right, that is, that he attended 
with the list when they had been arrested 
on November 21 for the purpose of bailing 
them out.

Mr. Pethick Lawrence: After they had 
■ been arrested.

The Attorney-General: Of course, that 
is what I am stating. The list must have 
been taken from the register, otherwise 
how could he know the people who were to 
be bailed out? What are you to deduce 
from these .incidents? What are you to. 
infer? Why did he go up there except to 
carry out a promise that these persons 
would be bailed out? The same kind of 
thing occurred again when persons are 
bailed out on March 1 and March 4. -

Mr. Pethick Lawrence: There is no sug- 
gestion of a list on that occasion.

The Attorney-General : I haven’t said so.
Mr. Pethick Lawrence: You said the 

same thing had occurred.
The Attorney-General: The same thing 

as regards bail; I have not said aword 
about a list on that date. On November 
17 there is a notice published in VOTES FOR 
WOMEN: entitled " A Call to Arms.” First 
of all there is the note to be prepared for 
action. And it goes on to state

To have the names of women prepared to take 
action on Tuesday next, if necessary, is as im- 
portant as ever, and a special appeal is made to 
members to come forward. The rule, of the 
Women’s Social and Political Union is always to 
be prepared for the worst, and to act in such 
numbers and with such enthusiasm that every 
apparent defeat is turned into a triumph. The 

names should be sent in to Mrs. Pethick Law- 
rence or Miss Christabel Pankhurst, at 4, 
Clement’s Inn.

And then appears the “ Call to Arms.” It 
is headed Tuesday, November 21:

On Tuesday next, at 7.30 p.m., the Caxton Hall 
will be crowded with women, who will assemble 

| for the purpose of resolving upon such action, 
whether militant or otherwise, that, the Prime 
Minister’s statement may render necessary. . . . 
All those prepared to take action, if action be 
required, should write without delay to Clement’s 
Inn.

That is in leaded type.
. Of course, from these letters the register 

• is compiled, and from that the list can be 
| compiled of women who had volunteered 
« to come forward, and who should be bailed

out. Let me just carry this a little further. 
On November 23 a meeting takes place at 
the Savoy Theatre. Mr. Pethick Lawrence 
said that Tuesday’s demonstration was a 
great victory because it had shown the 

' world that the members of the movement 
were determined. . It was also a triumph 
for the indomitable will of the women 
themselves. His wife sent this message 
from Holloway - Gaol: “ Be ready.” Be 
ready for what? In case there should be 
any doubt it appears quite clearly on the 
very next day, November 24. The paper 
for that day contains the following:

. THE NEXT PROTEST.—Send in your names! 
Already we have opened a new list of volunteers 
for, active service. We must be prepared to 
repeat the impressive protest made last Tuesday.

- The Manhood Suffrage Bill must be killed in 
order that it may be replaced by a Government 
measure giving equal voting rights to men and 
women. The political liberty of women depends 
at this crisis upon the courage and steadfastness 

z—of members of the Union. They will fight, even 
though they fight .alone, against the betrayal of 
the cause to which the Union is pledged. Honour

-the women who played so brave a part on Tues- 
day by following their example. Send in-your 
names I ■
Gentlemen. I suggest to you that there

is no more insidious form of incitement, 
i encouragement, and instigation to persons 
to commit acts than to praise those who 
have committed the same in the past.

> The next issue contains the names of volun- 
infers for active service. These included 
many who had taken part in the demon- 

-stration of Tuesday, November 21. There 
were also published letters from—these 
volunteers, and these I rely upon. I will 
now read a passage in a speech by Mr. 
Pethick Lawrence, which, I submit, shows 
quite clearly that he himself was in this 
movement. On . November 30, 1911, at 
Kensington Town Hall,

Mr. Pethick Lawrence, who presided, spoke 
: of the magnificent, part played by the prisoners 
. inthe protest of November 21, and explained. 

<: for the sake ofthose present for the first time, 
the W.S.P.U.'s anti-Government policy. He then 
dealt with, the protest which had been made the 

- previous night at the City Temple, pointing out 
that it was the most successful which had ever

been made, because the Prime Minister had been 
obliged to leave the building without completing 
a single sentence. %
You will remember that that was the 

howling down of the Prime Minister who 
had gone to the City Temple to speak on 
a non-political subject. Mr. Pethick Law- 
rence may think that a perfectly justifiable 
proceeding. I fail to understand that it is. 
And to encourage it, and to approve of it, 
he makes this speech, explaining the policy 
of palliation. How then can he say that he 
is not to be held responsible as well as the 
others?

Then again I find on December 1, by 
him, as -editor of the paper—I don’t 
mean to say that he wrote it, but for 
which he is responsible as the publisher 
—an article signed Christabel Pankhurst, 
called "Broken Windows.” In plain and 
unvarnished terms it is put forward. I can 
quite understand a position taken up by 
the defendants if they said, “ Yes, we have 
done it, we are proud of it, and will suffer 
for it," but I find it difficult to understand 
when they have done it and say they are 
not responsible for it, and seek to shelter 
themselves from it—-

Mr. Healy : I beg my friend’s-pardon. -
Mr. PethickLawrence also interrupted, 

saying: I wish to give a personal oxplana- 
tion, because the Attorney-General is mis­
representing me, and what I said. I said 
that I did not in my-speeches incite 
women, I didn’t think it was my place to 
do so. I said I have not written inciting 
articles, and I have opened the columns of 
the paper to the reports of speeches and 
articles by others, and statements on be- 
half of the leaders of the W.S.P.U., and 
I simply say that because I believe the 
Attorney-General is misrepresenting me.

The Attorney-General : I will take it 
exactly as Mr. Pethick Lawrence says, but 
I really fail to undestan d how it can be 
suggested that he is not to be responsible. 
He says, “I didn’t write the articles,” but 
he published them, and knows with what 
object they were published, and knows 
what the effect of them was going to be. 
He is the editor of the paper, and has 
made speeches to which I have called your 
attention, and there are persons there 
making other speeches, and it is much 
more difficult to understand than the 
person who says, " I accept it, and don’t

Mr. Pethick Lawrence said he thought 
it had been admitted that this police re- 
porter's evidence was so unreliable that it 
was not to be put in.

. The J udge: He took down parts of the 
speeches: it was not verbatim. He said 
that what he had taken down were ex- 
tracts, that he held a certificate for 110 
words a minute: and that every sentence 
he took down was a full sentence.

Mr. Pethick. Lawrence: He afterwards 
admitted in cross-examination that he had 
often broken up sentences, and had taken 
different words from different sentences 
and made them run on into a consecutive 
sentence.

Mr. Bodkin: I re-examined him as to 
whether he was prepared to swear that 
what he had got down in his notes were 
words actually uttered.

Mr. Pethick Lawrence: But it was not 
necessarily uttered in the sequence in 
which he put it down.
“The Judge: Yes, I thought so.

The Attorney-General: I don't care a bit 
about, the sequence. The sequenceis 
quite immaterial so long as there are refer- 
ences to the breaking of windows.

Mr. Pethick Lawrence: The witness said. 
“ We will go forward and use violence."
That was never said. word used in
that sentence may have been uttered, and 
these words have been extracted from 
various sentences and put together in the 
form he gave. What was actually said 
was that violence had been used to the 
women. The witness admitted that he 
strung them together to make a consecu-
tive sentence, although it entirely 
torted their meaning.

" I do not Care."
The Attorney-General: I do not

dis-

care 
Thewhether it comes in sequence or not. ___  

only point I am relying upon in that evi-

wish to excuse myself.” He i: of course.
entitled to defend himself. Every person 
has a right to defend himself, but I am 
bound to point out the position. I will 
take only one further instance. It is the 
argument of the “ Broken Pane” on 
February 3, 1912.

The only other one to which I wish to 
call attention is one of March 1, 1912. 
which, you see, is published on the day of 
the March stone-throwing episodes.

Mr. Pethick Lawrence: I don’t want to 
escape responsibility for it. I know per- 
fectly well that I am responsible for it.

Mr. Lawrence’s Share.
The Attorney-General: If that is the 

view you take, I will not dwell further 
upon it. It is quite clear that the editor 
would be responsible for anything pub- 
lished in it. With regard to Mrs. Petnick 
Lawrence, there are one or two special 
matters to which I wish to draw your at- 
tention. She is joint editor, she is a 
signatoryof the banking account, sheis des- 
cribed as treasurer on the notepaper, and 
the tenant of the offices, paying £925 a 
year rent, one ofthe signatories to the 
cheque for the £7,000 cheque, a cheque, 
you will remember, which was drawn on 
March 1 and cashed on March 6.The only 
observation upon it I want to make is that 
it was drawn just as the stone-throwing 
takes place. They are perfectly entitled 
to draw it out, but I suggest to you 
that the reason it was drawn out was 
because it was known that they were 
engaged in, at that moment, what was a 
combination to do things wrong, unlawful 
things, such as conspiracy, and which 
jeopardised to some extent the position of 
the Association, because some claim may 
be . made upon it... She, presided at the 
Albert Hall meeting, at which she an- 
nounced the march to Parliament Square 
on November 21. She was a signatory to 
the circulars to which so much reference 
has been made on November 11. The cir- 
cular (exhibit 127) in which she says, “ We 
have come to a very grave crisis.” And 
then she goes on to say, " If you have al- 
ready sent in your name for active ser- 
vice,” &c.There is another one, also 
signed by her, on November 18, which 
says, " I have a message from Mr. Pethick 
Lawrence to give to you.” This message 
I have read Before, and I don’t want to 
go through it again. I have called your 
attention to a number of circulars, par- 
ticularly to the one about going to prison, 
saying that the persons who did would be 
bailed. I don’t want to take up your time, 
but these circulars leave no doubt as to what 
was happening. There is one further thing, 
on February 5, at the London Pavilion, 
she took the chair and made an announce- 
ment. That announcement was that Mrs. 
Pankhurst would lead the next protest of 
window-breaking. Then Miss • Christabel 
Pankhurst made a speech in which she 
said :."We shall, have a procession to 
Westminster and break windows. . . . 
and we shall be able to snapour hands at 
the police and the members of the Govern- 
ment provided that there are enough of 
us." a : -

■ Mr. Pethick Lawrence: That evidence 
was not proved. _ rc:
-The, Attorney-General; Yes; it was 
proved.

dence is that the definite statement was 
made there with reference to the breaking 
of windows. What was avowed in that 
speech has not been controverted in evi- 
dence the desire to stagger humanity in 
order to get the Government to give them 
whatever it was they desired.

Counsel went on to quote from the 
speech delivered by Mrs. Pethick Law- 
rence on February 15, 1912. at the Savoy 
Theatre—the speech in which she said : — 
“Too many, women for prison means no prison 
for anyone. . . . No great physical courage in 
required to break windows, only moral courage is 

- necessary.
Next counsel quoted from Mrs. Pethick 

Lawrence’s speech at the London Pavilion, 
in which she said :—

The worm is turning at last. I look at these 
broken windows and I know the message that

• bread and they have given us a stone; but 
stones, like chickens, come home to roost. 7 
Mrs. Pethick Lawrence, counsel added, 

had never called any evidence, to dispute 
those statements, and that proved the 
correctness of the report.

Mr. Healy: What counts is it that these 
extracts refer to? Is it conspiracy or in­
citement ?

The Attorney-General : I thought I had 
made it quite plain that I am relying upon 
the conspiracy, of persons who are acting 
together for an unlawful purpose, to carry 
out an unlawful scheme. Then, with re- 
ference to incitement, these speeches were 
made; the circulars were issued as incite- 
ments to the persons to whom they were 
sent. I prove further that a number of 

- persons have come forward, did come for- 
ward, on November 21, and also on March 
1 and on March 4. in answer to appeals 
which had been made, and which have ap- 
peared in the paper of which she is the 
joint editress with Mr. Pethick Lawrence; 
also that the speeches are made, circulars 
are sent out, and the register of volun- 
teers is kept. Now, in reference to 
all these, the point that I make is this: 

. that if you have got a number of persons 
after these letters, circulars, and speeches, 

, congregated together on the day which is 
appointed in the circular and speeches, and 
at a place. which, obviously, is a pre- 
arranged placeand it is shown by the 
evidence to be a pre-arranged place—and 

-that they do the things which are indi- 
cated in the circular and in the speeches 
and in the paper, my submission is that 
that is excellent evidence of these persons 
having been incited by these things to do 
them.

Is it a coincidence that they all hap- 
• pened to have stones and threw stones? 

Is it a pure coincidence that they had bags 
with stones in them ? Is it a coincidence 
that they met at a particular place, in the 
one instance at the women’s place in the 
Charing Cross Road and in the other at 
the Gardenia Restaurant? Is it a coin- 
cidence that they should attend a meeting 
at a place which they were invited to 
attend ?‘ Is it a coincidence that all these 

• acts should take place on that day, at that 
time, and that they all should have effec- 

. tive weapons, the same as Mrs. Pankhurst 
herself-used on the 1st of March for the 
purpose of drawing the attention of the 
public, and for the purpose of getting from 

' the Government the . Bill whichthey 
wanted? Is that all coincidence? Gentle- 
men, I leave it there. • and my: submission 
to you is that it only requires a little 

■ thought to see that there is the amplest 
evidence of incitement. .Moreover, on 

1 March 4 there was a meeting at the Lon- 
don Pavilion, at three o’clock, at which 
Mrs. Pethick LawrenceandMiss Christa- 

! bel Pankhurst were the speakers. -: At that 
■ meeting a speech was made which has been 

read to you. . They then go to the Gar- 
denia Restaurant, to which they are ad-

his

-
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mitted by, card, and from it they go to 
their appointed places to break windows.

Mrs. Pankhurst.
I have said that I would deal with Mrs. 

Pankhurst. Mrs. Pankhurst, before she 
returned to England, sent messages, in one 
of which she said. "I share your indigna­
tion .with the Government’s insult, to 
woman, and am ready to renew the fight 
when I return from America." Mrs- Pank­
hurst, of course, is the founder and hon. 
sec. of the Women’s Social and Political 
Union. She was a leader, if. not the leader, 
of the movement, and on January 26, when 
she returned, she passed a very great 
tribute to the courage of her colleagues, 
praising them up to the skies, and con- 
gratulating them on their promptitude, 
courage, and devotion in the crisis they 
were called upon to face. ■ All that had 
reference to November 21. On January 22 
she said :
I call on all the women here to volunteer, for 
the next protest. If they refuse that deputation

read the letter of
1912, by Mrs.Pank- 
ich she asked sympa-

Counsel
February 
hurst, in nia ouv ----- 
thisers to join in making a great 
tant protest on March 4. Thiswas fol­
lowed by another letter telling the 
volunteers where to go. Then there was 
the letter to Dr. Smyth, in which Mrs. 
Pankhurst spoke of the preliminary Un- 
announced affair, in which some of the 
“ bad bold ones” would take part.

The Attorney-General said he had 
pointed out only the salient features of the 
evidence which were sufficient in them- 
selves, and he submitted that there was 
strong evidence 
and evidence 
uncontradicted.

remained quite 
the course of

tins inveuga con, he proceeded, you have 
heard naturally a great deal about the 

concerned to ar:
it might be

remembered that women, after all, hold a 
very high place in the estimation of men, 
whether they are in favour of the suffrage 
o. whether they are not. That seems

e altogether lost sight of. 
referencesmade by theWe

proper consideration is not shown to them.

am sure you do not want, to consider any
such question.

from
which women are said to be suffering 
the hands of men— — 48

rst : No, my lord, no one 
We have said that we are

Mrs.

want the right of self-government so that 
we may get the wrongs of women redressed 
in the way accepted in the case of me n.

The Attorney-General: Gentlemen, I 
ask you always to remember this : That, in 
these matters, and particularly in 
moments of danger, the balance is not 
all on the side of man. As we know from 
events of recent occurrence, where 

beinsquestion
capable of being provided for those who 
are in peril, we know that the order that 
has gone forth is “women and children 
first."

Mrs. Punkhurst: What about the 
women on the streets?

An Evasive Reply.
The Attorney-General : I am not asking 

that yoii should pay too much attention to 
that. I only make that observation so that 
you may not lose sight of it, if you are in 
any way influenced by what has been said 
during the course of this case.

In conclusion, I would ask you to do
your duty according to your to
remember that in this matter you have to 
judge, bearing in mind, not for the pur- 
pose of using it against the defendants or 
for the purpose of straining the evidence, 
but in order that you may properly and 
efficiently discharge the duty which you 
have sworn to fulfil—I ask you to take into 
account the evidence which has been given 
to you and only that evidence. And if 
you are satisfied, if you come to the con- 
elusion upon consideration that
evidence, and with such direction of law 
and other assistance as my lordwill be 
pleased to give you, that in fact the acts to 
which I have called attention did take place 
and that the defendants were responsible 
for them, then I submit to you—whatever 
motive they may originally have had in 
doing these acts is quite immaterial and 
unnecessary for you to consider. There I 
leave the case with you, satisfied as I am 
that you will deal properly with it, 
giving every attention, as you have done 
most patiently from the first, and that you 
will record your verdict upon the evidence 
which has been laid before you and upon 
that alone.

JUDGE’S SUMMING UP.
The Judge then summed up as follows ;
We now come to the conclusion of a long 

investigation, and whatever criticism of 
our proceedings there may be, I do not 
think it will be laid to the door of this 
Court that the accused persons have not 
had an open, free, full and impartial 
inquiry. They are charged with certain 
offences against the law, and they are 
charged, it is true, in an indictment which 
has been criticised because it is volumin- 
ous. That is necessary. If the indict- 
ment had been less voluminous it would 
have been open to the criticism by the 

accused that where the indictment did not 
allude to any particular act charged, they 
were not in peril on that charge. And, 
therefore, it is that the necessities of the 
law require a certain amount of volumin- 
ousness— it may be legal verbosity—in the 
indictment which is preferred. And, after 
all, these three accused persons are of high 
intelligence; one of them learned in the 
law, and I do not think that the indict- 
ment could have caused them any trouble 
in understanding it. The Attorney-General 
proceeded to make a brief epitome of the 
indictment, for an abstract of which see 
VOTES FOR WOMEN for May 17. .

And if, he continued, it has been 
brought home to their door that they 
did incite any one of the women, your 
verdict must be against them in regard 
to that particular charge, if the charge 
be proved. They are also charged with 
committing the damage themselves, and 
that is a legal inference to be drawn from 
the facts of the case, because although it 
is not suggested that of any particular 
acts charged they were the actual authors: 
although they were not present when the 
acts were committed, it is alleged that 
they were accessories to what was done, 
and that they procured and counselled the 
acts, or any of them, to be committed.

Partridge’s Pictorial Press.

Mr. and Mrs. Pethick Lawrence arriving at the Old Bailey on the last day
Trial.

proved, because the mind of the person 
■ incited was never affected by the person 
inciting. And so here there must be some 
connection between the mind of the person 
who incites and the mind of the person 
who is incited. Of course, that may be 
proved directly, or it may be proved in- 
directly. It may be proved by the ad- 
mission of the person incited or it may be 
proved, as it has been said to be proved 
in this case, in all instances but one, by 
whatis called circumstantial evidence—by 
the natural inference to be drawn by 
reasonable and thinking minds from facts 
of each particular case. And if the 
natural and reasonable inference drawn 
from the fact so proved before you leads 
you to the conclusion that it is shown the 
natural inference is that the incitement 
did reach the mind of the person incited, 
then the incitement is proved. , So again, 
if any of the accused persons counselled 
or procured the women, or any of them, 
to commit the acts of malicious damage, 
they are in the eye of the law as guilty of 
committing the acts as if they committed 
them themselves.

But in that ease also the action must be 
proved, and the reasoning and arguments 
which I have shown you, and which after 
all are only reasoning and arguments of 
common sense—they are not recondite law 

—the reasoning and arguments applied to 
the later acts as to the former.

Words and Deeds.
The proof of the allegations in this case is 

sought to be established in two directions. 
It is sought to be established by proof of 

. speeches that - have been made bythe 
various inciting persons, and it is sought 
to be established by the other acts of con- 
duct or facts in regard to themselves.

of the 
and if they did that, they can be, by the • 
law, indicted and tried and convicted as 
though they were the actual authors of 
the acts themselves.

What is Conspiracy?
Conspiracy is the joining together of two 

or more minds to effect an unlawful pur- 1 
pose or to do an unlawful act. It stands 
to reason from that definition that one : 
person cannot conspire alone. The con- 
spiracy exists in the agreement of two or | 
more minds, an agreement for the common | 
and the unlawful purpose. And if two of ; 
these persons agreed, they may be found | 
guilty, although the other person may not ; 
have agreed, even if they be all jointly 
charged together Not that I am suggest- 
ing any distinction between the cases in 
that regard. All who so agree are guilty 
of the crime of conspiracy. It is the agree- 
ment in itself that is the crime, and it 
matters not whether the object be ca rried 
into effect or be attained; the agreement 
to do the unlawful act is the conspiracy; 
and the conspiracy is the crime.

What is incitement ?
In the eyes of the law it is incitement 

to commit an unlawful act that is unlawful 
in itself." It matters not whether the in- 
citement, again, be effected. The person 
incited, it is quite clear, may change his 
or her mind, but if the incitement be 
proved the crime has been committed.

Now, to prove the incitement in any 
particular case. You have heard the argu- 
ments that have been addressed to the 
Court. It is well I should point out to you 
that it: must be shown that something 
which ‘ the accused persons said or did 
reached the mind of the person incited. 
You remember a case was quoted to the 1
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Court in which there was an incitement 
tomurder, but the incitement never 
reached the person incited, because he was 
dead before the letter reached him. And 
although the moral guilt on the inciter 
was the same, legally, it could not be

Now you must be satisfied in each of these 
cases, whether it be incitement and coun- 
selling and procuring, or whether it be by 
way of conspiracy, you must be satisfied 
in each case in regard to each of the 
persons accused that the proof of the 
charges that it is sought to establish 
against them is brought home to your 
reasonable conviction. And if a doubt— 
not an unreasoning or fanciful doubt, cer- 
tainly not a doubt which arises from any 
pre-conceived idea or prejudice of your 
own, should affect your mind, but if it is 
some reasonable doubt—the accused are 
entitled to say the case has not been 
proved beyond that reasonable doubt. 
And in the presence of that reasonable 
doubt you are entitled to say that the 
charge—a particular charge—has not been 
made out against them. That is a common- 
place of our Courts, and I will not refer 
to it again ; and whatever thing I say to 
you during the course of my remarks, 
don’t forget that all that I say is qualified 
by what I have said in regard to the 
necessity of strict and necessary proof.

Now, gentlemen, to go on, let me say a 
word or two in regard to proof by speech. 
I wish to say in as public a manner as I 
can say it, that the bare academic expres- 
sion of opinion in this country is free. 
Avoid blasphemy, avoid indecency, avoid 
defamatory matter, and you may express— 
and I hope juries will always bear that in 
mind—you may express what opinions you 
please without fear of the law. Juries are 
not. and ought not to be, the custodians 
or the judges of the views of others. The 
most unpopular views often slowly, pain- 
fully, and against heated opposition, win 
their way to a recognition of their truth 
in the minds of men, and it is well that it 
should be so. But a speech which incites 
others, if it does so incite them, a speech 
which incites others to commit unlawful 
acts differs not in degree, but in kind from 
the bare expression of an opinion. The 
difference, between, for instance, to give 
an illustration, the difference between ex- 
pressing an academic opinion, that history 
furnishes us with examples that revolution 
has ofttimes effected a beneficial change in 
the constitution. and the conspiring with 
others and inciting others to revolt—the 
difference between those two statements, 
when you come to reflect upon it, are as 
wide as the Poles asunder. The one is a 
free and lawful expression of opinion, the 
other is a crime, and must always be a 
crime in all civilised communities where 
law and order prevail, and must in the 
interest of all be enforced. But, in the 
matter of speech as contrasted with the 
written word, the law is charitable. It 
is so in the case of defamation, where you 
may say things of a man defamatory which 
you may not write, and in the words of a 
great authority I would say this, quoting, 
"Writings are permanent things. They 
are acts of deliberation capable of satis- 
factory proof, and are not ordinarily liable 
to misconstruction. At least,they are 
submitted to the judgment of the Court 
naked and undisguised as they came out of 
the author’s hands. Words are transient, 
and as fleeting as the wind. Thepoison 
they scatter is always confined to the 
narrow circle of a few hearers. They are 
frequently the effect of a sudden transport, 
usually misunderstood, and often misrepre- 
sented." Therefore, it is that having re- 
gard to the wise and eloquent words of 
that great authority, I have taken what 
pains I could in this case to exclude evi- 
dence imputing, in imputed speech, where 
I thought there was any possibility that 
any error had crept in. Anyone who has 
ever stood before an audience must know 
how often words, a phrase, a sentence, 
issues from the person, a moment’s coinage 
of the brain, without adequate reflection, 
and sensible men will excuse them, will 
make allowance for them, and will not 
necessarily think that they reflected the 
settled purpose of the speaker. where from 
evidence, as from the circumstances of the 
moment, or from the subsequent utter- 
ances or conduct of the speaker, it ap- 
pears that they have been loose words, 
loose words only, not illustrating any 
settled purpose, and not intended to have 
any permanent effect. Then the nature of 
the audience, too, has to be considered. 
The speaker must consider this, and be re- 
sponsible accordingly. Words addressed 
to a Chamber of Commerce may be harm- 
less which might be provocative of disorder 
if addressed to an assembly of women of all 
ages, under circumstances of excitement 
and of passion; and the speaker must re- 
member that. But, gentlemen, where the 
words spoken are revised, where they are 
published with the authority of the 
speaker, it is in vain then for the speaker

toescape. from the natural, responsibility, 
attaching to his utterances.

Some of the strongest expressions upon 
which the prosecution rely on evidence of 
inciting language have neither been denied 
nor disavowed by any of the accused per- 
sons. The paper, VOTES FoR WOMEN, in 
regard to which the prosecution allege re- 
sponsibility of all of the accused, has pub- 
lished some of these alleged incitements, 
thereby undermining, it may. be in your 
view, the argument in palliation of their 
use, that they were loose words only, and 
not representing the settled purpose of the 
speaker.

Some History.
The history of the case appears to 

be this. I am not going to elaborate. 
I will give you credit for intelligence 
and memory. The Women’s Social and 
Political Union is an organisation which 
was started some years ago, some- 
where -about1903. It is not sug- 
gested that the Union itself was an illegal 
association. It formed, it is true, the 
most forward, and not to use an offensive 
expression, the most aggressive branch of 
the various organisations working towards 
the common object of the enfranchisement 
of women. Mrs. Pankhurst was the 
founder and the hon. sec. Mrs. Pethick 
Lawrence was hon. treasurer. Miss Chris- 
tabel Pankhurst was the organising secre- 
tary. It had an account at Barclay’s 
Bank, the main account of the Women’s 
Social and Political Union. That account 
was operated on by Mr. and Mrs. Petsuck 
Lawrence, by Mrs. Tuke, and by Miss Chris- 
tabel Pankhurst. Cheques signed by any 
two of them were the authority to draw. 
Oneof the two had to be either Mr. or 
Mrs. Pethick Lawrence. Mr. and Mrs. 
Pethick Lawrence are here. Miss Christa- 
bel Pankhurst has absconded—(laughter)— 
and the police are unable to trace her 
whereabouts. There was another account 
operated on in the same way, called the 
Meetings Account, which, obviously was 
drawn upon for the purpose of defraying 
the expenses of meetings. There was an- 
other account, the VOTES FOR WOMEN ac- 
count, and that obviously represented the 
account connected with the paper, VOTES 
FOR WOMEN, which was the organ of the - 
Union, and that account was operated 
upon by Mr. Pethick Lawrence alone, he 
being one of the two editors of that 
paper. And as he has said—he has acknow- 
ledged it—the inference of the law would 
be that he is responsible for what had ap- 
peared in the paper of which he was the 
editor. He has told you that he does not 
in any way disclaim that responsibility.

There was another account, the 
" Woman’s Press Account,” and that was 
operated upon solely by Mr. Pethick 
Lawrence, and that was obviously the 
account dealing with the office in Charing 
Cross Road which played such a prominent 
part in the disturbance of November 21. 
Mr. Pethick Lawrence also had a private 
account at the same bank, with which we 
need not deal. Large sums were trans- 
ferred from time to time from one account 
to the other and back again. But, 
without going into the intricacies of 
the internecine finance, suffice it to say 
that it is a reasonable inference that from 
one or other of these accounts the whole 
expenses of the movement were defrayed 
—the hiring of halls, the printing of the 
paper, the pamphlets, the leaflets, the 
offices, the residential chambers, every- 
thing. The home of this organisation or 
industry was 3 and 4 and 5 and 6, 
Clement’s Inn, consisting partly of rooms 
and offices and partly of residential 

Partridge’s Pictorial Prut,
Waiting to cheer the Leaders after the Trial.

chambers. The residential chambers were 
in all rented at £270 a year by Mr. Pethick
Lawrence, and he and Mrs. Pethick Law- 
rence lived there. Mr. Pethick Lawrence 
is also the tenant of the offices of the 
Woman’s Press, in Charing Cross Road. 
He rented it at a rental of £275 per 
annum. That is the substance of the 
finance of the various branches of this 
organisation. There • was later an office 
taken at the Gardenia Restaurant, which 
played so prominent a part in the dis- 
orders of March 4, and that I will come 
to at a later stage.

Now about October, 1911, it is said that 
it was in contemplation to begin, in the 
event of the wishes of the members of the 
Union not being fulfilled,

A Campaign of Militancy.
A meeting was held at the Steinway Hall, 
as we have heard, at which it would seem 
that Mrs. Pankhurst urged militancy. 
Now I agree with the Attorney-Go neral 
that too much importance must not neces- 
sarily be attached to an epithet of that 
kind. Our peaceful struggles are generally 
conducted under the most military phrases. 
We talk of soldiers, armies, battles, cam- 
paigns. officers, camps, routing the enemy, 
swords, weapons, victory, and all the lot 
of it—all in the most harm less oratorical 
manner. I think Mrs. Pankhurst actually 
alluded to " the Church militant to show 
that the word was a harmless oratorical 
flourish. But it is for you to say whether, 
under the circumstances as disclosed in this 
case, the word militant used so often in 
connection with the methods of the move- , 
ment was ■ a mere harmless . oratorical 
flourish or whether it was meant or under- 
stood to mean a deliberate, policy of 
breaking the law.

Now the action of the Government, of 
which we have heard so much, the attitude 
of its individual members, divided as it 
was, and as the Opposition was, divided 
in personal opinion - as tothe subject of 
women’s franchise—all this really,when 
you come to reflect upon it, has no bear- 
ing whatever upon the issue which we are 
now investigating. What Mr. Asquith 
said, what Mr. Lloyd George, Mr. Hob- 
house, or Sir Edward Carson—these, I 
think, are the four names which have been 
mentioned so often—I believe that the 
Attorney-General on someoccasions 
was also mentioned— all this, has 
it any bearing upon the nature, of the 
charge which you are investigating?, I 
understand—I gather from the evidence— 
that there was a Conciliation Bill, which 
was thought to be a mode of compromising 
between the contending parties — those 
who wished only a few women, those who 
wished all women to have votes—there ■ 
was some Conciliation Bill by which, by 
way of compromise, it was thought larger 
support might be secured than by any 
other form of women’s franchise reform, 
and it was said, so I understand, to have 
been jeopardised in some measure by the 
announcement on November 7, I think it 
was, of a proposal, by the Prime Minister, 
to advocate manhood - suffrage, coupled 
with a promise—so.I understand it, to 
include women on the same terms as men, 
if the House of Commons should so decide. 
But apparently the chief violence and the 
wrathof the Association or Union was 
heaped upon the head of Mr. Lloyd 
George, and the only speech that has been 
put in in evidence of Mr. Lloyd George is 
the speech of an ardent - advocate of the 
Suffrage to women, and I say-—I walk 
diffidently in these matters—but it seems 
to me a piece of topsy-turveydom for them 
to attack most strenuously the person who 

is most ardently in favour of their cause. 
As I say, I am not gifted with the requisite 
intelligence to understand it, and, if so, 
I must be pitied rather than censured. 
Mrs. Pankhurst made great play on some 
refusal of the Prime Minister to receive a 
deputation in person. I think she forgot 
that in the earlier stage, before the events 
of November 21, it appears that an in- . 
fluential deputation was received by the 
Prime Minister, and a long account of it 
appears in the Press—in which they ask 
him all the questions they dared to ask.

Mrs. Pankhurst: No, my lord.
The Judge (continuing) : And apparently 

from every quarter. The position of the 
Government might be satisfactory or it 
might be unsatisfactory, but at any rate 
it was perfectly clearly indicated and laid 
down by the Prime Minister to them, and 
that before many of the explosions took 
place. I must say they seemed to have 
treated him with more candour than 
civility, because I read that Miss Pank- 
hurst said, "Then you can go, and we will 
get another head.’ They were apparently 
very straightforward in the language they 
addressed to him. But the argument that 
the Prime Minister, perhaps the busiest 
man in the country, whoever he may be, 
is bound to be at the beck and call of any- 
body, of any woman, apparently, who 
chooses to force herself upon him, and 
that the Constitution demands this from 
the Prime Minister —well, all I can say is 
that it would require none but a very idle 
man to occupy that distinguished position.

I mention these facts to explain how it 
is that the speeches and articles, on and 
after November 17, seem to deal with two 
main subjects. Firstly,

The Iniquities of the Government, 
and, secondly, the advocacy of militancy, 
whatever that may be. $

Now, come to the evidence. Mrs Pank- 
hurst apparently left this country at the 
beginning of September and did not return 
until January 22. I think that is the first 
date on which any speech, is delivered by 
her. And the prosecution say that so far 
as any incitement is concerned in regard 
to the matters of November 21, no charge 
is made against her in that regard.That, 
of course, does not mean any withdrawal 
concerning the accusation that she did, 
though she was in America, nevertheless 
conspire with the other two defendants 
to incite others to break the law. Now, on 
November15, 1911, there appearsto be a 
letter from Mrs. Pethick Lawrence ad- 
dressed to ." Dear Colleague in the 
Women’s Movement,” in which she asks 
for volunteers in a protest " Against this 
outrage upon the honour of women,” and 
inwhich she called upon women to join 
in that protest, and to put aside consider- 
tions of health (how was health to be en- 
dangered by an innocent, lawful act on the 
part of anyone?). - They were asked to put 
aside business and private relationship, so 
that they might be able to strike a blow 
against the enslavement of half of the 
nation. They were invited to come, for 
active service, and to send in their names 

• for tabulation in a register. Then there 
was a meeting at the Albert Hall on 
November 16 at which Mrs. Pethick Law- 
rence spoke. (The Judge here quoted, 
from that speech.) That is the way, he 
said, in which Mrs. Pethick Lawrence 
urged the meeting to take action, and she 
called upon women to support them.

Evidence of Conspiracy.
. It was at that meeting, and after he had 
heard that appeal, that Mr. Pethick Law-

HOW WOMEN CAN MAKE
MONEY BY

PHOTOGRAPHY.

A New Way of Helping
the Cause.

By HELEN T. WESTON.

Everybody nowadays knows how easily 
photographs can be taken, but very few 
realise how profitable results can be pro- 
duced. The Daily Mail prize of £1,000 
for the most interesting set of photo­
graphs descriptive of a holiday is a plum 
that may fall to anyone; there is an 
element of luck about it, but any woman 
of intelligence who possesses a camera, 
and can take decently presentable photo- 
graphs, can make quite a respectable ad- 
dition to her income, provided she knows 
the right way to go to work.

The professional Press photographer, 
who seeks to belittle the cause of the 
noble women who are fighting for free- ■ 
dom, has done his best to picture us when 
we are being assaulted by roughs er 
hustled by the police.

The dignity of the cause has in some 
rare cases suffered because pictures of 
prominent Suffragists have appeared in 
the newspapers showing these intellectual 
women with their hats awry and their 
hair straggling in unkempt coils.

These pictures are often taken by men 
who have neither the intelligence nor the 
desire to understand the cause for which 
women are fighting.

Women Press photographers have been 
successful as free-lances, and if only 
women would obtain the training that 
teaches how and why photographs can be 
made saleable, much good could be done 
for the cause.

It is the dignity of the Suffragist move­

ment that we want to see pictured. The
unfair impositions that man-made laws 
place upon women. Pictures of the 
women workers in the sweated trades, the - 
chain-makers, and all the cruel indignities 
that - womenkind have to suffer.

The tuition in Press photography offered 7 
by the Practical Correspondence College, of .
7, Thanet House, Strand, W.C., is the only ‘ 
way I know of acquiring this knowledge.

From the course you may learn not only • 
what to take and how to take it, but your 
work will be criticised, and you will receive 
such personal advice and valuable assis- 
tance that you will probably find that you - 
have earned the tuition fee over and over • 
again before completing the six months’ 
course.

“ The first lesson absolutely opened my 
eyes to profits I had never realised, and I 
know now that I have destroyed dozens of • 
negatives 
money if 
earlier. 
recently.

that I could have turned into 
only I had taken this course - 
That is what a student wrote ‘ 
Why not send for particulars 

of the P.C.C. course, so that you can help - 
the cause and make a profit out of the ' 
newspapers while doing it ?

The College, by the way, will not enrol 
everyone who applies to them. It is no 
credit to them to have students whose work 

' is obviouslytoo inferior to be ever made 
profitable. Clean, bright prints are wanted, , 
and if your work cannot be included in 
that category, well, there are no half-: 
guineas waiting for you in the editorial 
exchequer.
| The Secretary of the Practical Corres. 

pondence College will send you a booklet.
■ telling you all about this money-earning 
course if you will send half-a-dozen of your 
own prints up for free criticism at the 
same time. If you don’t send the prints 
they do not care to send the book, because’

• it is only for those who are really, keen. !
It costs you nothing, and you risk 
nothing, but if your work shows you are 
likely to profit by the course you will be 
told so when they send your prints back.
—[ADVr.]
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rence subscribed the handsome sum of 
£1,000. What was that £1,000 for? For 
pamphlets, leaflets, to help the distribution 
of literature, to hold peaceful public meet-

- ings ? It was after the expression of those 
speeches, and, as he says, in consequence 
of them. Now, on November 17 the 
deputation waited upon Mr. Asquith, of: 
which I have given you an account, and, 
following upon that, came a leaflet, of 
which Mrs. Pethick Lawrence was the 
author dated November 17 (this was 
quoted by the Judge and had reference to " 
the demonstration of the 21st—he also 
quoted from a leaflet issued on the 18th by 
Miss Chris abel Pankhurst, which also re- 
lated to the demonstration of the 21st. 
In both documents reference was made to 
militancy). ’ Now, said his lordship, all 
that is open to the bare construction that: 
the word militant was rhetorical flourish, 
but it is followed up by some instructions 
to members of the demonstration, and it 
is for you to say what is the meaning and 
what could be meant by this word (the 
Judge here read the circular of instructions 
to intending prisoners).This, he said, was 
followed by another leaflet which bore the 
name of Mrs. Pethick Lawrence, which 
gave further - instructions to prisoners. 
What is the inference to be drawn from 
that, asked his lordship? Did not that 1 
showthe conspiring together of the de- 
fendants to produce disorder, and, in so 
doing, to ensure that it should be all done 
at the same moment, and that thevolun- 
teers called for from time to time were 
the volunteers who were to , take part. in 
these militant demonstrations? " Is that 
not a natural and reasonable inference to 
draw from the facts of the case? In pur- 
suance of these arrangements, a meeting 
was held, as we know, at Caxton Hall,

Barratt,'
Mr. T. HEALY, K.C., M.P.

immediately preceding the disorders that 
took place. There was a procession, headed, 
by” Mrs. Pethick Lawrence, and that 
evening others, went to the office of the 
" Woman’s Press,’ at Charing Cross Road, - 
where they got a bag of stones hung round 
their waists. Is that all news to Mr. and 
Mrs. PethickLawrence?; . Have . they dis- 
avowed it? . Have they said. that they : 
had no connection with what was done at 
the " Woman’s Press,” of which Mr. 
PethickLawrence was the tenant?. They ■ 
have not. Therefore, you must draw the 
natural and reasonable inference from 
these facts. - What - happened that even- 
ing? Almost—Ido not say exactly—at 
the same time, but in the course of that 
evening 219 women were arrested, and 13 
women-at any rate, we know from evidence - 
supplied to, us in this case, did damage to 
private property to the extent of £225, 
and 50 of them gave as an address 4, 
Clement’s Inn. And . down came: Mr. 
Pethick Lawrence with a list in his hand, 
which he checked, and wherever the 
person arrested was on the list, Mr. 
Pethick Lawrence bailed them out. He 
bailed ou t 178 of the 219 women. ’ Is it not 
a reasonable inference that he knew that 
the outrages were to take place, that he 
knew who were to be guilty ; that they 
were all women whose names were on the 
list at the Women’s. Union office, and that • 
he came for the purpose of doing what the 
circular said would be done? Or was it a 
casual visit of Mr. Pethick Lawrence, un- 
announced, unexpected, without any fore- 
thought or conspiracy or connection with ’ 
the acts of the women? Did he only ap- : 
pear as a saviour in the matter, of bail ?
The next issue of VOTES FOR WOMEN, for 
which ’ Mr. Pethick Lawrence admits 
responsibility, of course, had to deal with - 
this matter.' Was there expression of 
regret or disavowal or remonstrance 
throughout the whole of the paper that 
appeared on November 24?. Not one word, 
wot one syllable. Indeed, the distinguish- 
ing feature of the issue was an article 
written by Miss Christabel Pankhurst, 
headed, " Why We Did It.” Did what ?. 
Committed these disorders? There you 
have—I do not say it is conclusive—but. 
there you have the editor, able to put in 
the paper what he pleases. Here was his 
co-adjutor, Mrs. Pethick -Lawrence. Yet 
there is not a single word in the paper 
in remonstrance, but the article by Miss

Christabel Pankhurst, “ Why We Did It.” 
Then there begins a series of advertise- 
ments—I can only characterise them as ‘ 
advertisements—which appear in the paper 
under the heading, " The Next Protest,” 
which was an appeal for new volunteers 

• for active service. Does not all this point 
to Mr. and Mrs. Pethick Lawrence con- 
spiring together to cause these outrages, 
and to incite, by every means in their 
power, women to do the acts whichthey 
did ? If you don’t think so, of course, you 

• will acquit them. ‘ The next eventis a 
meeting at the Savoy Theatre, and the 
evidence in regard to that, I admit, is 
somewhat unsatisfactory, and I think it 
better not to place it before you. But on 
November 27 there was a meeting at the 
London Pavilion, and, according to VOTES 
FOR WOMEN, Miss Christabel Pankhurst 
made a speech, and in that speech she 
read a message from Mrs. Pethick Law- 
rence, who was in gaol, saying. " Be 
ready! " Ready for what? For a repeti- 
tion? On December 1 there is a remark- 
able article, written by Miss Christabel 
Pankhurst, headed, " Broken Windows," in 
which she says it is part of the effect of 
militancy (here a definition is given of the 
word) to excite regret and consternation." 
It was intended by this militancy to excite: 
regret—not regret on her part—and con­
sternation. Then, on November 30, there 
was a meeting at the ' Caxton Hall, at 

which Mr. Pethick Lawrence made a 
speech, in which he spoke of the magni- 
ficent part played by persons in the pro-. 
test, and explained the policyof the 
Union.. There is no disavowal or regret for 
the disorder, but moral approval given to 
what had taken place. On January 22 
there was a meeting at the London 
Pavilion, and by this time Mrs. Pankhurst 
had returned from her travels.: She 
returned in a mood certainly not less mili- 
tant than that she had left in. Speaking 
atthat meeting, andcalling for volunteers, ■ 
she said,"I will, be the first stone- 
thrower;” There is no ambiguity of lan- 
guage about that. . We have had a sample 
of Mrs. Pankhurst's eloquence, and you 
can quite understand the effect of words of 
that kind on an excited audience. On 
January 29, Mrs. Pankhurst was again at .' 
the London Pavilion, all these halls being 
hired and paid for by the Women’s Social 
and Political Union.On this occasion she 
said:“ The only mistake that we have 
made in the past is that we have not been 
militant ■ enough."—(Apparently . breaking 
windows was not sufficient.)—11 We have 
only to be militant enough and within 
twenty-four hours we will be victorious." - 
. The Judge next quoted from a speech by 
Miss Christabel Pankhurst delivered at the 
London Pavilion : on February 25 ' as 
follows: — . •
; - We are going to march forward in n victorious • 
' army, and they -have inot- the prisonsthat will 
: hold us, and they cannot break our spirit. .Do. 
' not hold -back, because everyone that stays out- . 
. side makes it harder for those who go forward. 
. We can have such a procession to Westminster, 

and break so many windows. that we shall be 
( able to snap our hands at the police and members 
' of the Government, provided there are enough of : 
: us. I The date is practically arranged: our plansi
■ are practically completed; all we want now is, 

volunteers. We. will stagger humanity, and the 
. Government, too, when the day of protest comes, 

for Mrs. Pankhurst herself will lead the way.
Mr. Pethick Lawrence : You will point 

out, my lord, that this is part of the cvi- 
. dence of the witness who had to admit — 
, The Judge: The witness said he did not. 
report the whole speech, but he swore that 
the words he took down were actual ly used.

Mrs. Pankhurst: We have never used 
that bombastic language.
i The Judge: If it had been said that 
these words were qualified by such lan- 
guage as would render them harmless, that 
would have to have been taken into con- 
sideration. -
, Mr. Pethick Lawrence : May I suggest, 

my lord, that the credibility of this witness 
as a reporter was, I think, very strongly 
shaken by my cross-examination ? ■ , 
| The Judge: The jury has heard your 
cross-examination. It was not a full 
report of everything that took place, but 

| it was a shorthand note of something that - 
he heard and swore to. " If anything had 
been said which rendered these words 
meaningless or harmless, - no doubt we 
should have heard of it, but we have not 
heard that it was qualified, and it has not 
been suggested that it was qualified. - 

' On the occasion of February 19. at the 
London Pavilion, Miss Christabel 1 Pank- 
hurst, who was in the chair, said :

If we are thousands, our punishment will be 
i less than if we' arehundreds. Send in your 9 
, names and be ready. . . . . It/ is -by fighting,; 

and by fighting, alone, that women, can get the 
' vote. . . . Send in your names for the next 

protest.
| On February 16 there was a speech 
which was not opened by the prosecution, 
but which was alluded to by Sir Edward 
Busk, one of the witnesses, who was called 
on behalf of one of the accused. He ai 
tended the meeting at which that speech 
was delivered at the Connaught Rooms, 
and, speaking to Mrs. Pankhurst, he 
said: " You said that you applauded the 
acts of the prisoners; you said you were 
going to continue the use of the stones; 
you said you were prepared touse that 

'argument.” This witness said the speech 
recommended others to come forward and 
throw stones. I understand the move- 
ment advocates throwing more stones. 
This witness thought persons would be 
influenced by that speech. -" I should 
have decided not to make that speech,’’ 
he said; “it was a very dangerous form 
of speech." , Then, on February 17, 
comes a circular from Mrs. Pethick Law- 
rence, asking sympathisers to volunteer 
to take part in the militant protest of
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March 4. And here comes > the “fixing of . 
the date. ? It is to be March 4. That cir- 
cular reached, amongst others, Lilian 
Ball. Lilian Ball had already, as you 
will remember, on November 21, gone in 
response to a circular to Charing Cross 
Road, and had walked about with a bag 
of stones upon her person, and had de- 
cided not to take any part. On February 

19 came a meeting at the Savoy Theatre, 
and at that 'meeting Miss ’ Christabel 
Pankhurst spoke of the great protest of " 
March 4, which was to be the most mag- 
nificent protest in which the Union had 
ever been engaged. On February 26 a 
meeting took place at the London Pavi- 
lion, and at that meeting Mrs. Pethick 
Lawrence spoke, appealing to the women 
to join in the coming protest, and stating' 
that if they were numerous enough, and 
determined , enough, , they would, within 
twenty-four hours of the protest, have 

, Cabinet Ministers asking them to confer 5 
with them. On February 2 a room had 
been taken at the Gardenia Restaurant 
by one of the secretaries of the Society 
on behalf of the Women’s Socialand 
Political Union. On February 20Mrs. 
Pankhurst issued a circular regarding the ' 
militant protest of March 4, thanking in- - 
tending demonstrators. So that Mrs. 
Pankhurst was inviting persons to take 
part in this militant protest on March 4. 
Cards for admission to the Gardenia Res- 
taurant seemed to have been issued, and, 
on February 22 and 23, these-hammers 
were bought by the mysterious lady from 
Mr. Melhuish, in Fetter Lane, some of the 
hammers being discovered on the persons 
of the girls or women who broke the

-windows.

The Events of March.
About February 24, Mrs. Pankhurst 

wrote a private letter to Dr. Ethel Smyth, ; 
which was never sent. It was a private 
letter, and the only, importance of it is 
that it describes a skirmish that is to take 
place on March 1, in order, I presume, to 
make the demonstration on March 4 more 
overwhelming and unexpected. I presume 
it would be thought that the Government 
would surmise that the Union had ex- 
hausted its efforts on March 1, and would 
not be prepared for a repetition on the 
4th. In this letter appears, this expres- 
sion: " On Friday there will be fin un­
announced affair—a sort of skirmish in

JOHN KNIGHT, LTD.
THE ROYAL PRIMROSE

which some of the bold, bad ones will take 
part—an unadvertised outbreak. I shall 
take part in that,” and so on. It shows 
that there was ascheme for March 1. 
There would be a protest on March 1 as 
a preliminary skirmish to the -general 
action on the 4th. On March 1, as it has 
been described, took place an intelligent 
appreciation of comingevents. Mrs. 
Pankhurst ‘ herself breaks .windows in 
Downing Street, and we hearthat 
simultaneously £1,200 worth of damage 
was done to unoffending private citizens— 
I do not say all private citizens, because 
some of those windows might have been 
those of public offices. .
• On February 28. Mrs. Pankhurst had 
issued her instructions to the volunteers 
who were participating in the March 4 
demonstration. This circular was sent to 
Lilian Ball, amongst others ’ It stated:

When arrested and taken to Cannon Row and 
other police stations, you will have, after an 
interval, to be bailed out, and may then return 
to youro homes or hostesses. In the morning you ■ 
will: surrender atthe -time, mentioned on. the 
charge sheet at the police court, bringing with 
you a bag packed with everything you are likely 

' to need during your imprisonment.
And on March I further instruction was 

issued. Then there was the letter from 
Mrs. Cousins to Mrs. Pankhurst: ■

Thank you very much for your kind letter.We shall certainly send you some representatives 
—at least six. But in view of the fact that a 
great deal of local militant work will have to be 
done at the time of the National Convention, 
several of our members whocannot face im- 

■ prisonment twice will have to be reserved for this 
' date. ■

That is another set of disorders in 
contemplation by,Mrs. Cousins,’ either 
in Ireland or here. Now, ‘gentle- 
men, on March 4 came the disorders 
which we have had allusion to. I 
need not go into them, nor the amount of 
damage that was done, nor into the names 
of the persons taking part in them. ■ Taking 
a broad general view, the circumstances 
leading up to the events of March 4, what 
is the impression, the conviction in your 
mind ? Were they unconnected, wholly 
unconnected, with any speech, or action, 
or incitement on the part of the accused 
or any of them? Did the accused, or any 
of them, together conspire and agree that 
these events should take place?
.Gentlemen, throughout this case, the 

difficulty has been that none of the accused 
have raised the one defence, the main

SOAP FLAKES
THE PUREST FORM 

OF
SOAP PRODUCED.
For use with all 

fine fabrics such as
Laces, Blouses,

Silks, &c. or with
Flannels & Woollens 

usually liable 
to shrinkage.

To be obtained in id. and 3d. 
packets from all 

Stores, Grocers, or Oilmen.

Send id. stamp to 
Dept. ^V.' for Free Sample,

Soap Makers by Appoint- 
ment to H.M. King George V.,

SOAP WORKS, LONDON.

-defence, that in law is open to them. 
. They have not denied the facts alleged and 

proved; they have not denied that they 
agreed together to incite these other 

".women to commit the unlawful acts which 
they did; they have not denied the 
speeches, and in some instances they have 
not denied the phrases used in the speeches 
to which I have drawn your attention; 
they have not denied the authority of the 
leaflets and the pamphlets ; they have not 
disavowed these documents which may be 

i said, and which, it was suggested, caused 
the congregation of these women, caused 
them all to ■ act at the same moment, at 
specified and indicated places, so as to 

“produce the greatest public effect; they 
iave not denied the acts that took place; 

they have not denied • the incidents that 
took place at the Gardenia Restaurant, 
which I need not detail to you; they have 
not denied their responsibility for the ille- 
galities, nor their encouragement, both 
before and after, of those who committed 
these acts of malicious damage, or dis- 
avowed the acts which were done.

“ Responsible Politicians?
: Their plea is rather what we lawyers 
-sometimes define as “ confession and 
avoidance." They say: “ Oh, yes. Other 
people—Cabinet Ministers—have also in- 
cited to such acts.”If it were true, is it 
a defence? Is it a sound defence to a 
charge of committing a crime to say there ‘ 
are others who are equally guilty? “Is it 
true? What responsible politician on 
either side of the House has been proved 
to have incited, urged, counselled, or pro- 
cured any of these women to break the 
windows of peaceful citizens ? The ques- 
tion has only to be asked, you know, to be 
at once answered in your minds.Again, 
it is said, and eloquently said, they are 
persons of high character who have done 
good and useful, and, it may be, self- 
sacrificing public work in many ways. 
Nobody is concerned to deny it; the prose- 
cution do not deny it. —

Not Motive, But Intention.
It is said that the motive is political and 

not for private gain. Is, then, a crime not 
a crime when the motives are not criminal ? 
Gentlemen, the criminal law deals not with ' 
motives but with intention. Crimes are 
not the less offences against the law 
because their object i is political. To 
assassinate a monarch for the purpose of 
establishing a republie is a political act, it 
is none the less a crime. That a crime is 
committed for political purposes may or 
may not affect the punishment. It cannot 
make the act a legal one justified by law. 
If I intend to rob any man, and do rob 
him by violence, do I the less commnit 
robbery because I distribute the money 
among the deserving poor? ' -

The man who is robbed by violence has 
the right in all civilised countries to ap- ■ 
peal to the law for protection, and he may 
demand that the law shall be obeyed by 
citizens. Is it, therefore, an answer to the 
citizen whose property has been intention- . 
ally damaged to say that those who did so . 
did the damage not for private gain, but 
for some ulterior, and it may be innocent, 
and it may be lawful object ? Whether a 
violent act was done by accident or of set - 
purpose is a question with which a jury 
is competent to deal, and on the evidence . 
and upon their decision rest the issue as ■ 
to whether a crime has been committed or 
not. But whether a violent and illegal act ’ 
has been committed from this or that or 

. the other motive, is not withinthe province 

. of the jury to decide. It rests within the 
breasts of theactors. Love of a child is one 
of the noblest instances of motherhood; ■ 
that does not justify the mother in mur- 
dering the father because, he being a 
drunkard, she thinks it is for the moral 
welfare of her child that he should die.
Such illustrations might be infinitely mul- 
tiplied. The law.relies on,the strong, . 
sober, commonsense of juriesto distin- ■ 
guish between intentions which govern 
the act and make it a crime, and the 
motives which prompt the commissionof 
that crime. " ■
-It is finally urged in retaliation • 

of these charges, that they are poli- 
tical, that they seek to redress some griev- " 
ance, and that in trying to redress them 
the defendants are to be excused from 
the law. What your views may be on the 

-vexed question of woman suffrage I know , 
not. What my views may be you know 
not. It is better so. It is right that we 
should be mutually ignorant, but our views 
are equally immaterial in the decision of 
this case. Whatever they are they should 
sway neither you nor me, who are here 
engaged alike upon a supreme and solemn 
duty—the administration 1 of the law. 
You are taken up by chance for the 
moment from the vast body of citizens. 
You are chosen by the State to be arbiters 
of fact, and to decide according to the evi-g 
dence laid before you, and to lay aside, 
in so deciding, all prejudices, all predilec- . 
tions, all partiality, and I am confident by 
the verdict which you shall pronouncethat 
you will vindicate the trust that is re- 
posed in you. =

The Verdict.
The jury retired at twelve minutes past - 

two. and returned to the Court at 3.25 
with a verdict of“ Guilty ” against each of 
the defendants. In the case of Mrs.Pank- 
hurst, they found that she was guilty on 
all counts.excluding 3 to 19, which had 
been withdrawn. - In the case of Mr. and 
Mrs. Lawrence, they found them guilty 
generally on the indictment. . '

Foreman of the Jury (addressing his 
fordship): We unanimously desire to ex­

press the hope that, taking into considera­
tion the undoubtedly pure motives that 
underlie the agitation that has led to this 
trouble, you will be pleased to exercise the 
utmost clemency and leniency in dealing 
with the case.

These remarks were received with 
applause in the Court.
Mr. Lawrence’s Address to the Judge

Mr. Pethick Lawrence: Before passing 
sentence, may I be permitted to say a few 
words ? It must have been evident to your 
lordship, apart from the recommendation 

. of the jury, that we havebeenactuated by 
political motives in taking the course that 
the jury have decided that we have taken, 
and that we are in fact political offenders. ‘ 

. And, as your lordship knows, it has been ' 
decided in the Courts of this country that 
a political crime is different from an 
ordinary crime.

Mr. Pethick Lawrence then referred to 
a case in which a Swiss subject was tried 
for extradition, and it was decided by 
the court that even if the crime of murder 
were committed with a political motive it 
was a political crime. It was decided, ho i 
said, that the offence was political, and ■ 
extradition was not granted. That had not | 
only, applied to cases of extradition, but 
motive had been taken into account in cases - 
of men tried in this country. The late Mr. 

-W. T. Stead was convicted of a crime, but 
in view of his motive he was made a first- 
class prisoner, and was allowed his own 
furniture, his own food, and was permitted ■ 
to have visits from his wife and children, 
conduct his correspondence and carry- on 
his business. —

In the case of Dr. Jameson, although the 
offence was of a political character, he 
could have been charged and convicted of 
an offence of a non-political kind, because 
twenty-one men. were killed and forty-six 
wounded; yet when he was sent to prison 
he had in prison treatment similar to 
that granted to Mr. Stead. It seemed 
to him that there were certain prisoners 
who might be punished by simple de- 
tention, and not deprivation from hav- • 
ing their own food and clothes, their ■ 
own furniture and books, or from hav- 
ing newspapers and writing materials, 
and being able to carry on their private 
business, with visits from their friends and : 
secretaries. He submitted that that in- 
tention was embodied in a statute when 
sedition was made an offence, and he sub- • 
mitted that, in their case, although they 
had not been charged with sedition, the • 
offence was really similar to sedition. He 
ventured to submit that it was a fitting 
occasion for his lordship to use his discre- . 
tion in giving them first-class treatment 
after sentence.

Mrs. Pethick Lawrence also addressed 
the Judge; her speech is given on p. 565. 1

Mrs. Pankhurst.
Mrs. Pankhurst: My lord, I have noth- , 

ing to say except to endorse what my 
friends have said. I have thought so little 
of what penalty you could impose upon us 
that I do not know whether you can in your 
judgment send us to prison for seven years 
or even longer. But I do say this deli- 
berately, that I would rather stay in prison 
for seven years with the status of political 
offender, free from the taint of crime of 
the ordinary kind, than I would spend seven 
days as a prisoner in the second or third 
division, associated in the public mind and. 
made to feel myself the indignity of being 
classed with those who break the law with 
criminal intention. And, my lord, I want 
to say as I said yesterday that I believe 
the honour of our country is involved in 
your decision, because there is no civilised , 
country in the world which does not re- 
cognise a different status of political 
offenders—persons who break the law with 
political motives. There is no other civi­
lised country in the world which does not 
recognise that, and I say we have departed 
from the standard that prevailed in. the ? 
days when men like William- Cobbett were 
convicted for incitement and sent to prison 
with every consideration for the reality and 

: sincerity of the motives that underlay the 
committal of the crime. -

The Sentence.
— The Judge, in passing sentence, said:
Frederick Pethick. Lawrence, Emmeline

■ Pethick Lawrence, and Emmeline Pank- 
hurst, you have been convicted of a crime 
for which: the law ‘would sanction, if I - 
chose to impose sit, a sentence of two 

years’ imprisonment, with hard labour.
There, are circumstancesconnected with 

your ease which the jury have very properly 
brought to my attention, and I have been 
asked by you all three to treat you as 
first-class r misdemeanants. . If. in the 
course of this case I had observed any 
contrition or disavowal of the acts that 

. you have com mitted, or any hope that you 
would avoid the repetition of them in 
future, I should have been very "much 
prevailed uponby the arguments that 
have been addressed to me.. But as you 
say openly you mean to continue to break 
the law, , to make you first-class mis- 
demeanants would only be to: put into 
your hands further capacities for execut- 
ing that purpose. ai - ..
-The sentenceof the Court upon each of ’ 
you is that you be imprisonedfor nine 
months in the second dhvision, and as the 
Crown has been placed to great expense,

- and private citizens" have “ been badly. 
damaged in their property by your acts, 
as to Frederick Pethick Lawrence, and as 
to Emmeline Pankhurst, I make a further 
order that you pay the costs jointly and 
severally of the prosecution in the case. 1 

The jury were exempted from further 
service for five years.

THE REVOLUTIONS OF YESTER-
YEAR.

. How much < easier it is to praise the re- 
volutions of yester-year than to see the one 
that is going on in the street outside! The 
Spectator (whose only fault, Mr. Zangwill 
once remarked, is that it does not “ spec- 
tate") does not think it necessary “to 
dwell at length" on the Suffragist trial, 
" the importance of which has been much 
exaggerated,” but goes on to wish that:

The female prisoners had been made first-class 
misdemeanants, for we are very strongly in favour, 
of women being treated differently from men in a 

, matter of this kind— holding-them, when under the 
excitement of public agitation, not to be fully re- 
sponsible for their actions.

-Naturally; the Spectator wishes to see 
women treated differently from men, and 
on the ground of their inferiority ; for that 
is the whole creed of the Anti-Suffragist. 
But only a year ago, on May 13, 1911, the 
following passage occurred in the same 
paper in an article dealing with the Gari- 
baldi celebrations in Rome :
. It is a good and purifying thing for a nation, 
now and again to sweep aside peddling objections, 
to disregard barren questions of form, and to de-t 
clare its unalterable conviction that the demand 
for freedom must prevail in all circumstances over 
the assertion of a right to perpetuate tyranny.

It would almost seem, from the Spec- 
tator’s own standpoint, that the hand—a 
strong male hand, no doubt—that penned 
those lines must have been " under the ’ 
excitement," &c., &c., &c.

ECHOES OF CARNARVON.
A long and excellent report of Mr. 

Lloyd George’s meeting at Carnarvon, on 
May 18, appeared in the North Wales 
Chronicle for May 24. We have only . 
space to quote the following telling ex- 
tracts:—

" A man in the gallery who, with the best 
intentions, shouted “ Heddwch ” (Peace) 
was almost ejected by a steward with 
more zeal than discretion.”.
′ The disturbing element in what he 

had expected would be a harmonions 
gathering had, however, evidently told 
upon Mr. Lloyd George, who, during the 
whole scene, had stood leaning lightly at 
the speaker’s table. The interruptions 
quite spoilt the meeting, and it was with 
an obvious effort that the Chancellor took 
up the thread of his discourse, and 

. throughout the meeting there was an air - 
of expectancy that another suffragette 
would make her’ appearance, with the 
result that the speech was robbed of much 
of its effect.’

Mr. George, the harmony of whose 
meeting at Carnarvon on Saturday was 
marred by advocates of Woman Suffrage, 
remarked that there were many ways of 
earning a day’s wage, but that adopted 
by the Suffragettes was the most con- 
temptible. Yet I have known cases of 
persons earning quite substantial salaries 
—as high as five thousand a year—in ways 
certainly not less contemptible.
The Suffragettes leave all unheeded

Each hint that they should cease from
: war:

For several minutes they’ve succeeded
In silencing the Chancellor.

Although it’s somewhat doubtful whether 
‘Tis thus that they will gain their ends. 

If they could stop him altogether, ' 
They’d be the truest of his friends.

. — The World, May 9.

No man, not turned to a wild beast by 
political passion, could watch that scene at 
Carnarvon without two emotions— a wrung- 

: out admiration for the pluck that dared 
that infuriated mob; a hot passion for the 
savage cowardice that man-mauled women 
so foully and brutally. — The Sporting 
Times, May 25.

HOW TO GAIN NEW READERS!
There are many ways of spreading the 

net that gathers in the new students, of 
the woman’s movement, i.e.,the new 
readers of Votes FOR Women. , The Com- 
mitteeof the Hereford Free Library have 
pointed out one way, and an excellent one 
it turns out to be. It is based on the 
dietum that the best way to get people to 
do a thing is to -tell them not to do it; 
and it works as follows : —

. " Don’t Read This I"
Hereford Free Library Committee de- 

cided to exclude from the reading room 
Votes fob Women. Results: (1) Columns 
upon columns of reports. and correspon­
dence on the subject in the Hereford 
Journal; (2). brisk sales I of the banned 
paper at the W.S.P.U. stall at Hereford 
Fair; (3) Votes for Women the Talk of the 
Town! We are tempted to ask, " Did the
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A GERMAN VIEW.
(Translated.)

Dear Editors,—Votes FOR Women has 
just arrived. As always, I sit down with 
great expectations. What do I see? Nine 
months! For a long time I sat as though 
frozen, unable to realise it. It seemed as 
though something monstrous had happened. 
I felt as if a cry of indignation must rise 
up from the whole English nation. I saw 
the whole womanhood of the world start up 

as though struck by a lash. It is a shame 
on our modern civilisation, a shame above 
all on the English Government and its 
judges, on the whole nation, that such a 
Judgment could be given. I shall keep the 
fine cartoon and some day show it to my 
children, telling them, " Look, in the year 

1912. women were treatel thus, because 
they demanded their rights, and that in 
a state like England, which was supposed 
to be in the height of civilisation.” Is there 
no Gamaliel who will go to your Mr. 
Asquith and say, " But this movement is 
of God and you cannot suppress it ” ? The 
thoughts of myself and my wife will often 
be with them in Holloway. We are proud 
to know the W.S.P.U., and we send our 
greetings to your members.—Yours. &c.,
Leipzig. (DR.). GUSTAV DENNING.

The following cablegram has been re- 
ceived from the Political Equity League, 
Winnipeg: “ Extend sympathy, to Mrs. 
Pankhurst, Mr. and Mrs. Lawrenca in 
imprisonment for Women’s Cause. Appre- 
ciate fact that their efforts are helping 
women of all countries.—(Signed) WILSON, 
Secretary.”

The name of Miss M. E. Thompson, who 
was sentenced to six months’ imprison- 
ment, was inadvertently omitted from the 
list of suffragists in Holloway Gaol pub- 
lished in last week’s issue of VOTES FOR 
WOMEN.

We are glad to learn that the Church 
League for Women’s Suffrage printed over 
30,000 copies of last week’s issue of its 
special organ, and that copies were sent 
to every clergyman in England and Wales.

CONSERVATIVE AND UNIONIST WOMEN'S
FRANCHISE ASSOCIATION.

Office 48, Dover Street, Piccadilly, w.
- A -very enjoyable ■and successful dinner, was 
held on Tuesday, May 21, at the Prince’s. Hall, 
Hotel Cecd, at which there wasa large and dis- 
tinguished gathering. The guests.who inumbered 
over-140, were receivedby the Countess of Sel- 
berue. Amongst those present were Catherine Lady 
Decies,. Lady. Emily Wyndham Quin, the Hon. 
Robert Palmer, the Hon. Robert and Lady Hilda 
Strutt, the Hon. Mrs. JohnBailey, Sir Edward 
and Lady (Busk, Sir Colin and Lady Scott Mon- 
criel, the Hon. Mrs. Paley, the Master of, the 
Temple and Mra. Woods. Mr. Ronald McNeill, 
N.P., and Mrs. Ronald MeNeill, the Archdeacon of 
Ely and Miss Cunningham, Mr.and Mrs. F. S. 
Oliver, Mr. and Mrs. John Buchan, Mrs. Arthur 
Pakenham, Mr. Agg Gardner, M.P., Mr. Amery, 
M.P.,Mrs. H.Percy.Boulnofs (Chairman of the 
Executive Committee), Mrs. Gilbert Samuel (Hon. 
Secretary), and Mrs. FabianWare(Hon. 

Treasurer. Mr. John Buchan proposed the health 
of the Association, and was replied to by ‘Lady 
Selborne, and the evening concluded with a varied 
programme, in which the following ladies and 
gentleman took part : Miss, Eugenie Croft, Madame 
Gautier, Miss Marjorie Mloore, Miss Erna Sehulz, 
Miss Janette Steer, M. Philippe Coudert, and Mr. 
Arthur Burrell, :

FREE CHURCH LEAGUE FOR W.S. 
Hon. General Sec.— Rev. C. Fleming Wil- 

liams; Org. Sec., Mrs. Fleming Williams, 
2, Holm bury View, Clapton, N. .

A new branch was inaugurated atNewcastleon- 
Tyne with a drawing-room meeting at ′ Har- 
lorne,” when s the Rev. T. -Sunderland, . Mrs. 
Bonwick, and. Mrs. C. Fleming Williams spoke. 
The branch started with twenty-seven members.

Library Committeedo it as a free adver- 
tisement . for —VOTES ror WOMEs?”
Whether or no, we thank them heartily; 
the results are obvious.

Sell the Paper!
Never was this more important. Many 

people who cannot give regular days to 
this will take a dozen copies of the paper 
away from a meeting and dispose of them 
in the course of the week. At the Stein- 
way Hall, every Thursday evening, packets 
containing adozen papers | are. aivailable 
at the door, and great numbers are sold in 
this way. This example should be followed 
at all meetings, large and small, all over 
the country. It is essential, during a 
crisis like the present, . that, the . paper 
should be widely circulated. Try the above 
plan without delay! - 

who obtain nci readers.) i J
Mre. w. H. Everett ..................  1

■ Miss M. Giben ............. ........... 1
. Mis Mary Harmer . ......... ........... . 1

Miss M. Hughes........ .................... 1
Capt. W. R. O’Furreli, R.a.M.S. 1
Mrs. E. Scoit __ _________ _ .
Miss Patricin Seaby........... 1
Mrs. Stevens..................................  &
Miss I. Thompson................ ....... 2

New readers who obtain their 
paper locally, obtained by:—

Previously ackn jwledged ......... .
Denis Ewart Howeri, Esq........... 2 
Miss Mary East . ................1 
Miss M. A. Bayne.................. . 3
Miss C. Palmer .................. . 6
Mrs. J.. Henderson ........ ........ 2
Mrs. C. Wbipp 1.-..--...-------- 1
Miss lean Neale................ . 1
Miss E. . ........................ .................. 1
Mis. Mooney ....................... 9
Miss Lynch ............ ................ 1
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CANON GREEN’S VIEW.
■ In the Manchester Guardian of May 25
Canon Green writes:
." So long as our rulers meet the demands 

of women for the vote with the assertion 
that our civilisation rests on force, they 
may imprison the militants, and fine them, 
and torture them, and attempt to cover 
them with abuse and ridicule and slander, 
but they must not presume to pass ethical 
judgments on them. Their own repeal is 
to might and not right.And when they 
surrender the contention that the State is 
built up on force, and recognise that it 
rests on mutual services and mutual recog- 
nition of rights and duties, then I do not 
see how they can longer refuse to women 
the vote they demand.” •

PRISONER HAMPER FUND.
Mrs. Ai E. Gordon, 16, Daleham Gardens,

Hampstead, very gratefully acknowledges the, 
following :— I

. 8. a.
Mrs. Merryweather.................. . 1.0 0
Miss A. L. McNeill............................ -- 10 6
Hampstead W.S.P.U.     ........ .  • • 2 10 0

MEN’S POLITICAL UNION FOR WOMEN’S 
ENFRANCHISEMENT.

Offices—13, Buckingham Street, Strand, 
W.C. Telephone—City 6673.

Office Hours: 10 to 6. Sats. 10 to 2 p.m. 
Hon. Organising Sec. Victor D. Duval.

Members and friends please note that a garden 
meeting will be held on Saturday, June 22, by 
kindpermission of Mrs. Hepburn, at Heatherort, 
Putney Hill. The Hon. Mrs. Havertieid and — 
Laurence. Housman will speak. Members, of the
Actresses -------- —-95- "i. .1; ,1 --------- 
(the well-known palmist)have also kind y pro:

CAMPAIGN THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY.

HOME OFFICE METHODS.
d To the Editors of VOTES FOI WOMEN.

Dear Editors,—In consequence of the 
illness of our mother, who is in her ninety- 
first year, ’ we ’ have been released from 
Aylesbury Gaol, but not until after 
several days' delay caused by the refusal 
of the Home Secretary to release us until 
we both signed a paper promising to ab- 
stain for life from all militant action 
against the Government ! We have prac- 
tically been in prison for the last three 
months. -We weresentenced. to six 
months' imprisonment for breaking win- 
dows as ■ a protest against, the . cowardly 
treachery of the Government towards the 
women of the country. Surely, if Mr. 
McKenna can reduce the period of Mr. 
Tom Mann's detention to two months, 
he—Shylock though he may be where 
voteless women are concerned—could have 
released us under such circumstances 
with less display of cowardice; and the 
more that the Liberal Government has 
found it possible to release several of the 
suffragist prisoners without any " guaran- 
tee” whatever. We had no choice, but 
we protest against the meanness which 
can make capital under such conditions, 
and we hope that we shall be able to make 
up in other ways anything that our en- 
forced guarantee causes us to lack in 
militancy, for evidently it is militancy 
that such as the Home Secretary fear.— 
Yours, &c.;

EMMA WYLIE, 
BARBARA WYLIE.

- 29, Bassett Road, W.

IE-ICo.-‘t. ‘‘19 2- —_i", L.-.,,
vitation cards can be obtained from Mrs Hepburn, 
from the secretaries of the Wandsworth and Putney 
and Fulham W.S.P.U.’s, and at the above address. 
Gifts of chocolates and boxes of sweet w1 be 
most welcome, and should be sent to Mrs. —CP: 
burn.” Already acknowledged: £1,520 89.” 2d.i

£1,624 12s.

xpenses), is., sundry receipts, 
, Anon (perMiss N. Dowdal). 
a Pankhurst, £1 lsumember- 
sundry receipts, - £198. 7d.—

THE N.U.T.
Miss H. M. Townsend, 27, Murillo 

Road, Lee, S.E., ' wishes to remind 
suffragist teachers of the meeting to be 
held at Alan’s Tea Rooms, 263, Oxford 
Street, W., on Thursday, June 6, at 
5.30 p.m. sharp. Alan’s Tea Rooms are 
four doors from Messrs. Jay and Co.’s, 
Oxford Circus. Tea will be served at the 
usual prices.

WOMEN'S TAX RESISTANCE LEAGUE.
Office 10, Talbot House, St. Martin's 

Lane, W.C.
Temp. Org.Miss K. Raleigh, Chestnut cot- 

tage, Wendover, Bucks. )
Members of the League- were active, in South 

Hackney, and a gaily decorated waggonette, dis- 
playing the colours and the familiar " No Yote, No 
Tax,” banners, drove round the constituency: on 
May 22 two very crowded open-air meeting- were 
held, when the speakers were Mrs. Sadd. Brown, 
Mrs. Louis Fagan, Mrs. Kineton. Parkes on 
TLursday, May 23. a trio of tax resisters made a 
protest in Uxbridge, when articles of housenoid 
silver and furniture were sold, the propertyof 
Miss Raleigh, Miss Lees, and Miss Weir, “he 
Chequer's Yard, in the Cattle Market, where the 
sale took place, presnted a verylively 
scene with its crowd of men intent on business, 
and the bevy of tax resisters with their banners 
held aloft. By courtesy of the auctioncer, Mrs. 
Kineton Parkes was allowed to explain their pres- 
ence, and the men listened most attentively, on 
Friday evening the sale took place at EPS. 
A uctionRooms, Balham, of a silver, teaset be- 
longing to Mrs. Tyson, of Streatham, for the non- 
payment of her Inhabited House Tax. There was 
a large gathering present, and speeches of protest 
were made in the auction room by Mrs. Cobden- 
Sanderson and Mr. Vaughan. After the sale a 
procession was formed by women to a neighbour- 
ing street, where a meeting was held, at which 
Ars.Tyson, Mrs. Sadd Brown, and Mrs. Cobden- 
Sanderson spoke, and a resolution calling upon 
tax-paving women to refuse to pay all Imperial 
taxes until such time as they were enfranchised 
was carried without opposition. Miss Macgregor, 
of Abbethorne, “has refused Imperial taxation, 
her goods were sold in the Market-place, Ashnott, 
on May 27. A meeting was held immediate y alter, 
when Mrs. Kineton-Parkes spoke. The meeting was 
the best open-air meeting ever held in the town.

W.S.P.U. General Offices: 4, Clement's
Inn, Strand, W.C.

BARNET.
Son. Sec.— Miss Sue Watt, 13, Strafford 

Road.
A well-attended -open-air meeting was held in 

Bath Place, High Barnet, on Saturday evening last. 
Mrs. Brindley was the speaker. All the papers were 
sold out.The treasurer will be glad to receive 
subscriptions now due.

BOWES PARK AND DISTRICT.
Organiser— Miss H. Gargett, 4, Stonard 

Road, Palmer’s Green, N.
Members. are . asked to bring their friends to 

Tireside Talks on Tuesday next (see programme). 
Miss Richards addressed a large and enthusiastic 
audience at Alderman’s Hill on Saturday last. 
More paper-sellers are urgently wanted.

CHELSEA AND KENSAL TOWN. 
Shop and Office308, King’s Road.

Hon. Sec. (pro’em.)—Mrs. Temple Bird. 
Tel., 2858 Kensington.

The weekly meetings at Sloane Square have gone • 
on regularly during the last few ' weeks; Last 
Thursday Miss Mina Sheppard was the speaker, and 
Miss Ada Moore recited. Woman This and Woman 
That. Three dozen copies of VOTES FOR WOMEN 
were sold. A jumble sale will be held shortly. 5 
Parcels will be gratefully received. -

CLAPHAM.
Hon. Sec.—Mrs. Strong, 84, Elspeth Road, 

Lavender Hill. S.W.
Members are reminded that owing to the Wimble- 

don Demonstration on June 2 there will be no 
meeting on the Common. All members are asked 
to attend the demonstration. The jumble sale pro- 
ceeds amounted to £6 10s. Many thanks to all 
who helped to make it such a success. Gratefully 
acknowledged : Miss McGowen, 1s. -

. FULHAM AND PUTNEY.
Shop 305, Fulham Road. Hon. Secs. -Miss 

L. Cutten and Mrs. Roberts.
, Gratefullyacknowledged : Mrs. Shellshear, £1 1s.; 
Miss Cui ten, 10s. ; Mrs. Roberts, 6d. a week for 
six weeks; (weekly) Miss Hill, 6d.; Miss Cameron, 
6d. ; Miss Shellshear, 6d.: Miss Belile, 6d.—towards 
hire of traps for open-air meetings. This Union 
is also helping at Wimbledon next Sunday. All 
who can help to distribute handbills are asked to 
call at the shop. Seats in the motor-’bus leaving 
the shop at 5,p.m. next Sunday, can be booked 
at the shop, price 6d.. Albert Hall tickets can also 
be had.

HAMMERSMITH.
Shop—95, The Grove. Hon. Sec. Miss 

Haarbleicher.
Outdoor meetings have been well attended. Will , 

members please consult the time-table as to future 
meetings? A sale of work will be held shortly to 
help to defray shop expenses. Work parties will 
be held in the shop every Wednesday, and all are 
asked to attend. Paper sellers are still required.

HAMPSTEAD.
Shop and Office— 178, Finchley Road.

Hon. Secs. (pro. item.)—Mrs. Alfred Weaver, 
Miss D.. Solomon.

Every effort is now being concentrated on the 
Regent’s Park Demonstration on Sunday, June 9. 
Helpers are needed for bi 11- distributing, steward- 
ing at open air meetings, and especially for poster 
parading. Every member is expected to help in 
one or more of above-mentioned ways. Mrs. 
Bouvier addressed a splendid meeting on Hamp- 
stead Heath last Sunday.

ILFORD.
- Hon. Sec.—Miss Haslam, 68, Cranbrook 

Road.
A new pitch, opposite Ham Station, was tried 

on Wednesday, with most satisfactory results. The 
crowd was exceptionally large, and all papers were 
sold out. Miss Myers addressed the Balfour Road 
meeting on Saturday. Volunteers for paper-selling 
at Ilford Station or in the Broadway on Thursday 
and Friday evenings are urgently needed.

ISLINGTON.

Office—347, Goswell Road, E.C. Hon. Sec.— 
Miss E. M. Casserley.

Members are asked to make a special effort 
during next week to work up the Regent’s Park 
Demonstration on June 9. Plcase write to the 
secretary, and state what time you can give. Bill 
distributors will be required every evening at 
Portland Road Station. There will be two poster 
parades, starting from -52, Praed Street, on Satur- 
day, June 8, at 11 a.m. and 3 p.m. Who will 
volunteer for these? Paper-sellers are also needed 
for the Demonstration.

NORTH ISLINGTON AND HORNSEY.
Office—19, St. Thomas’s Road, Finsbury 

Park. Hon. Sec.—Miss Bryer, 49, Tuf- 
nell Park.

It has been decided to separate the local Union 
into two distinct Unions. Members are asked to 
note, however, that no change will be made as 
regards the organisation of the work of the N. 
Islington Union until Miss Bryer (whose sentence 
expires on June 29) comes out of prison. The office 
will remain open, and all members will be most 
heartily welcomed there.

WIMBLEDON.
Shop—9, Victoria Crescent, Broadway. el.. 

1092, P.O. Wimbledon. Hon. Org. Sec.— 
Mrs. Lamartine Yates, Dorset Hall, 
Merton, Surrey.

Woman’s Sunday, June 2, in Wimbledon is being 
advertised in every possible way, and it is hoped 
members will rally on the Common with change 
in hand ready for selling. Anyone who can pos- 
sibly join in parades to-day or to-morrow will be 
welcome. These are timed to leave the Wimbledon 
offices (9, Victoria Crescent), near the station, 
to-day (Friday) at 5, and again at 7, and to- 
morrow at 11, at 3 p.m., and 8 p.m.—in each case 
for two hours. A motoris badly needed. Will 
anyone drive over for a few hours?

LONDON MEETINGS FOR THE FORTHCOMING WEEK
May 

Friday, 31

The Pennsylvania Woman Suffrage 
Association has written to the W.S.P.U. 
protesting against a Home Rule Bill for 
Ireland which excludes women; the Massa- 
chusetts Association has also passed a reso- 
lution protesting against the exclusion of 
women.

THE ACTRESSES’ FRANCHISE LEAGUE.
2, Robert Street, Strand, w.C. Telephone: 

City 1214. President — Mrs. Forbes 
Robertson. Organising Secretary Miss 
G. M. Conolan.

The next At Home will be held at the Criterion 
Restaurant, on Friday, June 7. at 3 p.m., when 
Mrs Saba Raleigh will take the chair, and the 
speakers will be Lady Selborne, Professor Bicker 
ton, and Miss Horniman. Hostess, Mrs. ". B. 
Fagan.

A MODERN MORALITY PLAY.
- The Ransom," a play in verse, by Dollie Rad- 

ford, will be played. by the Hampstead Play 
Society on Sunday evening, June 9, at 8.30 p.m., at 
the Little Theatre. We understand that it is a 
- Woman's Play.” Tickets from Mrs. Dollie Rad- 
ford. 1, Portland Villas. East Heath Road, Hamp- 
stead. Prices, 10s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 3s.

52 Gn«.

“Up - to - date Cont 
and Skirt in navy 

-diagonal coating.
The collar and cuffs 
are of black satin.

The skirt has two 
stitched folds at the 
back which conceal 
pleats, to give com- 
t fort in walking.

Plain Coats and Skirts, 

5 Guineas.

174, NEW BOND 
STREET, LONDON,W.

SECOND EDITION.

WOMEN’S FIGHT
FOR THE VOTE,

* aBY

F. W. Pethick Lawrence.

This edition has been 
thoroughly revised and 
brought up to date. ‘ New 
:: :: Chapters added. :: ::

Cloth Is. net.
Paper Covers 6d. net.

Order from the publishers.

THE WOMAN'S PRESS, 

156, Charing Cross Rd., w.C.

‘Votes for Women’

TEA
Is. 6d. lb.
is. 8d. lb.

SPECIAL ‘ BLENDS OF 
CHINA TE^A

2s. and 2s. 6d. tb?

THE WOMAN'S PRESS, 
156, Charing Cross Road, W.C.

Saturday, 1

Sunday, 2

Monday, 3

Tuesday, 4

Balham, Bijou Hall ........ ........... ........  
128, Brixton Road ................................  
4, Clement’s Inn, N.C. ................
Croydon, Katherine Street ................  
35, Eaton Square, W. ... ............ .

Fulham, Munster Road .....................
Hammersmith, 95, The Grove ......... 
Harrow Road, Prince of Wales.......... 
Kilburn, Victoria Road..................... 
West Ealing, 23, Churchfield Road 
Wimbledon, 9, Victoria Crescent......

Ealing Broadway..
Baling Common ..

Hampstead, 178, Finchley Road .. 
Hampstead Road, Cobden Statue

Harlesden, Manor Park Road 
Hford. Balfour Road . ...... .
Ilfo.d Town Hall (outside) ...
Kenley, Wyss Wood .............

Kensal Rise, Harvist Road School 
Kilburn, Messina Avenue ...............

, Victoria Road ..................
Palmer’s Green, Alderman’s Hill......

Woodford Green..... .
Willesden Green Library......... .

Wimbledon, 9, Victoria Crescent, 
Ealing Common..... .

Hampstead Heath, Flagstaff

bers are earnestly requested to call at the office 
and arrange to help at outdoor meetings, bill 
distributing, and ticket selling.

LEEDS AND DISTRICT.
Office—3, Ccokridge Street. 
Hon. Sec.—Miss C. Palmer.

On Thursday last a very enthusiastic meeting 
was presided over by Miss Mary: Phillips, when 
the committece of the newly-formed local union 
was appointed. The following were elected: Hon. 
Sec. i Miss C. Palmer: Hon.Treas., Mrs. Walter 
Dodgson; " Votes See., Mrs. Donald King; Shop 
Sec., Mrs. Grahiam Walton ; Literature Sec., Miss 
H. Mason; “At Hume" Sec., Mrs. Malcolm; 
" Press′-Sec., Mrs. Harvey. Members are ear- 
nestly requested to do their utmost to make the 
new venture a success and to concentrate their 
efforts on making known the - demonstration to be 
held on Woodhouse Moor on June 22. Leaflet dis- 
tributors and paper sellers are wanted.

YORK.
Office—Colby Chambers. Tel., 692 Copper- 

gate. Organiser- Miss V. Key-Jones.
The Jumble Sale on Saturday last was largely at- 

tended. Thanks to all members and sympathisers 
for their help. Will members help with a paper- 
selling and collection at the big protest meeting to­
morrow (Saturday) ? Offers of help with the . pro- 
test meetings at Doncaster, Selby. Barnsley, and 
Malton should be sent to the-office.

LIVERPOOL AND DISTRICT.
Office—- 11, Renshaw Street. - Tel., 3761 

Royal. Hon. Sec.—Mrs. Abraham.
. Will all members and friends do their best to 
attend the American Tea on June 8? All an- 
nouneemerts for Miss Davies’s reception will then 
be made.

MANCHESTER.
Office—32, King Street West. 
Hon. Sec. Miss K. Wallwork.

Treasurer—Mrs. Ratcliffe.
A successful meeting was held in the Grand 
Theatre on Sunday last, when a resolution, call- 
ing for the immediate release of the leaders, was 
passed unanimously. Many: thanks to those who 
helped. There will be no members’ meeting to- 
night (Friday), but the office will be open as 
usual, from 2 to 6.

WIMBLEDON PARK AND 8. WIM-
BLEDON.

Hon. Sec. (pro tem.)—Xxs. Scarborough, 3, 
Marguerite Villas, Copse Hill, Wimble- 
don. Tel., 1037 P.O.

VOTES FOR WOMEN have sold remarkably well. 
This Union is taking part in Woman’s Sunday 
on June 2. Helpers of all kinds are needed.

BEXHILL-ON-SEA.
Organiser—Miss M. S. Allen. Hon. Sec.— 

Miss Stewart. W.S.P.U. Shop Marina.
. The “ White Elephant" Sale will be held in the 
shop: on Tuesday, July 2. Everyone is asked to 
collect at once, so that a good sum may be raised 
tohelp the local campaign. Gratefully acknow- 
ledged :—Miss Bonham, £1; Miss Parsons, 2s. 6d. ; 
Miss Earle, 3s. 3d.; ′ A Friend,’ 5s.; Mrs. Barnet, 
£1; Mrs. Braid, 3s. 3d.; Mrs. Holden, 15s.; Miss 
Stewart, £2 13s. 3d. ; Mrs. Thomson, 3s. 3d.

CANTERBURY AND SOUTH KENT.
Organiser-Miss F. E. M. Macaulay, Tre- 

varra, 30, Bouverie Road West, Folke- 
stone.

Hearty thanks to all who helped so effectually to 
make the Canterbury and Dover meetings a 
success. Miss Shillingford, The Nook, Eachend Hill, 
Lyminge, has kindly consented to act as W.S.P.U. 
local secretary for the Elham Valley district. Mrs. 
Horsley-is kindly throwing open her garden for a 
meeting on Thursday, June 13, at 5.30 p.m., at 
which Miss Georgina Brackenbury will speak. All 

, who read this notice are cordially invited.

EASTBOURNE.
Temporary Headquarters— 10. Southfields 

Road. Organiser Miss M. S. Allen. 
Hon. Sec.— Miss Sibella Jones.

A shop will be opened in September, and for the 
next three months the organiser hopes that all 
members will work really hard to enrol new mem- 
bers, to get promises of subscriptions towards the 
rent, and to advertise the weekly meetings (see 
programme). Gratefully acknowledged —Mrs. Hud- 
son, £2 2s.; Miss Richards, £1.

HASTINGS AND ST. LEONARDS.
Shop—8, Trinity Street, Hastings.

- Organiser—Bliss M. S. Allen.
The organiser hopes that all members will make 

a great effort to advertise Mrs. Drummond’s meet- 
ing. The Hon. Mrs. Hlaverfieldwill open the new 
shop on June 24. Donations towards defraying ex- 

. penses will be most heartily appreciated. ■ Grate- 
fully acknowledged: — Mrs. Darent Harrison, £1; 
Miss Baines, £1; Miss Tristram, 10s.; Mrs. 
Witherby, 5s.

READING AND NEWBURY.
Shop and Office—49, Market Place.

Hon. Sec.—Miss O. L. Cobb.
Weekly hampers of food are being sent for the 

Reading prisoners in Holloway. Subscriptions will 
be thankfully received. Jumbles should be sent in 
immediately.

WALLINGTON.
Hon. Sec. Mrs. De Vere Mathews, Denham, 

Hillside Gardens.
. A. drawing-room meeting was held by kind in- 
vitation of Mr. and Mrs. Parry, at Pitlochry, on 
May 16. Dr. Moritz. Weston delivered a powerful 
address, which was followed by an interesting dis- 

cussion. Fifteen copies of VOTes FOR WOMEN are 
now being given weekly for distribution in Wall- 
ington by Mrs. Parry, Miss Kent, and Mrs. Halla- 
well.

WOKING.
Hon. Sec.—Mrs. Horace Barrett, Maybury 

Croft. Heathside.
A meeting was held at above address on Thurs- 

day. May 23. The speakers were Miss Shelshear 
and Mr. Pott. The meeting was well attended, and 
there was a good sale of VOTES FOR WOMEN.

WEST AND NORTH KENT. 
Organiser—Miss Evelyn Billing, 79, Ton- 

bridge Road, Maidstone.
Maidstone prisoners are much cheered by hear 

ing of the good meetings being held in the dis- 
irict. Meetings continue satisfactory. , and the 
neighbouring townships are now being attacked. 
Snodland people, showed keen sympathy and in- 
terest at the three meetings held there. New sym- 
pathisers are being found everywhere.

SHROPSHIRE.
Organiser- Miss Markwick, 7, Swan Hill.
A most successful meeting was held at Newport 

Salop Town Hall on Wednesday, May 23. Lady 
Isabel Margesson was the speaker, and greatly in- 
terested her audience. Miss Beatrice Harraden 
gave her “ Lady Gwendoline’sSpeech,” which 
was also greatly appreciated. Miss Davies, who 
organised the meeting, is to be congratulated. It 
is hoped that members able to give drawing room 
meetings or suggestions for local work will com- 
municate with the organiser. Many thanks to Miss 
Clarke and all the Shrewsbury members who 
worked so splendidly. A Political Prisoners’ Vigil- 
ance Committee has been formed. The Hon. Secre- 
tary, Mrs. Shields, 6, Town Walls, should be com- 
municated with by those who wish to protest 
against the exorbitant sentence passed on the 
leaders.

CLERKS' W.S.P.U.
Ton. Secs.—Miss Cynthia Maguire, 39, 

Priory Road, N.W.; Miss P. A. Ayrton, 
62, Edith Road, W. Kensington.

A special meeting for women engaged in the 
Clerical and Secretarial professions will be held at 
Winchester House, Old Broad Street, E.C., on Mon- 
day, June 10, at 7 p.m. Miss Georgina Bracken- 
bury willspeak, and there will be recitations by a 
member of the Actresses' Franchise League. The 
meeting is free, but special invitation cards will 
be sent to anyone on application to secretaries. 
Offers of help in distributing handbills or adver- 
tising the meeting would be much appreciated.

THE NEW CONSTITUTIONAL SOC.FOR W.S
President—Mrs. Cecil Chapman.

Office—8, Park Mansions Arcade, Knights- 
bridge (opposite Tube Station).

Hon. Secs. Miss G. Forsyth, Miss Gladys 
Wright, B.A.

Representatives are hard at work in Norfolk. 
Miss Kate Hessel very kindly- spoke at Burnham 
on Thursday last, and at the Corn Hall, Faken- 
ham, on Friday, in company with the Rev. F. M. 
Green and Mr. Lloyd. Miss McGowan also ad- 
dressed open-air meetings nightly. . Meetings were 
also held at Hunstanton, when Mrs. Cecil Chap- 
man and Mr. Lloyd were the speakers. More 
Jumbles are urgently needed, and should be sent 

to this office at once, marked on the outside with 
sender's name and address. A garden fete and 
entertainment in aid.of the funds will be held, 
at Walpole House, Chiswick Mall, by kind permis 
sion of S. C. Goldman, Esq., M.P., and the Hon. 
Mrs. Goldman, on Saturday, June 29—3-7, pm. 

There will be an excellent programme, including a 
rastoral play, in which Mr. Meyer—son of Lady 
Meyer—will take part; morris dancing, palmistry, 
&e. Tickets, including -tea, can be obtained from 
the lion. Sec. = •

TAYLOR’S
TYPEWRITER Co., id.,
74, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON,

Having purchased a Large Stock
—of l’oolscap and Brief J Size.

SMITH PREMIERS 
are prepared to offer these beautiful machines1 
complete at the low price of £8 8S. eachrin-. 

eluding a year’s guarantee, or on 

HIRE at 10/- a Month, or 27/6 a Quarter, 
deducted if bought.

UNDERWOODS, BARLOCKS, 
REMINGTONS, EMPIRES, 

OLIVERS, &c., Equally Cheap,
MS. Copied. Repairs.

Tgrists sent out, with machines, from 
3 - per day.

TAYLOR’S TYPEWRITER COMPANY, Ltd.,
(Dept. VOTES), 74, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON,W.C.

MEETINGS THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY.
CHIVERSC:
CARPET Soap® 6Ps 

is the best carpet cleaner in the N PER BALL n. 
world. Itremovesink, grease, and 
all dirt from carpets and woollen I-yT,91 
fabrics. A damp cloth—a little A.(A) 
Chivers’ Soap—a carpet like new ide. 
without taking it up. Sample ball Swor... 
sent post free, 3d. stamps.
F. Chivers &.o., Albany Works, Bath.

May.
Friday, 31 .. Aylesford, The Bridge......................... 8 p.m.

. Birmingham, Park Gates, Small 
Heath ........ .......... ................... 8 p.m.

Birmingham. Bu'l Ring ......................  
Edinburgh, Arts Hall (George Street

• , West End................. ............ 
,, loot of Leith Walk.... .

M P.U........... . .............................
Mrs. Grieve, Mrs. H. Mone Nisbett, 

Mis Burns ... ....................................  
Miss ...........................................................  
Miss M. Burn Murdoch.........................

8 p.m. >

8 p.m.
8 p.m.
8 p.m.

c June. 
Saturday, 1

— ,, ' Tollcross ........................... .  
Hull, Paragon Square ....... .

, Newcastle, 77, Blackett Street.........
...........................,...;.■.............. -------------

Alloa ....................................  ■
Bath ................ ............ ................... ..........

' Dundee, Panmure Street i Mission 
Hall, 46. Hilltown.....:....................

, Edinburgh, West End . ........ .............
. 1.. Mound......... ........................ ■

.. 80, St. David St...............
, Galashiels ............ ............ . ..........

Miss M. Beott............ ............. .
Demonstrat on. Dr. Helena Jones, 

Miss Mary Phillips, Mrs. Marshall, 
Mrs. Walter Holmes............... ----- .

Members’ Meeting .......... ......... i
Open-air meeting............. . ■

Miss A. Scott............ ............ ..................  , 
Shop Kally ........................... . ....... ...........

Jumble Sale ...........................................
Miss M. Burn Murdoch ........... .........
Miss M. Scott.......... ...................... .
Miss M. Scott....................  -----
Miss Burns...... . ........ ............................ .

8 p.m.

7.30 p.m.
7.53 p.m.
7 p.m.

. 3 and 7 p.m.
5.30 p.m.

2.30 p.m.
3.30 and 8 p.m.
3.30 p.m.
8 p.m.
3 and 7.30 p.m.

, »
, Liverpool, Islington Square ............
. North Shields, form up Howard 

. Street, 2.30 p.m.............. •..................

Miss Woodlock................... ................. .
Football Ground. Mcs. Baines, Mrs.

Fa lor. Miss Williams, Mrs. Atkin-

8.30 p.m.

Sunday 2

Monday 3 ....

. York, Exhibition Square.....................  
Bedford Market Place.... ................

son, and others.............. ......................
Protest Meeting ..... ...................... . ......

3.30 p.m.
8 p.m.
7 p.m.

_ 3 p.m.
3.30 p.m.
8 p.m.
4.30 p.m.

8 p.m.
8 p.m.

: 7.30 p.m.
8 p.m.
46 p.m. •

8 p.m.
3 p.m.
8 p.m.

. 7.30 p.m.

8 p.m.
8 p.m.
7.30 p.m.

4 p.m.
8 p.t

8 p.m.
8 p.m. =
11.30 a.m.
7.0 p.m.

8 p.m. .
8 p.m.
7.30 p.m.
7.30 p.m.
11.30 a.m.
7.30 p.m.

, Halifax, Savile Park Moor..... . ......... ..

Bristol, 37. Queen’s Rod......................
Dundee. Hi zu School G iies ......... .

. Hastings, 8, Trinity Street --------------- 
Newcastle. George Chapel . ..........

; Sparkhill, Mermaid " .....................
, Ashford, Drinking Fountain, High 

Street ..... ........ .................... . ....... .
. Barming ...................... .....................
. Bexhill W.S.P.U. Shop.........................

Bournemouth, Pokesdown, Fisher 
man’s Walk --.----.---------------------- ...

, Clacton . ................. .................................
Handsworth, Whitehall Road ..........

. Jurrow, Sait Grass ................ .

, Leeds. 3, Cookridge Street .......... .
. St Leonard., Warrior Square .........
. Aberdeen, Round Room. Music Hall
. Birmingham. 97 John Bright Street

Bournemouth, Freedom Hall, Lough: 
tonhurst. West Cliff Gardens ..

Eastbourne. Eastern Bandstand .......
. Newcastle, 77, Blackett Street.......-

. Westbourne, Landseer Road Corner. 

. Bournemonib, West Cliff Lift .........

. ., Bulter’s Corner, Winton
Holl ngbourne ...................................... .

Protest Meeting, Dr. Helena Joncs.
Chair: Councillor Taj lor ..................

"At Home"........................ .........
Great Protest Meeting ---------------- 
Members’ Meeting ................................ 
Women’s Meeting. Miss Laura Ains- 

worth ......... ...................................... ..

Tuesdiy, 4

Mrs. Drummond ............................

Work Party. Hostess: Mrs. Tebbutt

Wednesday, 5..

Thursday, 6

Demonstration. Procession forms up 
Station 6.30 p.m. Mrs. Baines, 
Mrs. Taylor, Mrs. Atkinson and 
others .................................... ..........

Tea. Hostess: Miss Palmer ........... 
Mrs. Drummond ............ ................ .
Miss Burns................................ ...............
At Home. Hostess: Mrs. Ryland ...

At Home. Mra. Atkison, Miss L. 
Ainsworth................ ........................

Friday, 7

. Pit head ...... ........... ............................ .
. Bultley, Alum Rock Road ................
. Sunderland, Hendon Street ..............
. Birmingham, Bull Ring.............. .

Bournemonth. East Clift Lift............ .
. Sunderland, Wheatsheaf ...............--

Miss Burns................................................
At Home........

Protest Demonstration ...... ....... ..........
Miss Naylor................ ...............................

ISLINGTON DENTAL SURGERY "LonaoR, A. 

MR. CHODWICK BROWN, Dental Surgeon.

MR. FREDK. G. BOUCHER, Assist. Dental Surgeon. 
Ettablithed 35 years.

Gas Administered daily, at 11 and 3. fey 
a Qualified Medical Man. FEE, 7s. Bd.

A record of 30,000 successful cases. Nurse in attend- 
. ance. .Mechanical work in all its branches.

THE BEST ARTIFICIAL TEETH from 5s.

Send Postcard for Pamphlet. Tel. No. 6348 Central. 
, No Show-case at door.

VOTES FOR WOMEN AND A GOOD 
LAUNDRY.

Good Work and Good Wages.
THE

BEACONSFIELD
LAUNDRY,

19.T BEETHOVEN ST., KILBURN

HIGH GLASS WORK ONLY.

Miss Hopkins:....... 
Miss Joan Dugdale

At Home. Miss Amy Winter..............
Miss Gibbs ................................ 8 p. m
Sp akers Class. Miss Rosa Leo ...... 7.45 p.m.
Mrs. Dilks, Mrs. Russell ...................... 8 p.m. .
Drawing Room Meeting. Mrs. Massy.

Hostess : Mrs. A. J. Webbe...........
, Miss Nancy Lightman ......................... : “

Miss Sheppard ............................ . ........
. Miss Feek. Chair: Mrs. Cay.........

Miss Jacobs, Miss Meakin .................
Poster Parads .......... .................... .
Sandwich and Cycle Parades .............. 5.7, 7.9p.m.

. Poster Parade ............................... 11.30 a.m.. Demonstration. Miss S. Pankhurst.
Mrs. Drummond, Miss A. Kenney,
J. Y. Kennedy. Esq., Tom Norris,
Esq., G. A. Chambers, Esq., and
others ................................ 5.30 p.m.

Poster Parade ..................... ......... 11.15 a.m.
Miss F. A. Randell, B.Sc. Chair: Miss

Darton ............................... (RR™Miss Wyatt, Miss Burton......
. Miss Townsend..............................

Miss Haslam................ ........................
Garden Meeting. Miss Beatrice Har.

raden, Mrs. E. M. Moore, The Rev.
Moritz Weston, .............................

Miss Jacobs, Mrs. Ball ......................
Miss Wright, Miss Barry ...............
Miss Coombs, Miss Doudney .. 8 p.m:
Miss Bonwick, B.A. Chair: Victor

Pront. Esq. ............ . ....... . 8 p.m.

SEND A POST CARD FOR PRICE LIST.

NIT HOSPITALS OR HOTEL CONTRACTS TAKEN

Miss Hopkins. Chair: Miss Startup 
Mrs. Dilks, Miss Hoffman........
Sandwich and Cycle Parades.
J. Y. Kennedy, Esq. Chair 

Tidswell ....... .............. .
Miss Gilliatt ...... .Hyde Park, W. (near Marble Arch) Mrs. Mansel, Mr. Reginala Poi 

Regentskark =.......................   Mrs. Dilks, Miss Rogers ...... .
Demonstration. Miss S. Pankhurst, 

Mrs. Drummond, Miss G. Bracken, 
bury. Miss M. Naylor, Miss G. 
Richard, Miss 1. Myers, Mrs. 
Dacre-Fox, Mrs. Lamartine Yates, 
and others ... ...........................

Work Party...... ..................
Mrs. Penn Gaskell, Miss Startup 
Miss Hopkins. Miss Wadeson ...

Streatham Common . 
Wimbledon Common

Croydon, 50, High Street....... .
Harlesden, Manor Park Rond ....... 
Kensal Rise, Harvist Road Schools... 
London Pavilion, Piccadilly Circus, 

W....... ..... ........ .... ......................... .
Miss Horniman, Mrs. Massy. Chair

--- -..... .. ........ ................................ Miss Annle Kenney ...................
Streatilam Park, 19, Aldrington Koad The Hon. Mrs. Haverfi-ld, Miss

Winifred Mayo, Mr.Gush. llostess: 
Mrs. W. E. Hart

Brixton. Angell Rond ....................
Hampstead Heath, ..........................
North Kensington, Junction of Lad 

broke Grove and Lancaster Road..
Kilburn, Vic torin Road .....................
Kilburn, Messina Avenue ................. 
............................ .

, ,. .... St. Pancras. Goldington Crescent ,
. » ... Siratford Grove . ............ .....................
. . r... Streatham, 5. Shrubbery Road......
•. • - Nutford Place, Edgware Rond........
.............. Palmer’s Green, 6. Sionurd Road .... 

Wednesday, 5 Croydon, 50. High Street.................
, ............ Ealing. Haven Green......................... .
. ifr ... Hampstead. 3 F’itzjohn’s Mansion 

Netherhall Gardens .......................

Haverstock Hill and District...... .
Ilford, Manor Park, Earl of Essex 
Kilburn, Birchington Road........... . 
Pinner, Pinneres te.......................

Thursday, 6

Friday, 7

Putney, Montserrat Road ... 
Thornton Hea b Clock.........  
Hampstead Heath, Flagstaff 
Merton, The Grove.................  
52, Praed Street, W. ...... ....... .

Miss Wilson, Miss Meakin .. 
Mrs. Davies. Miss Doudney. 
Mrs. Scarborough Chair 

Richard .......... ..........
Miss F. A. Randell, B.Sc.

Important Members’ Meeting 
Miss Richard, Mrs. Branson 
Fireside Talks .................2.5. 
Work Party.......... .
Mrs. Tidswell. Miss Weir............... .
Miss G. Brackenbury. Joseph Clay.

ton, Esq., the Hon. Mrs. Haverfield.
Hostess; Miss B. Harraden ..........

Poster Parade ..................................... .
M iss Haslam............................................
Miss Jucobs, Miss Wadeson ...............  
Garden Meeting. Mrs. Penn Gaskell

and others. Hostess: Miss Verden. 
Dr. L. Fuirteld............. ...............

Miss Hopkins..,..... ..........
Mrs. Dickinson, Mrs. Huggeit

.----. —-."7 ............................. —**•* * e • • ′′.-′.  ......... .-. Sloane Square..............................................’................ ........ . ... ...
.. Steinway Hall. Lower Seymour Miss Rachel Barrett, BSc.and

Street. Portman Square................. others
.. Wimbledon Lecture Hil, Lingiteid Mr. G. E. O’Dell, Mrs. F. C. Bigger

. Road.... .... ................................... Chair: Mrs. Lamartine Yates4. Clement’s Inn, W.C..... .
. Croydon, Kather ne Street ........... 
. Fulbain. Munster Roud ............... 
, - Ham mersmith, 95. The Grove......

Hartew Road, Prince of Wales, W. 
Kilburn, Victoria Road .... ..........

Speakers Class. Miss Rosa Lec 
Miss Lennox, Miss Julian 
Mis: Coombs......... .
Jumble Sale ........................ 
Miss Myers, Miss Winter... 
Mrs. Penn Gaskell, Miss Wilson

Saturday, June 15, Albert Hall Meeting, 8 p.m.

8 p.m.
2.30

11.15 a.m.

12.45 p.m.

West of England.
BATH.

Shop 12, Walcot Street. Hon. Organiser— 
Mrs. ' Mansel. Ion. Secs. The Misses 
Tollemache.

Good work was done at the Bath and West of 
England Show last week, over a hundred VOrPS FOR 
WOMEN being sold son Friday and Saturday. 
Leaflets were also distributed. A successful open- 
air meeting was held at the Saw Close on Friday, 
when Miss Francis and Miss Canning were the 
speakers. Much indignation has been expressed 
by friends at the refusal of the Guildhall for 
W.S.P.U. meetings. Gratefully acknowledged : 
Miss Balch (self-denial), 3s. 6d.: Miss Phillips, 
2s 6d. ;Miss Story Maskelyne, -pictures, forthe 
shop. .

BRISTOL.
Office—37, Queen's Road, Clifton. i Tel., 1345. 

Hon. Sec.—Mrs. Dove-Willcox.
Do not forget the demonstration on Durdham 

Down to-morrow (Saturday) to protest against the 
imprisonment of the leaders and to demand their 
immediate release, at 4 p.m. There will be seven 
platforms, and the speakers will be Miss Annie 
Kenney, Mrs. Mansel, Mrs. Massy, Miss Georgina 
Brackenbury. Rev. Geoffrey Ramsay, Miss Raczel 
Barrett, and Mrs. Lilian Dove-Willcox. -

ILFRACOMBE.
Hon. Lit. Secretary—Miss Ball, Nursing 

Home. Larkstone, Ilfracombe.
A most successful At Home was held last Satur- 

day. through the kindness of Miss L. Ball, who 
acted as hostess. Mrs. Curtis - made an impressive 
speech on the horrors of the White Slave Traffic. 
Many thanks to Miss Ross for her splendid help. 
Gratefully acknowledged: Miss H. Denyer, 2s. -

HALIFAX.
Org. Sec.—Dr. Helena Jones, 3, Rhodesia 

Avenue. : i—
A members’ meeting was held at the Mechanics’ 

Institute on Thursday, May 23, when plans for the 
summer campaign were discussed.— Mrs. Wright 
(Bazaar Secretary).The Cottage, Trimmingham, 
will be glad to have help, either of work or mate- 
rial, fr au iutuwn Sale of Work. . . izloty

Scotland.
BEARSDEN.

Hon. Sec.—Mrs. Dickie, New Kilpatrick, 
Manse.

A very enthusiastic drawing-room meeting was 
held last week through the kindness of Mrs. 
Quaile, c Lan wick. Mrs. - Webbe (London) gave a 
most interesting address on " The Social Evil.” A 
released prisoner also spoke, and eight new mem- 
bers were enrolled.

DUNDEE AND EAST FIFE.
. Office 61, Nethergate.

Organiser—Miss Fraser Smith, M.A.
Hon. Sec. Miss McFarlane. Tel., 2319.

Jumbles for the Sale should be sent to the hall 
to-day, addressed to Mrs. Maclean, “ for W.S.P.U. 
Sale.” Helpers are asked to be in their places at 
2 o’clock to-morrow (Saturday). A demonstration 
t protest against the leaders’ imprisonment will 
be held on Monday night. Amongst the speakers 
will be Miss Lucy Burns, Miss Fraser Smith, Mrs. 
Renny, and Miss Moorhead. Final help in chalk- 
ing and advertising is wanted.

GLASGOW AND west or SCOTLAND. 
Shop and Office 502, Sauchiehall Street.

Tel., 615, Charing Cross. Hon. Org. Sec.—-
Miss F. McPhun. Organiser—Miss
Parker.

Many successful meetings have been held during 
the past weeks—notably the Prisoners’ Supper 
Party, on May 9, when over 170 were present, and 
all the eight prisoners spoke. The following week the 
first meeting inPollokshields Hall was held, when 
Mrs. Pertwee was the speaker. New members were 
enrolled. That week three released prisoners (Mrs. 
Craig, Mrs. Watson, and Mrs. John) made their 
appearance in “Dumbarton at a . Picture- Palace. 
The hall was crowded. Forty minutes was allowed 
for-the-prisoners’ speeches. A great many papers 
were sold, and the manager kindly contributed to 
the । funds. Mrs. Pertwee was the speaker at the 
weekly" At Home on. May 17. These meetings 
werebrought, to a . close, on May 24, when . Mrs. 
A. .“ Welbe spoke at the Charing Cross Halls. 
Arrangements are being completed for a big protest 
meeting in St. Andrews Hall on Monday, June 10; 
at which Miss Sylvia Pankhurst will speak. Mem-.

QUALITY AND VALUE.

ROBERTA MILLS and her Hand- -P— I M - Wrought Leather.
Special designs in Belts, Blotters, Cushions. Leter 

Cases, Book Covers, " Einmeline " Bags (a large and n 
small bag in one. “Christabel" Shopping Bags. 
Satchels as made for Miss EienTerry, etc., etc.

Client: incas carefully carried out.
Apply—7, STANSFIELD ROAD, BRIXTON, S.W.

A perusal of the illustrated catalogue of 
the Goldsmiths and Silversmiths Com any 
— which can be obtained post free from 
112, Regent Street, London, W. — convinces 
one that purchasers of Gem Jewellery and 
Gold and Silver Plate may there obtain the 
utmost value for their money.— [ADvr.]

A WELL-PAID PROFESSION.
A trained Masseuse can earn from 
three to ten guineas per week, and 
cases are often found for pupils. 
To become qualified takes from 
one to three months, and costs 
five guineas. For particulars apply 
personally or by letter to MATRON, 
Harley Institute, 66, Paddington 
Street, W. Telephone, 3685 Pad- ; 
dington.

THE IRISH CITIZEN
ONE PENNY WEEKLY. FIRST NUMBER MAY 25.

, To Claim, for Men and Women Equally,
the Rightsof Citizenship.

BRIGHT, BOLD, BRAINY.
THE IRISH WOMANS SUFFRAGE CHAMPION.

Order from your Newsagent.
DynS: 12, D'OMER STREET.
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISEMENTS.
SPECIAL ANNOUNCEMENTS.

[Property found at W.S.P.U. meetings should be 
sent to Miss Kerr, 4, Clemant’s Inn, W.C.]

LOST PROPERTY.
rgtwo Pairs Spectacles found in No. 
-1. 87, Clement’s Inn. Cases marked. "Curry
and Paxton " and "Clarkson. ‘—Evidently been lost, 
for some time.—Apply. Miss Kerr, 4. Clement’s Inn:

BOARD RESIDENCE, Etc.
A BSOLUTE Privacy, Quietude, and 
Lh. Refinement—At the Strand Imperial Hotel, 

opposite Gaiety Theatre, ladies will find the freshest, 
daintiest, cosiest quarters. Sumptuous bedroom, 

- h. and c. water fitted, breakfast, bath, attendance, 
and lights, from 5s. 6d. En pension, 9s. Finest 
English provisions. ’ Terrace, garden, lounge.— 

■ Phone, Manageress, 4788 Gerrard.
A BEAUTIFUL HOLIDAY HOME (alti- I tude 600ft).—Dean Forest, Severn and Wye 
Valleys. England's finest forest and river scenery. 

.Spacious house; 25 bedrooms; billiard room: bath- 
room. Extensive grounds. Tennis. Conveyances. 
Vegetarians accommodated. - Suffragists welcomed. 
Board residence, 3ls. 6d. to 35s.— Photos, prospectus, 
Chas. Hallam, Littledean House, Newnham. Glos. | 
A PARTMENTS or Board-Residence;

. sitting room, two bedrooms: 30s. weekly, 
bracing health resort; beautiful country; quiet; 
early hours; plain cooking.—Edwards, Whitethorn, 

! Pilmer Road. Crowborough, Sussex. -

BOARD-RESIDENCE for Students,
Visitors to London, and others; very central; 

comfortable home: moderate terms.— Miss Kilbey, 5, 
Guilford Street, Russell Square, W.C.

BOARD-RESIDENCE, superior, from
30s. Close Baker Street Underground and

Tube. Bed and Breakfast 3s. 6d. per day. Tele 
phone 4339 Paddington.—Mrs. Campbell, 5 and 7, 
York Street, Portman Square, W.

RIG HTON.—TITCHFIELD HOUSE,
21, Upper Rock Gardens, off Marine Parade.

Good table. Congenial society. Terms, 25s. to 30s.— 
Mrs. Gray. Member W.S.P.U.

HAMPERY, Switzerland. — English 
familyreceive guests; lovely position, mag- 

nificent scenery, beautiful walks and excursions; 
frs. 6. including afternoon tea.—Chalet Mon Desir. 
(IOMFORTABLE Board-Residence for
-Business Ladies, Teachers, Visitors. (Founded 

by the late Lady Kinnaird.) Convenient trains, 
-omnibuses. Ilighly recommended. Terms from 15s.
Stamp.—Miss Taylor, St. Joln's Hostel, Westbourne < 
Park, London.

TOLK ESTONE. — Trevarra, Bouverie 
Road West. Board-residence. Excellent posi­

tion, close to sea. Leas, and theatre. Separate tables.
■ From two guineas.— Proprietress, Miss Key

(W.S.P.U.)

HAMPSTEAD.-— Board-Residence 
offered to Colonial Medical Men, Students, 

and others, in private, house, near, tube and 
slations.—" Albion," VOTES FOR WOMEN, 4, Clement's 
Inu.

ADY highly recommends Sligachan 
• Hotel, Skye. Beautiful mountain—scenery.

Finest rock-climbing in Great Britain. River, loch, 
and sea-fishing.. Boats, carriages, motors, &e. , 

T ONDON, W.C. (113, Gower Street).— 
- Refined IIOME (ladies). Bed, breakfast, | 
dinner, and full board Sundays (cubicle), from: 

15s. 6d. Rooms, 19s. 6d. Full board, 17s. 6d. to 25s.
Gentlemen from 19s. 6d.

N Heights of Udimore (300ft) near 
Winehelsea. Restful holidays amidst: beauti- 

ful country. Old farmhouse; indoor sanitation; 1 
good table ; delightful gardens; terms moderate.— i 
Ridley. Parsonage Place, Udimore, Rye.

EGENT’S PARK. — Apartments or 
Board; home comforts; every accommoda- 

uton: large, airy rooms; back view of park; ld. , 
‘bus, tube, Oxford Circus.—3, Gloucester Road, N.W.

RESIDENTIAL Club for. Ladies.—
Cubicles from 18s. 6d. per week with board ; : 

rooms 25s. : also by the day.—Mrs. Campbell-Wilkin-; 
son, 49, Weymouth Street, Portland Place, London. |

CANDGATE (1} miles Folkestone, con- 
• 'slant.motor service) ;1 minute station ;‘over- : 
looking sea: board-residence, 255.; bathroom; j ' 
electriclight ; well recommended.—W.S.P.U., 6, ■ 

Sunnyside. heg I.
CUNPR AG ETTES, spend your Holidays 
. “with NLiss Turner, W.S.P.U., "Sea View," 
Victoria Road, Brighton. Nat. Tel., 1702. Out-door 
sleeping raccommoration. Meals in garden when ’ 

weather permits. Terms moderate.
TELEPHONE, Electric Light, Free ’ 
‘— . Baths. Slot-lieu ling Stoves. Co-operative Resi- 
dence and International Ladies’ Club. Extension of , 
premises.—7 and 9, Millman Street, Great Ormond 
Street, W.C.

NORFOLK BROADS. — Wherry fur- 
U nished for six persons. Terms, per week, 
with two attendants and dinghy. June and Septem- 
ber, £9; July and August, £10. Reduction 10s. 
weekly, to members W.S.P.U.— c/o Box 370, VOTES 
FOR WOMEN, 4. Clement’s Inn.

URNBERG.—Small , furnished Flat, 
sunny, central, near Bayreuth; piano; suit 

-one, two ladies. Moderate rent, July, August, Sep- 
tember.—Miss Edgelow, Ludwig Str. 76, Nurnberg. 
ROOMS, furnished andunfurnished;

very quiet.—-12, Cowley Street, Dean’s Yard, 
near Westminster Abbey, S.W.
CT. MARGARETS BAY.—Furnished 
• House, opposite Golf-house; 2 sitting rooms, 4 
bedrooms, bed-dressing-room, - bathroom ; garden, 
tennis, meadow; any period.—Rosebank, St. Mar- 
garet’s Bay.
C EASIDE COTTAGE, near Harlech, 
• North Wales; golf, bathing, mountains ; three 
bedrooms, sitting room, kitchen, pantry, box-attic; 
June, July.— Address, 126, Salisbury Road, Moseley, 
Birmingham.

SOUTH KENSINGTON.—To Let, with 
use of bath and attendance, bed sitting-room 

and dressing room (ladies’ house). Board and use 
of telephone as desired.—" U. S.,” c.o. VOTES FOR 
WOMEN, 4. Clement’s Inn. ,
ITOLET.—Bungalow, Shoreham Beach, 
— the ideal holiday resort; 6 bedrooms, 2 sitting,, 

- kitchen, &c. ; bathing, boating, golf. —Apply, Mem-: 
ber. 18, Wilton Grove, Wimbledon.

O LET. — Large Studio,furnished,
living accommodation, attendance. Soutin 

Kensington. Suit painter or musician. Moderate 
terms.—Apply L., VOTES FOR WOMEN, 4, Clement’s 
Inn.

WO Unfurnished Rooms to let; use of 
garden ; electric light; 9s., with . partial at-- 

tendance; also 5-roomed furnished maisonette, 27s. 
—Apply. L..” 94. Boundary Road, N.W.

ANTED.—Two careful Ladies for
nicely-furnished Flat, from October 1 till 

March 31.—Apply, evening, 19, Wentworth Man- 
sions, Hampstead Heath.

IDDINGTON, ESSEX.—To Let, Fur- 
nished, pretty thatched Cottage, with pictur- 

esque and well-stocked garden. —Six rooms, with . 
small stable and coach-house; 39 miles from London, 
2 miles from Newport Station, and. a. few minutes 
from post -office. Yearly tenant preferred. Terms 
moderate.—Apply, Miss Ridley, Helenscote, Ipswich.

2 - 'WANTED. -=f
EMBER will exchange pretty Fur- 
nished House in Cornwall, close to good seaside 

town (very mild climate and beautiful garden), for 
good -flat in W.O. district.—Lorraine, VOTES FOR 
WOMEN, 4, Clement's Inn.

WO LADLES require, - middle June,
. apartments in bracing country; 2 bedrooms. 1 

sitting, indoor sanitation, shady garden; good 
cooking.— W., 9, Dartmoor Street, Kensington.

ANTED.—A French Family, near
' London, to take charge of two children for 

holidays, and speak French with them.Box 384, 
VOTES FOR WOMEN, 4, Clement’s Inn.

TO LET AND SOLD.

Battersea PARK.—Comfortably-fur- 
nished Flat to let; six rooms; electric light; 

telephone ; magnificent view ;, moderate terms.— 
Apply, Mrs. Bacon, 9, Albany Mansions.

Pharming detached Cottages and 
2 Houses, built in historic park of 500 acres, ad- 
joining magnificent golf course; 25 minutes from 
City: good gardens; prices from £375: easy insta! 
ments: rents from £32.— Write (or call) to-day for 
free illustrated descriptive booklet. House and Cot- 
tage Department. Gidea Park, Ltd., 33, Henrietta 
Street, Strand. W.C.
TOR SALK—Bargain, Exmouth, Devon. 
— shire, attractive residence; verandah, garden; 
south aspect, near sea, golf, &c. Four reception, 
five’ bedrooms, bath.—Apply, Box 348, VOTES FOR 
WOMs, 4. Clement’s Inn.
VURNISHED FLAT.—No. 7, Walden 
J House, High Street, Marylebone. Very con- 
veniently situated. Two bedrooms, sitting-room, 
kitchen, bath-room.—Apply, particulars, Edith 
Dunn, above address.

URNISHED FLAT; end July; 1 sit- 
. ting. 1 bedroom (2 beds), kitchen, bathroom 
(hot water): 30s. per week.—McCombie, 27, Walde- 
mar Avenue Mansions, Fulham.

Hampstead.—Part of Furnished Flat.
Separate kitchen, bath, electric light, gas 

stoves Near tube.—Box 376, VOTES FOR WOMEN, 
Clement's inn. W.C.

DEAL PLACE OF REST.-To Let, in 
— little Country Cottage, 13 miles from London. 
22 from station, rooms for one or two persons. Near 
golf links.Apply, Sister, 36, Romford Road, Strat-

ADY’S Furnished Flat, self-contained ;
very light, 6 rooms ; bracing air; 35s. weekly. ‘ 

Apply Caretaker, 25. Shalimar Gardens, Acton.
{ ARGE ROOM to Let, suitable for Meet- 

. ingi, Ab, Homes, Dances, Lectures. Refresh, 
ments provided.—Apply Alan’s Tea Rooms, 263, Ox. 
ford Street.
T ONDON, W.C.—Six good Rooms; upper

part of house: very centrally situated; every.
separate accommodation.—Apply S., VOTES FOR 
WOMEN, 4, Clement’s Inn, W.C.

PROFESSIONAL & EDUCATIONAL.
A BOOKBINDING GLASS is held, under 
- the direction of Alfred de Sauty, three morn- 
ings weekly.- Workshop open for practice daily.— 
30, Glebe Place, Chelsea.

DA ‘MOORE gives lessons in Singing 
and Voice Production. Diction a speciality.

West End Studio. Visits Brighton on Tuesdays.— 
Address. 106, Beaufort Mansions, London.
A SCIENTIFIC TRAINING (residential I or non-residential) in cookery, laundry-work, 

housewifery, and upholstery, given by diplomaed 
teachers at St. Martha’s College, 4, Chichester Street, 
Westminster.
‘ A URIOL.’— Private School. Class for
I girls, and boys’preparatory. Music and Art 

a speciality.—Write for appointment to Miss Geere, 
137a, High Street, Kensington.
(IO-OPERATIVE HOUSEKEEPING for 
— workers; literary, artistic, musical; Suf- 
fragettes welcome; communal aims: beauty, sim- 
plicity, order, rhythm; .individual freedom ; ex- 
perienced vegetarian catering; from 30s. inclusive. 
—Write, or call _(by. appointment). Miss S., 37, 
Montpelier Rise, Golder’s Green, N.W.

ARY W ORK.-—Five weeks’ course for
Students begins July 9. Certificated instruc- 

tress. Write: prospectus.—Lovegrove’s Dairy, Chec— 
kendon, Reading. ■

ELSARTE —Miss Mary Lindsay gives 

lessons in Physical Culture on Delsarte prin- 
ciples.. For health, grace, and expression. Invalu- 
able to artists and speakers.— 60. Berners Street, W..

RAWING AND PAINTING CLASSES.
Two lessons weekly, of 2 hours, for term of 

10 weeks, 14 guineas.— L., Studio, 1, Eldon Road, 
Kensington.

Experienced LADY secretary, 
with organising ability and judgment, is pre-- 

pared to undertake secretarial work, bookkeeping, 
typing, duplicating, and translating.—" S.," c/o 
Yorks Agency, 32, Great Tower Street, E.O.

GOD’S WORD TO WOMEN has never
been a word of disapproval and suppression..

The Bible encourages the development of woman 
and stands for her perfect equality with man, in 
spite of the teachings to the contrary. Do you wish 
to equip yourself for meeting the arguments of those 
who attempt, with sacrilegious hands, to throw the 
Bible in the way of woman’s progress ? .Do you wish ■ 
to know WHERE and HOW they mistranslate and 
misrepresent it ? Send 7d. for101 Questions 
Answered, a Woman’s Catechism, prepared purposely 
to solve your perplexities.— Katharine Bushnell, 
Hawarden. Chester.

LOVEGROVE’S Dairy and Poultry'
Farms, under separate management and quali. / 

fled instructors. Practical education in either or 
both subjects. Particulars ion application.—-Miss 
Lelacheur, Chechenden, Reading, Poultry-keeping 
short course commences June 4.

MRS. MARY LAYTON, F.R.C.O. (Hon.
Organist to the W.S.P.U.). Voice Culture 

for Singers and Speakers. Private Lessons in 
Singing. Singing Classes and Ladies’ Choir. Please 
note change of address to ‘ The Chilet,” 2, Fulham ' 
Park Road. S.W.
POULTRY FAR M.—Vacancy for

Students; variety of breeds stocked; utility 
and exhibition.—M. and F. Spong, The Felbridge 
Poultry Farm, East Grinstead.
PRIVATE NURSING HOME, Central 
- London; medical, surgical, and maternity; | 
fully-trained nurses. References and particulars 
on application. Personally recommended by Mrs. 
Pankhurst. There is also a vacancy for a permanent - 
patient. Terms by arrangement.— Box :340, VOTES 
FOR WOMEN, 4, Clement’s Inn.

E HEALTH CENTRE, 122, Vic.
toria Street, S.W.—Perfect health by natural 

means through vital electricity. Hours: 10,30 a.m. 
to 1 p.m.; 2.30 p.m. to 5 p.m. Saturdays excepted. 
Physical Diagnosis by Qualified Medical Men, and 
Diagnosis by Mrs. Mary Davies. Enquiries relating 
to treatment answered, free of charge. Enclose j 
stamped envelope if written reply required. Lec. 
tures. Physical Culture, and Concentration Classes 
are held at " The Health Centre.”

O SUFFRAGIST SPEAKERS.—Miss
ROSA LEO. lionorary Instructor in Voice Pro- 

duction and -Public Speaking to the W.S.P.U. 
Speakers’Class, requests those desirous of joining 
her private classes or taking private lessons to com- 
municate with her by letter to 45, Ashworth Man: 
sions. Elgin Avenue, W. Separate classes for men. 
Mr. Israel Zangwill writes :— Thanis to your teach- 

ings, I spoke nearly an hour at the Albert Hall with 
outweariness. -. . . while my voice carried to 
every part of the hall."

A TRAVEL, - tsma) 

(IONDUCTED TOURS.—June 18. Rhone 
. Valley. Lucerne, Interlaken, Normandy, Tour, 
nine. Chateaux. July: Denmark, Sweden, Finland. 
Russia. Three weeks, 25 guineas.— Women’s Inter- 
national: League. 199. Victoria Street, London. -

BUSINESS, Etc.

A DVERTISEMENTS inserted inall 
1 PUBLICATIONS, HOME and COLONIAL, at 
lowest office list rales.—S. THROWER, ADVERTIS­
ING AGENT, 20. IMPERIAL BUILDINGS, LUDGATE 
CIRCUS. LONDON. E.C. Established at this office 
nearly 30 years. Phone: 562 Central.
(ENTLEWOMAN (Patrzd. by Royalty), 
“ who has had 30 years’ experience in profes- 
sional, financial, and legal work, is prepared to 
assist spinsters and widows troubled by the in- 
tricacies of business matters.—" Expert," c/o Yorks 
Agency, 32, Great Tower Street. E.C.

SITUATIONS WANTED.
(IOMPANION, willing to help with 
. Suffragework, &c.; country; member 
W.S.P.U.; age 35; cyclist; small salary.— Box 364, 
VOTES FOR WOMEN, 4, Clement’s Inn, W.C. - 
(IONSCIENCE BEFORE WEALTH.— 
C Young Man (27), now holding good post at 
salary of £200. desires work in connection with 
Politics, Social Service, Women’s. Movement, or 

Trade Union, as organiser, or in any other capacity 
where zeal for real social reform would be appre- 
ciated. Convincing public speaker: thoroughly con- 
scientious and hard worker. Advertiser invites 
strictest investigation of past record and character, 
and is prepared to lose money for the sake of his. 
convictions.— Write Box No. 390, VOTES FOR WOMEN, 
4, Clemen t‘s Inn.

ADY, qualified, wants engagements; 
good plain cook; would train maid or would 

take orders: home-made oakes: lists; prices for-’ 
warded.—Bullock, Jesus Lane, Cambridge.

EMBER requires Post as Secretary or 
Verbatim Reporter. Many years’ experience. 

Shorthand, 170-180.—X. L., VOrEs FOR WOMEN, 4,. 
Clement’s Inn, W.C.

OST desired, soon, as Companion- 
Secretary or Housekeeper. Member W.S.P.U. 

—Box 388, VOTES FOR WOMEN, 4, . Clement’s Inn, 
Strand.
[o NURSING HOMES and others.— 
L Fully-trained Hospital Nurse and Masseuse, 
wants post for daily visiting, nursing, or massage. 
Member of W.S.P.U.—Apply Advertiser, 44, Spring-- 
field Road, N.W.

RAINED NURSE, member W.S.P.U., 
L at present disengaged; medical or maternity ; 

willing to travel—Box 254, VOTES FOR WOMEN, 4. 
Clement’s Inn. W.C.

PHOLSTERY Work wan ted by experi- 
enced upholsteress; curtains, loose covers, &c.

3s. per day and fares.—Mias Burry, 7, Archibald 
Road, Tufnell Park, N.
VOUNG LADY desires post as useful 
-L Companion, daily or otherwise; would under- 

take charge of child: good experience.—F. 
Le-Blancq, 21, Southdean Gardens,Wimbledon

_______ ELECTROLYSIS, Etc.
A NTISEPTIC ELECTROLYSIS scien- 

tifieally and effectually performed. It is the 
only verncent cure for Superfluous Hair. Highest 
medical references. Special terms to those engaged 
in teaching, clerical work, &c. Consultation free.— 
Miss Marion Lindsay. 35, Cambridge Place, Norfolk 
Square, W. Telephone : 337 Mayfair.

ELECTROLYSIS and Face Massage slil- 
— fully performed; also expert Lessons. Certifi- 
cates given. Special terms to nurses.— Address, 
Miss Theakston. 65, Great Portland Street, W.

HAIR DESTROYER.—James’ Depila- 
- tory instantly removes superfluous hairs from 
the face, neck, or arms, without injury to the skin. 
Of most chemists, or free from observation, post free 
on receipt of postal, order for 1s. 3d., 2s. 9d., or 5s.- 
Mrs. V. James, 268, Caledonian Road, London, N.
HYGIENIC Hair Treatment. Scientific 
— brushing and head massage; herbal shampoo. 
Entire care of ladies’ hair undertaken. Moderate 
charges Marcelle, 14. Sloane Street. 5668 Victoria.

GARDENING.
(ARDENING for Health. Ladies re- 
. ceived; charming country residence i elevated 
Situation, open-air life: competent instruction: 
individual consideration.—Peake, Udimore, Rye.

POULTRY AND PROVISIONS.

HOME-MADE CAKES and CHOCO-
LATES.—Iced Orange Cake. 1s. 9d.; Black 

Chocolate Cake, Is. 9d.; Sample Box Dainty After, 
noon Tea Cakes, 2s. 6d.; Chocolates (assorted), IIb, 
25,11b,/3s. 6d.. Post free, receipt P.O. Cakes and 
confectionery in the colours for At Homes, Bazaars. 
<e- Edith Woollan, 125, Walin Lane, Oricklewood. 
POULTRY and GAME BARGAINS.— 
— All goods sent carriage paid throughout the 
Kingdom.. Satisfaction guaranteed.

Two roasting chickens .....................   5a.
One guinea fowl and two partridges ......... 55. 
One roasting chicken and one guinea fowl.... 53. 
Ane roasting fowl and six pigeons (for pies) .. 5s. 6d. 
TWO white grouse and two partridges ...........  53. 6d.
One guinea fowl, one white grouse, and one a 

partridge ..........................................   53. 60
SHAW and SON, POULTRY SPECIALISTS. 
80, MA RCHMONT STREET, LONDON, W.C.

MISCELLANEOUS.

BLOUSES.BLOUSES, BLOUSES, —8 LVSES.ny number of Cast-off Blouse, 
wanted. The extreme value remitted.—MissKate 
Cutler, 24, Sunninghill Road, St. John’s, Lewisham 
RROADWOOD Piano, fine tone and con- 
a dition, 12 guineas: very great bargain. —Also 
Simplex piano player, slightly, used; great barguin.

11, Parkhurst Road. Holloway, N. “"
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SITUATIONS VACANT.
| ADY NURSE wanted, middle June, 
i near Newcastleon Tyne: one babyown nur 
series; salary, £26 £28 ; gentlewoman essential : 
some experience: age 25-30.— Box 386, VOTES FOR 
WOSEN, 4, Clement’s Inn.
W ANTED, summer, reliable Woman, do 

VY entire work, cottage, Yorkshire Moors. One 
lady. Widow with child not objected, to. Gentle- 
woman preferred for companionship—J. Kayalami, 
Windsor Road, Parkstone, Dorset.

JEWELLERY.
HY Keep Useless Jewellery? The 

large London market enables - Robinson 
Brothers, of 5. llampstead Rond, London, W., and 127, 
Fenchurch Street. E.C., to give the best prices for 
Gold. Silver, Platinum, Diamonds, Pearls. Emeralds. ; 
Silver Plate, Antiques. Old Teeth. &c. in any form, 
condition, or quantitylicensed valuers and ap 
praisers. Telephone: 2036 North. All parcels offer 
or cash by return of post.

LAUNDRY.

A MODEL LAUNDRY.—Family work a I speciality. Dainty fabrics of every description 
treated with special care. : Flannels and silks 
washed in distilled water. No chemicals used. Best 
labour only employed. Prompt collections ; prompt 
deliveries.—Bullens, Cressy House Laundry, Rey- 
nolds Road, Acton Green. W.

OLD OAK FARM LAUNDRY. 3, Bloem- 
fontein Avenue, Shepherd’s Bush, W. Tel.:

494 Chiswick.
' Brilliant Testimonials from new customers:—'

“ Highbury, N., March 15. 1912. .
“I am very pleased with way my washing is 
done."

“ Baron's Court Road, March 25. 1912.
“ Mrs. H. is very pleased with washing (after six 

weeks)."
" Portman Square. March 14. 1912.

" The Baroness is very pleased with the way you 
are doing and getting up the linen." - '

Mrs. Purdy. M.W.S.P.U.. Manageress.
Originals forwarded if required. -5.

DRESSMAKING. Etc.

Dressmaker (Suffragette) with wide 
experience in cutting, fitting, and remodelling 

(best work only), visits ladies’ residences. Highest 
testimonials. Terms, 7s. 6d. per day.—Apply Box 
898, VOTES FOR WOMEN Office, 4, Clement’s Inn, 
Strand, W.C.

Dressmaking.—Excellence of cut and 
fit guaranteed, with French chic and style, at 

very moderate prices. Highest : references.— Pat. 
ricia.” Court Dressmaker, 39, Hereford Road, West- 
bourne Grove, W.

ADIES’ Costumes, Blouses, Under- 
clothes, &c., wanted. Utmost value given for 

all parcels received.—Miss Tolkein, Dress Exchange 
1, Station Buildings, W. Croydon.
MAISON Remond, Ladies’ Tailors, 11, 
-L Pollen Street, Hanover Square, W. Recom. 
mends his latest—Paris styles in costumes from £3 
up. Remodelling of old costumes for moderate 
charges. Send a card for his Paris models and pat. 
terns.
MILLINERY.—To Ladies. Hats and 
— Toques renovated from 5s. A smart selection 
of Spring Millinery now on show. Moderate prices. 
—Miss Angus, at Robarts and Geen, 4, Conduit
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Eor du. stamps we post you sufficient of 
finger Nail Polish to last two months, lease give 
T5, a trial. You will never regret it, because it is 
voth hygenic and necessary for one who has the 
east pretensions to good taste and cultured hands. 

We are certain if you try a 3d. sample you wili 
1. NEW SouTHXSXTEFN"I BELYOI AND CO.,

: our Magio 
Please give

|)RINK SALUTA RIS. Health-giving 
— Table Water.. Distilled. Absolutely pure and 
free from all microbes; Aerated or Still. Unrivalled 
for gout and rheumatism. Ask your grocer or write 
palutaris Company, 236. Fulham Road, London S W 
(mentioning this advert). . Z
TISH.—The Quality Fish Supply Co. 
— (ept T) Aberdeen, will send by rail or post, 
carriage paid. Prepared for Cooking, 61b-(or larger 
quantities at, proportionate prices), of the Finest, 
Sraebess; —lost Nutritious Fish, on receipt of postal

HAIR FALLING OFF.—Lady who lost 
- nearly all hers, and has now strong heave 
growth sends particulars to anyone enclosing 
stamped addressed envelope.——Miss V: w “Piet, 
Glendower, Shanklin. '

AVE YOUR OWN BOOKPLATE — 
We can design and engrave a bookplate to in. 

corporate your own ideas, crest, motto. &c. Artistic 
and original work, from 17s. 6d. Marvellous value 
Specimens sent free.—Henry K. Ward, 49, G+. Pont, 
land Street, London, W.

AY FEVER guaranteed to be cured
and prevented by Creme Dehne.— Apply for

asrro 0 to Roborat, Limited, 23, Cloth Fair, Lon- 
KNITTED CORSETS—New invention 

co. norlnrgalzakh!e- Lists irec.-Write, Knitted Corset 

T OTION CYCLAMEN cannot be equalled 
-Li for beautifying and softening the complexion. 
It is‘ speciallyprepared by Madame Decima for 
sensitive and delicate, skins, removing and eleansing 
all impurities. By daily use the skin becomes ex. 
qus tely clear and youthful. Bortles. 29. 64. ana 5, 
— Decima, 72A, Regent Street, London.”

()LD FALSE TEETH.—We give highest 
V possible prices for above. Offers made: if un. 

accepted, teeth, returned. Dealers in old gola or 
silver in any form. Bankers’ references. Straight, 
porvard dealing. Woodfall and Company, South-

E MN A NT BARGAIN!—Genuine
White Art Irish Linen. Big pieces," suitable 

for making Teacloths, Traycloths, D’Oyleys. &e 
2s. bd. per bundle. Postage 4d. Irish Linen 
Catalogue Free—Write, Hutton’s, 167, Larne, Ire- 

OILVERCREAM Silver Plate Polish. 
P Invaluable to Housekeepers. Perfectly harm, 
less. No dust, no dirt, no evaporation. In tubes 
6d., post free 7d.—Silver Cream Co., 382, York Road 
London, N., or of the Suffragist shops, chemists, 
• CPIRELLA ” CORSETS. — Guaran-

P teed unbreakable ; not, sold i n shops: ever, 
figure suited expert fitting; selection by trained - 
corsetiere (suffragette).—Queensferry Chambers, 10 
Queensferry Street, Edinburgh. ■

TWO charming Pomeranians, six
months old, fine pedigree, male and female 

shaded sable; very affectionate; parents registered 
with Kennel Club: price reasonable.— Hensley, Fov. ' 
combe Hill, Oxford.
TTNSHRINKABLE SUMMER UNDEP. 
V WEAR is best bought -direct from the mills.

Fit and satisfaction guaranteed.— Write for Free 
Book, with full instructions for ordering, to Dept. 
“ S,” Atheenic Mills, Hawick, Scotland.
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