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The Great Demonstration against
Woman Suffrage.

THE great Demonstration has been held, 1 and the Woman Suffrage bubble has 
been pricked.

For a long time the advocates of the 
enfranchisement of women were allowed 
their own way. It was difficult for the 
nation to realise that their proposals would 
be taken seriously, still less that these would 
come within measurable reach of adoption. 
The movement was given a free course, 
and the fullest advantage of its opportunities 
was taken. Only one side of the question 
— and that inaccurate -—• was presented. 
Few people deemed it necessary to enter into 
an elaborate refutation of the claims or 
statements of the Suffragists, and indifference 
or ignorance inevitably lapsed either into 
contemptuous tolerance or thoughtless ac- 
quiescence. Not until it was found that, 
in the words of the Lord Chancellor, promises 
were being wrung by private pressure brought 
to bear upon distracted candidates at the 
crucial moment of a Parliamentary election, 
was the full significance of the danger 
threatening the country brought home to 
thinking people-.

It was realised that steps must be taken, 
to prevent the nation from being led blind- 
folded to its own undoing—and the National 
League for Opposing Woman Suffrage 
resulted.

The object of the League has been three- 
fold : To combat the claims of the Suffragists 
by disseminating knowledge of the subject; 
to inquire whether there was any large body 
of opinion among the electorate or among 
women for the Parliamentary vote; and 
to draw attention to the spheres already 
in existence where woman’s rights of citizen­
ship and service could find the fullest 
expression, and were, indeed, most urgently 
needed. This campaign has been carried 
on throughout the country, and the great 
Demonstration at the Albert Hall on Wednes­
day, February 28th, formed a fitting climax 
to a series of meetings held in other parts 
of the kingdom.

No sooner had the League established the 
fact that there was no demand for Woman 
Suffrage on the part of the majority either 
of the electorate or of women, than the 
Suffragists found it necessary to change their 
tactics. To leave the question to the sober 
judgment of the nation would be fatal to 
their claims, and they grasped eagerly at the 
opportunity of profiting by the disorganisation 
of parties in order to rush their scheme through 
Parliament. In this outrageous device they 
have secured powerful support; and the 
country is rapidly approaching the moment

when the attempt will be made to snatch a 
decision of the House of Commons on a 
suffrage measure, and subsequently to pass 
it over the head of the House of Lords, 
without allowing the opinion or wishes of the 
nation to be heard.

An appreciation of the gravity of the issue 
possessed the great meeting in the Albert Hall 
on Wednesday night. That vast audience— 
a moiety only of those who had been anxious - 
tp attend—meant business. It wanted no 
rhetorical fireworks from the speakers; it 
would brook no encroachments upon the 
decencies of debate. This business-like spirit 
took by surprise those who had been led to 
believe that capacity for disorder was the 
only qualification for government. The first 
offender contrived to utter four words, and 
his place knew him no more. There was a 
minimum of effort on the part of those who 
were charged with the maintenance of order, 
but their determination was not lost upon 
would-be offenders. One other disturber 
made an equally vain attempt, and by this 
time there, was ample evidence that the 
several hundred stewards distributed through- 
out the building had been requisitioned to 
some purpose. Succeeding speakers were 
free from interruption, until it came to the 
turn of Mr. Lewis Harcourt. Then the obliga­
tions of Suffragette vows proved too strong ; 
three female forms momentarily acquired 
undue prominence, and then three more seats 
were vacant. When the resolution was put 
from the Chair, the shouts of several score 
of opponents were evidence that Suffragists 
had been duly represented ; but order had 
been maintained. The meeting was not only 
a successful vindication of the strength of 
opinion against Woman Suffrage — it was 
also a triumph of organisation.

No one of the 9,000 people present could 
have failed to be struck by the contrast 
between this Anti-Suffrage meeting and 
the Suffrage meeting that had been held in 
the same hall on the previous Friday. The 
difference between the conduct of the two 
audiences was in keeping with the total 
dissimilarity of the speeches from the plat­
form. On the Friday, as Suffragist argu­
ments no longer hold water, there was only 
scope for declamation, and a perfervid 
appeal for closing up Suffragist ranks in 
order to cheat the democracy. On Wednes­
day the cause of withholding the suffrage 
from women was set forth in eloquent and 
reasoned phrases, full of unanswerable 
argument. Nor was it possible to ignore 
the significance of the composition of that 
notable gathering. In addition to the names

of those who carry the greatest weight in 
the political world on both sides of Parlia­
ment, the Clergy, the Army and Navy, 
education, commerce, the manufacturing 
and other important interests were, in the 
words of the Chairman, all represented by 
men many of whose names were known not 
only throughout the length and breadth of 
the United Kingdom, but in Greater Britain 
beyond the seas. They were there not for 
party purposes, not to create a fictitious 
semblance of popular approval for a cause 
that they would not venture to submit to 
the popular vote, not to elaborate a scheme 
for hoodwinking the country; but they 
were there to champion a principle fraught 
with the significance of life or death to the 
nation at large. The clear, deliberate 
utterances of the Lord Chancellor, no less 
than the impassioned eloquence of Lord 
Curzon, aroused continued rounds of ap- 
plause. It was, however, left to Miss Violet 
Markham, with her incisive analysis of the 
two causes. Suffrage and Anti-Suffrage, 
to stir that assembly to its highest pitch of 
enthusiasm. A more telling exposition, 
uttered with the eloquence of whole-hearted 
sincerity, could hardly be imagined. It 
was a great speech, worthy of a great 
occasion.

Long before the hour fixed for the opening 
of the meeting, the Albert Hall had filled up, 
and by the time Lord Cromer and his prin- 
cipal supporters on the Speakers’ platform 
filed through the middle of that vast con- 
course, every available seat in the building 
was occupied. The Anti-Suffrage colours 
that were extended across the back of the 
huge, sloped platform threw into relief the 
serried lines of human beings, while the long 
white line of " stewardesses,” who, after 
their activities before the meeting, had taken 
their seats on the last row but one of the 
platform, afforded a striking break in the 
general sombre effect of a political gathering. 
Mr. H. L. Balfour presided at the organ, and 
his rendering of each item of the musical 
programme was received with applause. 
During the speeches there were only five 
or six attempts at interruption, though 
occasionally a mild “ hear, hear,” when a 
Suffragist statement was quoted to give 
point to an argument, indicated the pre- 
sence of the " other side." The speakers 
were followed with the closest attention, 
and the high level of intelligent argument 
maintained in the speeches was thoroughly 
appreciated by the audience.
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THE following were among those who 
occupied seats on the platform :—

Lord Cromer, the Lord Chancellor, Lord 
Curzon, the Right Hon. Lewis Harcourt, 
M.P., and Mrs. Harcourt, the Right Hon. 
Austen. Chamberlain, M.P., the Right Hon. 
F. E. Smith, M.P., Miss Violet Markham, 
Mrs. Humphry Ward, Mr. Arnold Ward, 
M.P., The Right Hon. J. A. Pease, M.P., Lord 
Roberts, the Right Hon. J. B. Seely, M.P., 
Viscount Peel, the Right Hon. Henry Chaplin, 
M.P., Lord St. Aldwyn, the Duke of Norfolk, 
the Right Hon. Reginald McKenna. M.P., 
Lord Midleton, Mr. George Lambert, M.P., 
Sir Edward Clarke, K.C., Lord Eversley, 
Lord Ashbourne, Lord Balfour of Burleigh, 
Lord Rothschild, Duke of Devonshire, Lady 
Loreburn, Mr. J. W. Hills, M.P., Lady 
Sheffield, Lord Sheffield, Sir William Crookes, 
Lady Headfort, Mrs. Fredk. Harrison, 
Mr. Fredk. Harrison. Lord Balcarres, Mrs. 
Jack Pease, Sir William Anson, Mr. John 
Massie, Mrs. G. A. Hardy, Mr. G. A. Hardy, 
Mr. J. W. Cleland, Mr. Fred Maddison, 
Sir Rose Bradford, the Hon. Arthur Eliot, 
Viscount Allendale, Lady Robson, Colonel le 
Roy Lewis, Duchess of Montrose, Lord 
Ashby St. Ledgers, Mary, Lady Ilchester, 
Sir David Gill, Mrs. Raymond Asquith, 1 
Mr. Raymond , Asquith, Lord Atkinson, 
Mrs. J. E. B. Seely, Canon Henson, Mrs. 
McKenna, Mr. A. MacCallum Scott, M.P., 
Mr. H. Bleasby, Major Sir A. Biggs, Pre- . 
bendary Wace, Sir William Ramsay, the 
.Master of University College, Oxford, Lord 
Errington, Mr. Baring, Mr. W. C. G. Glad- 
stone, M.P., Mr. Neil Primrose, M.P., Miss 
.Strachey, Mr. St. Loe Strachey, Lord Durham, 
Lady Granard, Lord Granard, Lord Des- 
borough. Lord Harris, Lord Macdonnell, 
Lord Shaftesbury, Lord Glenconnell, Lord 
Hollenden, Lady Haversham, Lord Havers- 
ham, Mr. Henry James, Lady Reid, Sir 
James Reid, Dr. Latham, Lord Fortescue, 
Lady Fortescue, Lord Hastings, Major the 
Hon. H. Guest, M.P., Lady Desart, Lord 
Desart, Earl of Leicester, Lord Glentane, 
Lord Colebrooke, Lord Herschell, Lord 
Muncaster, Lord Welby, Lord Heneage, 
Lord Nunburnholme, Dr. Pelliett, Lord 
Reay, Lord Redesdale, Lord Robertson, 
the Hon. Mrs. Henry Guest, Lord Ampthill, 
Lady Beatrice Thynne, the Hon. W. F. D. 

- Smith, Lady Griselda Cheape, Admiral 
Fremantle, Lady Fremantle, Lord Longford, 
Mr. S. Coke, Mrs. S. Coke, Col. Ivor Herbert, 
Lady Simon, Lady Dunmore, Lord Dun- 

- more, Mr. H. J. Graig, M.P., Mr. Lane-Fox, 
M.P., Mr. Harold Baker, M.P., Mr. J. F. L. 
Brunner, M.P., Mr. J. Annan Bryce, M.P., 
Lord Edmund Talbot, M.P., Lord Walde- 
grave, Mrs. Somerville, the Hon. Agar 
Robartes, M.P., Lady Tree, Sir John Barrail, 
M.P., Lord Kerry, M.P., Sir Charles Henry, 
M.P., Mr. Halsey, Sir Maurice Levy, M.P., 
Mr. Evelyn Cecil, M.P., Lord Ashton of Hyde, 
Lord Claud Hamilton, Sir John Dewar, 

. M.P., Sir Clarendon Hyde, Lady Hyde, 
Sir Herbert Raphael, M.P., Professor P., 
Chalmers Mitchell, Lady Priestley, M.P., 
General Bradshaw, Mr. A. A. Tobin, K.C., 

• M.P., Sir Compton Rickett, M.P., Mrs. P. A. 
, Molteno, Mr. P. A. Molteno, M.P., the 
Hon. Chas. Lawrence, Hon. W. Peel, M.P., 

. Sir A. Williamson, M.P., Mr. L. W. J. 
Costello, M.A., M.P., Sir D. Ford Goddard, 

. M.P., Mr. Arthur Soames, M.P., Professor 
| Gardner, Mr. Heber Hart, Mr. Wm. Young, 

M.P., the Hon.. Edward Wood, M.P., Mr. 
Charles Mills, M.P., Mrs. A. Balfour, Mr. A. 
Balfour, Colonel Bathurst, Mrs. Bathurst,

Mr. Burdett Coutts, M.P., Lord Valentia, 
M.P., Sir Hugh Bell, Miss Bell, Lord Mont- 
eagle, Lord Zouche, Lord Wolverton, Lady 
William Seymour, Lady Ernest Seymour, 
Lady Price, Mrs. Romer, Lord Hylton, 
Lady Hargreave Brown, Lord Winterton, 
M.P., Sir George Agnew, Lord Helmsley, M.P., 
Lady Helmsley, Sir F. Banbury, M.P., 
Sir Robert Buckell, Mr. Rowland Barran, 
M.P., Mr. J. Cathcart Wason, M.P., Mrs. 
Cathcart Wason, Mr. Edmund Gosse, Sir 
Edward Sterne. Mr. L. de Rothschild, M.P., 
Mr. E. F. Mohler, K.C., Rev. C. R. Hudson, 
Mr. J. F. P. Rawlinson, K.C., Mr. W. J. 
Macan, Mr. Stuart Samuel, M.P., Captain 
Henry de Montmorency, Mr. Angus Hambro, 
M.P., Mr. H. J. Mackinder, M.P., Sir John 
Wolfe Barry, Mr. Harold Russell, Lady 
Victoria Russell, Sir William Corry, Sir 
Johnson Ferguson, Captain Weigall, M.P., 
Mr. Harold Smith, M.P., Sir Cuthbert Quiltei, 
Mrs. Rupert Gwynne, Mr. Rupert Gwynne, 
Lady Durning Lawrence, Miss Durning 
Lawrence, Sir Edward Durning Lawrence, 
Sir Alexander Henderson, Lord Killanin, 
Hon. Gervase Beckett, M.P.. Sir Aston Webb, 
Mr. Blomfield, Mrs. Blomfield, Mr. George 
Lloyd, M.P., Mrs. Gershom Stewart, Mr. 
Gershom Stewart, M.P., Mr. J. G. Butcher, 
M.P., Sir Lionel Spencer, Colonel John 
Rutherford, M.P., Lady Spencer, Hon. 
Mrs. Peel, Hon. J. Parker Smith., Mr. W. A. 
Mount, M.P., Lady Aston Webb, Mr. W. R. 
Campion, Mr. John Gator, Mr. W. Fraser, 
Mr. J. A. Stirling, Mrs. J. A. Stirling, Mr. 
Edward Fielden, Lady Barnes, Sir Hugh 
Barnes, Mrs. Thomson, Mr. W. Finlay, Mr. 
Hobhouse, Mr. Lewis Coward, K.C., Mrs. 
Potter, Mrs. St. John Hankin, Sir Bryan 
Donkin, Mr. J. E. Allen, Sir Charles Ryan, Mrs. 
Percy Thomas, Mr. Rhys Williams, Mr. Lockett 
Agnew, Mr. Abel Ram, K.C., Mr. C. Grenfell, 
Mr. Maurice Glyn, Dr. Spencer, Mr. Howard 
Morley, Mrs. Howard Morley, Mr. W. S. 
Rawlinson, Mrs. Lawrence, Mr. Walter 
Cunliffe, Mr. Potters, Mr. Fred Maddison, 
Mr. IT. Puckle, Mr. Brember, Mr. W. T. H. 
Bradley, Mr. A. A. Banmann, Mr. J. K. 
Javid, Miss A. F. Billington, Mr. Belfort 
Bax, Mr. E. B. Gould, Mrs. E. B. Gould, 
Mr. F. Wyatt, Mrs. Taylor Whitehead, Mr. F. 
C. Hyland, Miss Hall, Sir William Ramsay, 
Mr. E. W. Binckes, Hon. M. Cortland 
Thomson, Mr. Harold G. Craven, Mr. H. 
Batterton, Mrs. Bethell, Hampstead Com- 
mittee. Miss M. Kenyon, Mr. Stuart Moore, 
Mrs. Stuart Moore, Mr. Andrew Taylor, 
Mr. Ford Brown, Mrs. Ford Brown, Mr. A. 
H. Brown. Mr. W. Gregory, Mr. M. W. J. 
Williams, Mrs. M. W. J. Williams, Mr. W. R. 
Prior, Mr. C. Clarice, Mr. C. Sidney Giddins, 
Mrs. Sidney Giddins, Mr. C. J. Cawood, 
Mrs. C. J. Cawood, Mr. Horatio Myer, Mr. A. 
E. Moore, Mrs. Hewitt, Mr. T. Atholl Robert- 
son, Mrs. Atholl Robertson, Mr. A. T. King, 
Mr. Edward Currie, Mrs. Harold Norris, 

i Mrs. Greatbatch, Mr. A. M. Stewart, Mr. M. 
H. Truelove, Mr. A. Hastings Gear, Hon. 
Mrs. Grosvenor, Sir Walter Lawrence, Lady 
Lawrence, Mr. David Davies, M.P., Mr. 
James Baker, Miss Pott, Mr. T. L. Price, 
Sir Ernest Schiff, Miss Phyllis Broughton, 
Mrs. Synge Hutchinson, Dr. Douglas Cow- 
burn, Mrs. Cowburn, Mr. J. H. Gwyth, 
Mrs. Gwyth, Mr. Alfred Brewer, Mrs. Brewer, 
Mr. R. Mudie Smith, Mrs. Mudie Smith, 
Mr. J. P. R. Lyell, Mrs. Lyell, Mr. Arthur 
J. Collett, Mr. Walter Wethered, Miss W. M. 
Evans, Mr. C. H. Arunde, Mr. J. Dane 
McEwen, Mrs. A. P. Blake, Mr. G. Huderson, 
Mr. D. A. Munro, Miss Jessie Cress, Dr. Max

Wischer, Mrs. Hunter Walker, Mr. F. W. 
Howells, Miss A. E. Brahams, Mrs. Dumbar, 
Miss Tuniwills, MissHeyes, Mrs. Forbes, 
Mr. Foils, Mr. J. O. Cohen, Mrs. H. Green­
wood, Mr. H. Cockburn, Mr. Ford, Mrs. 
Ford, Mr. P. Bruce Seare. Mr. A. Wenyon 
Samuel, Mr. S. Hopkins, Mr. E. H. Bowden, 
Miss A. V. Salter, Mr. H. Budd, Mr. John 
Stuart, Dr. Alex. Sanaison, Mr. G. M. A. 
Spence, Mr. W. A. Prince, Mrs. Beauford, 
Mr. — Fitzgerald, Mr. H. Benson, Mr. J. 
Mark, Mr. H. Manton, Mr. Walter Sutton, 
Mr. R. J. Snell, Miss Gauntlett.

PARTY LEADERS AND THE 
QUESTION.

At the outset, Lord Cromer said: My 
lords, ladies and gentlemen. Before com­
mencing the proceedings this evening I will, 
with your permission, read one or two 
interesting letters and telegrams which I 
have received. The first is from the Prime 
Minister, Mr. Asquith. (Cheers.) Mr. Asquith 
writes to me:—

“ DEAR Lord CROMER,
“ I hold, as I have always held, that in 

this country the grant of the Parliamentary 
Suffrage to women would | be a grave 
political mistake. I hope that public 
opinion in this matter may find free and 
full expression.

“ Yours sincerely,
" (Signed)' H. H. Asquith.”

The next letter which I will read is from 
Lord Lansdowne. (Cheers.) Lord Lansdowne 
writes to me :■—

“ My Dear CROMER,
‘ I am sorry to be unable -to attend your 

meeting on the 28th. I am, as you are 
aware, heartily in sympathy with your, 
view on the question of Woman Suffrage. 
I am, indeed, in complete agreement with 
the Prime Minister’s opinion that to grant 
the Parliamentary Franchise to women in 
this country would be ‘ a political mistake 
of a very disastrous kind.’ It would, to 
my mind, be intolerable that a measure 
so profoundly disturbing our present 
representative system should become law 
until the electors have had the fullest 
opportunity of passing judgment upon it. 

" I wish your meeting all possible success.
“ Yours sincerely,

" (Signed) Lansdowne."
I will now read you a telegram from Mr. 
Joseph Chamberlain-(cheers)—whose son, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain, is sitting on the 
platform beside me. (Cheers.) Mr. Chamber- 
lain telegraphs —

“ Earl of Cromer,
“ I am sorry that under present circum­

stances I cannot take part in the agitation 
against Women’s Suffrage, which, however, 
has my entire sympathy and approval.

“ (Signed) J. CHAMBERLAIN."
I will now read an extract, and this is 

the last one, from a letter from Mr. Walter 
Long. , (Cheers.)

[The following is the full text of Mr. 
Long’s letter] :—

‘ DEAR LORD CROMER,
" I am sorry I am unable to attend the 

meeting to be held to-morrow in the 
interests of the Anti-Woman Suffrage 
movement.

" I need hardly say that I am heartily 
in accord with the objects of your meeting, 
believing, as I do, that it is undesirable to 
extend the franchise to women, and feeling 
very strongly, as I do, that a change of 
so important and far-reaching a character 
ought not to be considered by Parliament 
until it has been put fully and frankly in 
all its bearings before the electors of the 
country and a definite decision taken 
upon it. At present, we have very indif­
ferent information as to what the effect 
of any Woman Suffrage and Franchise 
Bill would be, and we ought to know how 
it will alter the electorate of the country 
and what willbe the position when 
women have been enfranchised.

“ Personally, I do not myself believe 
that any ‘ half-measure ‘ comes within 
the range of practical politics.. I am con­
vinced that it would only lead to a demand 
for the extension of the principle, and 
objecting to it altogether as I do, I object 
the more strongly to the half-measure, 
which is, I think, really misleading.

1 “ Believe mc,
“ Sincerely yours,

“ (Signed) Walter Long.”

LORD CROMER’S SPEECH.
Lord Cromer continued : I do not doubt 

that the large majority of the audience 
which I am now addressing are Anti- 
Suffragists. But it may be that some of 

‘ our opponents are also present. Conditionally 
on their good behaviour we welcome their 
presence. (Hear, hear.) I wish, however, 
to .point out that free speech is the heritage 
of Englishmen and Englishwomen, and I 
would appeal to the sense of honour of 
those who do not agree with the speeches 
about to be delivered not to interrupt. 
Should this appeal be disregarded, the 
stewards will at once remove any interruptor, 
but without any unnecessary violence. I 
would also ask the remainder of the audience, 
in the event of interruptions, not to show 
their disapprobation in too emphatic a 
manner. (Laughter.) I make this appeal 
because my own experience, and the ex- 
perience of others on these occasions, is that 
the expressions of disapprobation, much as 
one sympathises with them, sometimes cause 
as much disturbance as the original 
interruption itself.

The circumstances under which we are 
met together this evening are very excep- 
tional. It has not often happened in the 
course of the history of this country that the 
British public and its acknowledged leaders 
have indulged in the luxury of treating a 
political issue of first-rate importance without 
reference to any considerations of party, and 
without allowing themselves in any way to 
be influenced by any party organisations. 
Yet this is what is now taking place in 
connection with the all-important question 
of granting Parliamentary votes to women. 
Eminent men of all shades of political opinion 
are represented on this platform and in the 
body of this hall, and they are supported by 
other representatives of well-nigh every 
important branch of thought, learning and 
action in the country. The Clergy, the Army 
and Navy, Education, Commerce, the 
Manufacturing and all other important 
interests are all represented here this evening 
by men many of whose names are known

not only throughout the length and breadth 
of the United Kingdom, but in many cases 
throughout that Greater Britain beyond the 
seas. It is these whom Mrs. Fawcett, 
plagiarising from a well-known saying of 
Lord Beaconsfield’s, described in a speech 
made in this hall not many days ago as 
.extinct volcanoes. I • rather doubt their 
extinction. ■ (Laughter.) Neither is this 
remarkable assembly confined to representa­
tives of one sex. Following the lead of one 
of the most illustrious ladies that this country 
has ever produced, that of the late Queen 
Victoria-—(Cheers)—many of the most dis­
tinguished ladies of the day are present here 
this evening in order to testify that in the 
interests of their own sex they reject the 
unwelcome burden which it is sought to 
thrust upon them. All these are united to 
attain one common object; they wish not 
only that these islands, but that that great 
British Empire, of which we are all so proud, 
and which was built up by men, should in the 
future, as in the past, be governed by that 
sex which is alone physically capable of 
defending it. (Cheers.) They wish to 
protest against a vast and complicated 
political machine, such as has found no 
counterpart since the days of ancient Rome, 
being subjected to a hazardous and empirical 
experiment, which has never yet been tried 
on a large scale by any other great nation, 
and which has not even been tried on a small 
scale by any community under circumstances 
at all similar to those which exist in the 
United Kingdom. (Hear, hear.)

From another point of view the circum- 
stances are also exceptional. We hold 
with Mr. Asquith who, as we know, warmly 
sympathises with our views, with his 
illustrious predecessor, Mr. Gladstone, and 
also with that eminent Liberal statesman, 
Mr. John Bright—(cheers)—that an extension 
of the franchise is altogether indefensible 
unless adequate proof exists that the class 
which it is proposed to enfranchise is almost, 
if not wholly, unanimous in wishing for 
enfranchisement. I would ask, Does any 
adequate proof exist in the present case ? 
I answer that question with a decided 
negative. All the evidence we have so far 
been able to obtain goes to show that the 
whole of this Suffragist movement is a hollow 
and artificial affair—-(cheers)—and that the 
large majority of women in this country do 
not want a Parliamentary vote. Was ever 
such a thing heard of as Associations of 
working men objecting to enfranchisement 
in 1867, or of agricultural labourers in 1884 ? 
On these occasions Parliament was dealing, 
as it is about to deal again, with the 
enfranchisement of a class. Now the case is 
wholly different. It is proposed to enfran- 
chise a whole sex, and what has been the 
result. The result has been that all over 
the country Associations of women have 
been formed to protest against the proceed- 
ing. And more Associations, both of men 
and women, would unquestionably have been 
formed, had it not been that up to the present 
time the country has hardly yet realised the 
gravity of the situation. There are welcome 
signs that this attitude of indifference is 
being abandoned. This hall holds, I believe, 
some 9,000 people. As you will see, it is 
crammed to the roof ; but vast as are its 
proportions, it is too small to hold all the 
men and women who wished to express 
sympathy with our cause. The League of 
which I am President have received more 
than 20,000 applications for seats. - I hope 

and believe that an assembly of this sort, 
coming as it does after crowded and 
enthusiastic meetings at Manchester, Bristol, 
Edinburgh, Dublin, and other important 
.Provincial centres, will go far to prick the 
Suffragist bubble, and will show Parliament, 
which is about to consider the question, as 
to the true nature of public opinion in the 
country. Are we or are we not to allow the 
voices of the male electors of the United 
Kingdom to be swamped by giving a vote 
to some eight or ten millions of women, and 
that without the electors themselves having 
had any adequate opportunity afforded to 
them for expressing an opinion on the 
subject ? That and that alone is the true 
issue ; all other subsidiary points may be 
swept aside.

And now, having stated the issue, I leave 
to others who can speak with greater 
eloquence and authority than myself to deal 
further with the subject.

I call, in the first place, on a distinguished 
statesman, who is universally respected by 
political friends and foes alike. (Cheers.) I 
call on Lord Loreburn, the Lord Chancellor 
of England. (Cheers.)

LORD LOREBURN.
Lord Loreburn (Lord Chancellor of 

England) moved the following resolution :— 
-"That the extension of the Parlia- 
mentary Franchise to women would be 
hostile to their own welfare and the 
welfare of the State, and that a change so 
momentous and so incalculable in its 
effects, both socially and politically, ought 
not to be entertained except upon a clear 
and deliberately expressed demand by the 
electorate.”

He said : I am very anxious to compress 
what I have to say in as short a compass as 
possible in order that you may have the 
advantage of seeing the distinguished speakers 
who yet have to follow.

No one can doubt the grave importance of 
this question, or that it has now reached a 
critical stage. With all becoming respect to 
those who differ from me in my opinion, 
common-sense has always hitherto recognised 
that in the distribution of work and of duties, 
Nature herself has drawn a dividing line 
between what is appropriate for men and 
what is appropriate for women. (Cheers.)

It is not a question of superiority or 
inferiority between them. Women are 
superior in many things, and men are 
superior in some things. (Daughter.)

The question really is : Whether the busi­
ness of Parliamentary and electoral warfare 
and the Imperial responsibilities of a great 
nation ought to be entrusted to women. We 
have not, and cannot have, any machinery 
for selecting exceptional women to whom 
these duties can be committed. It is a simple 
and broad choice. Ought this country to be 
governed by the feminine point of view and 
temperament and mode of action in its great 
Imperial. affairs ?

Before this change is made, let us fully 
realise what it means. It means, to begin 
with, the addition of one, five, seven, or more 
millions of voters to the electoral roll in this 
country. The larger number is that with 
which we must reckon, for the days of 
property qualification are passed, and the 
idea of bestowing upon widows a privilege 
which is denied to wives or spinsters is 
obviously chimerical.
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Again, if women are suitable for votes, it 
is impossible to show a single reason why 
they should not also become Members of 
Parliament, Cabinet Ministers, Ambassadors, 
Judges, or, indeed, anything else, unless you 
draw the line at soldiers or sailors.

I, for one, oppose any such revolutionary 
change of this startling character or a social 
departure resulting in dangers which no one 
can foresee.

We are told that this is necessary to raise 
the status of women. If this were so, I 
should be prepared to pay a heavy price to 
attain that result, and to run even great 
risks. But is it so ? Women have their 
full share of suffering and sorrow in this 
world. In some ways they suffer more than 
men, in other ways they suffer less. Is their 
burden made heavier than it need be by the 
laws which men have made ? No one will 
say that our laws are perfect. We stand in 
need of perpetual vigilance to prevent them 
producing suffering or oppression. But, 
taken as a whole, our laws are more merciful 
to women than to men—(cheers)—and are 
more mercifully administered towards women
than they are towards men.

This view may be right or wrong, wise or 
foolish, approved or detested, by the com- 

One thing, however,munity at large, 
cannot be denied. The project of giving
Parliamentary votes to women is a project 
far-reaching in its consequences, incalcu­
lable in its effects, and vital, whether for 
good or evil. I maintain that we are entitled, 
and indeed bound, to be satisfied that the 
country deliberately desires this change 
before we commit so momentous and irre­
trievable a step.

We have often known differences of 
opinion whether or not the country really 
has approved this or that legislative proposal1. 
General Elections seldom turn upon a single 
issue. Sometimes it may be difficult to 
ascertain what is really meant by a General 
Election. Sometimes there is ground for 
reasonable dispute on this point. But in the 
present ease there is no ground for dispute 
at all. There is not one Member of the 
present House of Commons who has been 
returned because of his opinions upon the
subject 
defeated 
because 
whether 
against 
Indeed,

of Women’s Suffrage, nor one 
candidate who has been defeated 

of his opinions upon that subject, 
those opinions were in favour of or 
the extension of the franchise.
during the whole Parliamentary 

history Of this country not a solitary election 
has ever turned upon this question in any

imagine few things more dangerous than 
that a small body of people should bring 
'private pressure upon candidates at the 
crucial moment of an election, and, when 
they have secured, perhaps, reluctant pledges 
in the belief that they would never be 
practically effective, should be allowed to 
parade the artificial majority thus obtained 
—(cheers)—as though, it really represented 
the real feeling of England.

My conviction is that the great majority 
of people in this country are opposed to this 
proposal—(cheers)—and that we ought to 
do, as X shall certainly do, all in our power 
to prevent its becoming law without the real 
consent and deliberate demand of the
electorate. (Cheers.)

Lord Cromer said : I will now call 
Lord Curzon to second the resolution.

LORD CURZON.
Lord, Curzon, who was received 

cheers said : Lord Cromer, my lords.

upon

with 
ladies

degree.
a constitutional outrage.
In these circumstances, which cannot be 

controverted; I say it would be a constitu­
tional outrage—(cheers)—if such a change 
were passed into law without the express 
sanction of the constituencies. I have an 
unfeigned respect for the authority of the 
House of commons. I quite concede that 
we have no right to be perpetually scanning 
its decisions in order to see whether the 
constituencies have sanctioned beforehand 
what the House determines. But it must 
surely be acknowledged that where great 
and signal departures of policy are con­
cerned, for which no Ministry is prepared 
to shoulder the responsibility, it is not 
legitimate to spring a surprise on the country 
or to treat a vote of the House of Commons 
as deciding something which has never 
really been before the country. And I can

and gentlemen—I follow the Lord Chancellor 
with great pleasure, and I second the resolu­
tion which he has moved. I have often 
had the honour of following the noble and 
learned lord in more Houses of Parliament 
than one—always with admiration, seldom, 
I am afraid, with agreement—.(laughter)— 
and yet to-night we are absolutely one— 
(hear, hear)—and there is not one word 
which I would not endorse in his powerful 
and closely reasoned speech.

Ladies and gentlemen, what is it that has 
brought us together, not merely this great 
audience in this hall, but all those gentlemen 
and ladies seated on this platform, many of 
whom have never met on a single platform 
before ? It is because we feel that we are 
face to tace with a great national issue, an 
issue compared with which our party differ- 
ences melt into insignificance, an issue 
which must profoundly affect the whole 
structure of our society in the future, which 
might dangerously a fleet our existence as a 
great and sovereign state. (Cheers.) Per­
sonally, I am not the least concerned as to 
the way in which women, if they were 
enfranchised, would vote for one party or 
the other. I am told that most ladies, being 
of Conservative inclinations, would be 
likely to vote for the party to which I happen 
to belong. If they did so, that might be a 
meagre and tardy consolation after the 
mistake had been committed. But that 
would not alter my view. (Hear, hear.) 
Then I say this truthfully, that even if I 
were assured that the great majority of women 
being enfranchised were going to vote for 
my party at the next election—to which 
many of us attach great importance—I would 
not purchase that party advantage at the 
cost of what I should regard as danger to the 
nation. (Cheers.)

INJURY TO THE NATION.
Why do we say that the nation would 

be injured by the grant of votes to 
women ? Our answer, ■ I think, is clear. 
It is because there is no class in the 
nation that would not suffer. Women would 
sufier in the first place, because they would be 
taken away from that which is ■ their proper 
sphere. They would have thrust upon them 
operations and activities for which they have 
neither the aptitude, the training, nor the 
inclination—(hear, hear)—activities which 
must exercise—I think they have already

exercised—a deteriorating influence on their 
character—(cheers)—and which would draw 
them away from the highest and most 
responsible functions of womanhood. Men 
would suffer because, equally with women 
they value the integrity and harmony of the 
home, and because they would be forced 
into political association with those who 
would have the vote but would have none of 
the .responsibility that ought to and must 
ensue upon the vote. And the State would 
suffer not merely because it is the aggregate 
of the men and women who compose ‘ it, but 
because there would be introduced an 
element of instability and uncertainty into 
our politics which would have a demoralising 
effect—I even think a corrupting effect— 
upon politics in this country, and might 
seriously weaken our work as an Empire 
abroad. Therefore, our claim is to both 
sexes and to all classes of the community- 
My lords and gentlemen, I protest against 
the charge that this is a man’s movement. 
(Hear, hear.) You have only got to look at 
the spectacle of this great hall; you have 
only got to regard the composition of our 
Executive Committee to see that without 
the women we should be nowhere. (Laughter.) 
We could not conduct this movement with 
any enthusiasm, we should not conduct it 
with the slightest chance of success, unless 
we felt that the majority of women were upon 
our side. (Hear, hear.) I protest against 
the charge that it is an anti-woman move­
ment. (Hear,, hear.) We desire to place upon 
woman no badge of servitude which she 
does not willingly bear, and has not hitherto 
regarded rather as her glory than her shame. 
We place no bar to the industrial advance­
ment or to the intellectual emancipation of 
women ; but we are unable to believe that 
by means of the vote, if it were given 
to-morrow, she would acquire anything that 
she does not already possess and cannot 
easily .attain. And most of all, 1 think, I 
resent the charge that this is an upper-class 
or a titled movement. I daresay in reality the 
upper classes would be those who would be 
least afiected by the vote if it were given, and 
probably they would exercise it with the best 
effect in consequence of the education they 
have received.

THE WORKING WOMAN.
But we are not fighting the battle of the 

educated women alone ; we are fighting the 
battle of the working women of this country. 
(Cheers.) My belief is that they have just 
as keen an idea of womanhood, just as keen 
a conception of the home, as any of those 
who belong to the classes above them. 
Indeed, I believe it is in the poorer classes, 
that you will find the opposition to this 
movement most strong. Therefore, do not 
let us complicate the issue, do not let us 
muddy the stream, by any of these false 
distinctions of rank or station. We are 
fighting, not for one class but for all classes, 
and we make our appeal to the nation as a 
whole on behalf of the nation as a whole. 
(Cheers.)............  ;

The second point that I would like to make 
is this. We, in this hall to-night, are reso­
lutely opposed to any grant of the vote to 
women, great or small. (Cheers.) Let there 
be no doubt about that. We are as much 
opposed to the Conciliation Bill—(cheers)— 
so-called—miscalled—as we are to any 
larger measure that may be grafted on to 
the Adult Suffrage Bill of the Government. 
We resist just as much an addition of one

million voters to the register as we should 
five millions or ten millions. (Hear, hear.) 
I hope that no one here will be beguiled by 
the idea of petty or insidious instalments. 
Once a beginning is made, there is but one 
logic and there can only be one result 
(Cheers.) If the unmarried female householder 
is given the vote, the married female house­
holder must have it too. You cannot break 
down the bar of sex and set up a new bar of 
marriage. You cannot disqualify women 
at the very moment when they assume the 
highest and most honourable responsibilities 
of their sex. If you give the vote to the 
married woman who owns property in a 
separate county from her husband,, you 
must give it to the married woman who owns 
property in the same. And I agree with 
the Lord Chancellor that if you give women 
the right to vote you must give them the 
right to stand and to sit. (Laughter.) And 
if you give them the right to sit, you cannot 
confine it to the back benches of the House 
of Commons. You cannot put a rope round 
the Treasury Bench and say: " Only,
elderly gentlemen are admitted here. 
(Laughter.)

THE EXAMPLE IN NORWAY.
Let me give a little illustration of the 

argument of the Lord Chancellor, which I 
am developing now. It is always good to 
turn to other countries, even small countries, 
and see what they are doing. In Norway— 
a very democratic country—the women 
obtained the vote in 1909, and more rapidly
arid more successfully than their sisters 
here, they also obtained the right to .sit in 
Parliament on the same occasion. One of 
them already, I believe, sits there, and is, 
I believe, likely to be joined by others at 
.2.0 __ _ Were they content with
this ? Not a bit. They at once commenced 
an agitation, and so successful has it been 
that already, in less than three years, every 
office in Norway is open to them with certain 
notable exceptions to which I will refer They 
are hot yet allowed to be Cabinet Ministers, 
- (laughter)—but it is generally recognised 
that this is the first barrier that will go,

the next election.

because you can hardly have a Parliament 
open to women and the Cabinet reserved to 
men. Secondly, female clergymen are not yet 
allowed in Norway. (Laughter.) But 
already an agitation is springing up and three 
Cabinet Ministers have severed themselves 
from their colleagues—a phenomenon not 
absolutely unknown in this country—. 
(laughter)—and are leading an agitation in 
Norway in favour of ladies in the pulpit, 
on the ground that those who practise 
morals are thoroughly qualified to preach 
them. The third bar in the category is 
that of consuls and diplomats, and it is 
for the reason that, I think, all of us will 
understand very well—the Norwegian Govern­
ment is afraid, that female consuls and female 
ministers might somewhat diminish the 
respect in which their Government is held 
in foreign lands. And the last category 
from which women are at present excluded 
is that of military commanders. Yet, 
strange as it may seem, there is a party in 
Norway at this moment which is arguing, 
upon the analogy of Joan of Arc, that women 
have great latent military capacities and 
genius,, and might be capable of showing 
extraordinary enthusiasm in the field. 
(Laughter.) You may think this is a joke ; 
I assure you it is a solemn fact. What has 
happened, and is happening, in Norway would

ultimately happen here. The pace would 
be slower, I grant, the ultimate end might 
be longer postponed, but from the first step of 
the first Parliamentary vote given to women 
in this country, to their ultimate presence 
upon the judicial bench, the Treasury 
bench, the pulpit—wherever you please— 
would be merely a matter of time. And 
if this generation were to make itself 
responsible by passing any of these measures 
for initiating such a process, they would be 
responsible for starting this country upon a 
steep and perilous incline. (Cheers.)

THE NATION’S VERDICT.
Now one word about the second part of 

the resolution which I am asked to second 
the part which says that a change so momen­
tous and so incalculable in its effects ought 
not to be entertained except upon a clear 
and deliberately expressed demand by the 
electorate. Ladies and gentlemen, it is 

■ incredible that anybody should require to 
argue this proposition. Can anybody in this 
Parliament contend that the matter was 
even considered at ths last general election,? 
In how many election addresses was women s 
votes mentioned ? I believe in only 100 
out of 1,200. in how many speeches did 
it figure ? ' How many votes were given for 
it? I believe the total was 57. Was there 
one man in 10,000, one man in 100,000, 
who, after the election, would have said 
that he had assisted to return a Parliament 
which had any mandate to deal with this 
question ? I agree with what the Lord 
Chancellor said. I think he used the words 
" constitutional outrage.” (Cheers.) Coining 
from the Lord Chancellor, the main reposi­
tory of the legal traditions of our country, 
such language is, indeed, strong and im- 
pressive. (Hear, hear.) I agree with him. 
It would indeed be an abuse of all constitu­
tional forms, and I would go further and say 
a fraud upon the electorate if any such 
measure should, under these conditions, 
be allowed to pass into law. That outrage 
would not be the more pardonable and that 
fraud would not be the less because they 
were committed by the House of Commons. 
Let us be quite clear about that. This 
House of Commons has no right whatever 
to deal with the Woman Suffrage question. 
(Cheers.) No House of Commons has any 
right to add 1,000,000 women to the register 
or even one woman to the register, except 
with the express consent of the electors 
of this country. (Cheers.) And if such a 
precedent be admitted, all I can say is this 
—that representative Government and con­
stitutional liberty would become almost a 
sham. How can you talk about represent- 
ative institutions when the people • are not
even allowed 
whom they 
them ? And 
if the House

to state their views to those 
have returned to represent
how can you talk of liberty, . _ " 5 • . be allowedof Commons is to
settle this matter by itself ?the right to ------- -------- .(Cheers.) Therefore I beg to submit to 

you this thought that it is not merely the 
battle of the suffrage that we are fighting ; 
it is also that cf constitution. (Cheers.)

AN APPEAL.
Before I sit down the noble Chairman 

asked me not to conclude without making an 
appeal to this great audience. My appeal 
is two-fold. In the first place I beg of you 
all to realise the enormous gravity of the 
crisis with which we are confronted. In a 
few weeks’ time—in a few months’ time—

a Bill, or an amendment to a Bill, may be 
passed in the Houss of commons. In two 
years’ time, under our present constitution, 

• such a Bill if so passed might become the 
law of the land. Therefore this is no remote 
or visionary or hypothetical danger with 
which we are dealing. One may truly say 
that “the Gauls are at our gates.” What 
are we to do ? The House of Commons has 
not yet passed this measure or any measure 
about it. The House of Commons, of which 
I speak with the respect that naturally 
comes from an old member of it, is a very 
sensitive organism, very responsive to out­
side opinion. Its members enjoy very much 
to vote according to their own convictions, 
but they also like sometimes voting according 
to the convictions of their constituents, 
(Laughter.) Therefore, I would say, there 
is an interval in which pressure, steady, 
persistent and persuasive, may be applied. 
Apply such pressure to every member of 
Parliament. Unless he has pledged himself 
to vote for this Bill, induce him to pledge 
himself to vote against it. And if he will 
not vote against it, ask him to abstain. 
If this measure passes through the House 
of Commons and comes up to us in the House 
of Lords—I have no idea of what the views 
of the House of Lords about Female Suffrage 
are—I am not aware that the question has 
ever been tested in that House—but I should 
be very much surprised if the House of Lords 
thought it any part of their duty to pass into 
law a measure coming up to them under such 
conditions without any indication of what 
the people thought or desired about 
In my view they would be false to any 
conception of their duty, broad or narrow, 
if they were to let any such result ensue. 
If this be so, and if the House of Lords 
threw out the Bill, what would ensue?. 
There are many of us who, in these circum- 
stances, would like an appeal made to the 
country, some by Referendum.

THE NEED FOR HELP.
I am not going to discuss that thorny 

question to-night, because opinions are 
divided upon it. But upon this we snail all 
be agreed—that whatever be the form, there 
must before this measure is passed into law, 
be some reference, direct rather than indirect, 
sooner rather than remote, to the final 
authority of the people. (Cheers.) In the 
interval, before that takes place, I appea. 
to you to work. The work 01 this 
organisation cannot be done by a few 
hardly worked men and women in London 
neither can it be clone by a few active and 
energetic sympathisers in the country.
can only be done by the co-operation of a 
men and women, who are with us in this 
matter. That is the first limb of my appeal. 
The second—you know what that is—the 
second is for funds. I thought the most 
significant episode of the meeting the other 
night of our opponents in this hall was not 
the speeches or the interruptions that took 
place—-which, we have fortunately been spared 
to-night—but this paragraph in the “ Times : 
" At an interval between the proceedings 
promises of donations towards the funds of 
the Union were collected from the audience 
and announced from the platform. It was. 
stated that for the work of the present year 
£40,000 would be necessary. There was 
already before the meeting £16,000 in hand, 
and the amount received in addition was 
15 280 as the result of the collection. 
Ladies and gentlemen, we have been more

i)
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obvious disadvantages to the nation as a whole.
Further, what is bad for the nation can

women 
for the 
bee.

NOT COME.”
other word which I

GOOD.
here to-night for

are fighting on your 
that appeal to you.

“THIS SHALL
There is only one

hold the men and women who have come 
protest against a policy which they hold 
be disastrous to the Empire, disastrous 
the nation—last, but not least, disastrous 
the cause of that womanhood which it

of her sex? ' . .1
In 1852 she twice wrote on this subject to 

her uncle the King of the Belgians, and she 
said, “ We women are not made for governing, 
and if we are good women we must dislike

WOMAN’S CITIZENSHIP.
In the first place, we are here to affirm that 

a woman’s citizenship is as great and as real

WOMAN’S SPHERE.

behalf. I commend

THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW SUPPLEMENT.

local GOVERNMENT.

the recognition, no less great, that our faith 
and zeal for womanhood is

THE CONCILIATION BILL.

(Cheers.)
THE NATION’S

Lord Cromer said : I will now ' call on 
Mr. Lewis Harcourt to address you. (Gheers.)

The late Queen victoria did much by her 
achievements to encourage a belief in the 
governing capacity of woman, but her early 
Paining was received from, her maturertraining was received from, 
years were guided and directed by, men. 
What was her opinion, founded on her 
experience, of the claims and the capacity

considerate this evening. Cards are strewn 
about the room, but we have not had an 
interval in. which we have appealed to you 
for money. I think, perhaps, also, we are 
rather more modest in our claims because 
we do not have at any rate certain calls. 
We have not to spend so much money on 
processions and trumpets and drums— 
(laughter)—neither do police court expenses 
appear in our account book. (Cheers.) But 
at the same time, if £40,000 is to be spent in 
attacking the fortress this year, a good many 
pounds will have to be spent in its defence. 
Therefore you must not be surprised if you 
presently receive an appeal from your noble 
Chairman, asking all of you, according to your 
means, to contribute to the battle which we 

would like to say. Ladies and gentlemen, 
do not let any of us be moved by the hateful 
and cowardly plea “ the vote must come.” 
(Cheers.) In the domain of politics nothing 
must come. (Cheers.) And when things 
do come, they are then more apt to come 
because of the apathy and irresolution of 
their opponents than they are from any 
inherent force or momentum of their own. 
Let our motto be, not “This must come," 
but “ This shall not come.” (Cheers.) It 
is, I believe, in our power to prevent its 
coming, and if the great mass of the people 
of this country are, as I believe them to be, 
opposed to its coming, and if we can by our 
action secure to them the opportunity of 
expressing their views, for which they have 
.an indefeasible right, then I believe it will 
not come at. all. (Loud cheers.)

Lord Cromer said : You have now heard 
an eminent Liberal and an eminent Unionist 
statesman. I think you would be very 
glad to hear what a lady has to say on this 
subject. (Cheers.) I will, therefore, call 
on Miss violet Markham to address you..

"ii

MISS VIOLET MARKHAM.
Miss violet Markham said : Lord Cromer, 

my lords, and gentlemen, I beg to support 
the resolution which has been moved in such 
weighty and such eloquent terms by the 
Lord Chancellor and by Lord Curzon. 
Four years ago in a small hall in Kensington 
it was my privilege to speak at the first 
Anti-Suffrage meeting held in London. We 
were a small band in those days, but we 

■ stuck to our job. Public opinion in the 
interval has mounted like a great wave.

To-night this great hall is all too small

sets out and professes to serve.
I leave to the great statesmen here to- ' 

night the task of dealing with the more 
directly political issues of the situation. 
As a woman I address myself to the woman’s 
side of the question. .And, first of all, 
what are we here to-night to affirm ?—because 
it is on the affirmative, not the negative, side 
of our work that I take my stand.

as that of any man, that her service is as 
vitally necessary to the State. . But unlike 
our Suftragist friends, we do not fly in the 
face of hard facts and natural law.

We believe that men and women are dif- 
ferent—not similar—beings with talents 
that are complementary, not identical, and 
that, therefore, they ought to have different 
shares in the management of the State that 
they severally compose.

We do not depreciate by one jot or tittle 
woman’s work and mission. We are con- 
cerned to find proper channels of expression 
for that work We seek a fruitful diversity 
of political function, not a stultifying uni- 
formity.

I do rot waste your time or mine in com­
bating the statement that we Anti-Suffragists 
regard our sex as inferior beings.

I treat that suggestion and you will treat 
it, too, with the contempt it deserves. 
(Cheers.)

We, on our side, do not challenge the 
sincerity and good faith of many admirable 
and distinguished women in the Suffragist 
ranks. But in return we demand from them 

And secondly, we stand 
the principle that you can only judge great 
national issues by the standard, not of
what is good for this or that section or class, 
but by what promotes the highest interest 
of the nation as a whole. We are told that 
women want votes and therefore they must 
have them. In the first place the majority 
of women do not want votes, (Cheers.)

But even so it is not a question of what 
women want, or what men want for the 
matter of that. It is a question of what is 
best for the State. (Cheers.)

We do not think it will increase the 
efficiency of the State to put the balance of 
political power in this country into the 
hands of women.

Obviously if you are going to enfranchise 
women at all, adult suffrage is the only way 
out of the injustices and anomalies of any- 
limited Bill. I agree with every word of 
that fine tribute paid recently in this hall 
by Mr. Ramsay Macdonald to the working 
woman. That is the woman a large section 
of the Suffragists are practically prepared in 
a large measure to disfranchise under the 
Conciliation Bill, so-called, (Cheers.)

But, obviously, you must not take the 
picked women of every class and then 
hold up your hands in surprise that they prove 
more capable than the gardener and the 
coachman.

You must compare like with like.
Franchise questions are questions of 

averages. Until you repeal Nature’s Salic 
Law the average political experience of the 
average woman is bound to be less than that 
of the average man. Man is and man will 
continue to remain the business spirit of 
the world, and the work of Imperial Par­
liament, work such as defence, commerce, 
finance,’ is in the main work of a nature 
which lies . outside woman’s practical 
experience and with which man is best fitted 
to deal, (cheers.)

On these grounds we reject this policy. 
We say it will not promote true liberty or 
true democracy. We say, even granting it 
might bring some advantages to women, 
those advantages would cancel out against

never in the long run be good for 
themselves, for what is not good 
beehive can never be good for the

Thirdly, while women are seeking to 
control branches of public life for which 
they are not particularly fitted to deal, they 
overlook and neglect other important public 
duties, for which on the contrary they 
have special aptitudes.

Suffragists claim that once they have the 
vote they will reform and moralise England. 
(Hear, hear.)

But I want to know if they are honest in 
these 'professions why they do not make a 
better use of the rights and votes, they 
already possess. (Cheers.)

If the work of Imperial 
belongs more naturally to men, the work of 
Local Government, with its splendid oppor­
tunities for civic betterment and the uplifting 
of the race belongs more naturally to women. 
(Cheers.)

Here her powers of citizenship and service 
can find the fullest and noblest expression.

And yet while Suffragists tramp streets 
and smash windows, what do we find ?— 
this great field of equal’rights and oppor- 
tunities with men is practically neglected. 
(Hear, hear.)

Think of it, in the length and breadth of 
the United Kingdom, there are only 21 
women elected on Town Councils, only 3 
on County Councils, and you have no less 
than 232 Boards of Guardians without a 
woman member on them.

Those figures are the most ironical com- 
mentary, as they are the most crushing 
condemnation of the whole Suffrage agitation. 
They expose its essential hollowness in a 
dramatic manner. (Cheers.)

The Suffragists are always prating about 
social reform. I want to know why do they 
as ratepayers tolerate slums and insanitary 
dwellings, infant mortality, indifferent educa- 
tion, and child labour, ever one of the gravest 
blots on the escutcheon of a great nation— 
all matters with which a municipality can 
deal if it chooses—all matters with which 
existing legislation has power to deal if only 
these powers are put into vigorous execution 
—all matters which go to the very root of a 
nation’s strength and well-being. (Cheers.)

Is it not humbug to talk about women 
having no share in the national life when, a 
small "minority excepted, they have shown so 
little practical interest or sympathy in causes 
which concern the aged, the sick, the destitute, 
the erring, the welfare of little children ?

Local Government does not lend itself 
to limelight and self-advertisement—(cheers) 
—-and fine phrases about democracy and 
liberty and natural rights. It means hard 
work—(cheers)—unemotional work, con- 
scientious work generally, in a stuffy Board- 
room. Ventilation is more than Imperial 
or Local Government can ever hope to 
achieve. (Laughter.)

But it is work on which the whole future 
of the race turns.

One more word in conclusion. (“ Go on 1 ” 
and cheers.) The Suffragists tell you that 
the possession of the vote is the symbol of 
liberty. I ask you to consider that its 
absence is a symbol of something even greater

—the symbol of disinterested service. 
(Cheers.)’ ' 0Think what it means to the deeper, more 
spiritual life of the State; that it holds within 
its ranks bands of devoted workers who are 
giving of their best for the love of the faith 
within them without one thought of profit 
or reward. (Hear, hear.)

The ugly scramble for place and power, 
for the loaves and fishes of preferment and 
offices—that is all part and parcel of these 
political rights of men some women are 
anxious to assume.I

We say that this is a bad game when 
played by men ; it would be an abominable 
game played by women. (Cheers.) ■ .

Suffragists claim to stand for the spiritual 
forces of the future. I tell them that they 
have not yet learnt the elementary spiritual 
truth that renunciation is eternally a greater 
thing than possession. (Cheers.)

In opposing the demand for the vote we 
claim to stand for the true view of woman s 
place in the State. -

One of the greatest democrats the world 
has ever known, Joseph Mazzini, laid down 
the noble proposition that the sole origin 
of every right is in a duty fulfilled. (Cheers.) 
And we hold that it is through the faithful 
fulfilment of duty through service, not self- 
assertion, that woman will arrive at a true 
conception of her place in the body politic. 
(Loud and prolonged cheers.)

Mr. Lewis Harcourt said : It is small 
wonder that, after the four able .speeches 
which have been. already made, I find little 
that I can add to the object of this meeting. 
Circumstances have arisen which make it 
necessary that those who .strongly and 
honestly believe that the policy of Women’s 
Suffrage would be a disastrous mistake 
should publicly testify to their belief, and 
that, irrespective of all other political 
questions (for this is not a party matter) they 
should join with those who feel with them in 
resistance to proposals which they believe 
to be wrong.

I am opposed to the Parliamentary 
Franchise for women because, in the words 
of the Prime Minister, I believe it would 
be “ bad for the woman and bad for the 
State.” । ” - -. ,

It would tend inevitably to draw them 
from spheres of activity in which they shine ; 
from duties they adorn and which can be 
performed adequately by none but them- 
selves, and to direct their energy and thought 
to matters on which they are, as a sex, less 
competent to exercise a stable discretion. 
I object to the great questions of Diplomacy, 
of Peace and War—possibly of conscription 
to which they would not be liable—being 
decided by an electorate composed of a 
majority of women, for that is what it would 
come to.

In dealing with this momentous question 
it is necessary to decide, or at least to have 
a clear view, as to whether there is or is not, 
for the purposes of the Parliamentary 
Franchise, a sex disability.

In my opinion there is ; but those who 
hold the opposite view must be prepared 

for the necessary lengths to which it will 
carry them. ■

There are certain physiological facts which, 
though unfitted for discussion on the platform, 
cannot be neglected or rejected in the 
assumption of sex equality.

They are facts so immutable, carrying with 
them consequences so immense and results 
so indisputable, that; at the'proper time and 
in the proper place, they must be discussed 
and considered—even, if need be, at the cost 
of delicacy. But the time is not now and the 
place is not here. In saying this I am 
convinced that there is a sex disability I 
am not so foolish as to pretend that there 
are not some women of greater ability than 
some men—but that is not the question. I 
believe that, taker as a sex or a class— 
taken as a whole—women are less fitted, not 
only by training, but by temperament, for the 
exercise of that political discretion which is 
essential, or at least desirable, in the conduct 
of public affairs. (Cheers.)

If that is so, the dilution of the male 
electorate by an equal or perhaps larger 
mass of less stable judgment must tend to 
the damage of—perhaps disaster to—the 
State. “ , .

In my • opinion the true basis of 
franchise is Manhood—by which I mean the 
ultimate sanction of force and the power in 
the last resort to compel the acceptance of 
its decrees which constitute our code of laws.

But those who take the other view, those 
‘ who hold that womanhood is an equal qualifi­

cation and that there is no disability of sex, 
must propound the policy that all women 
should have the vote on the same terms as 
men. The most honest and the most active 
of the protagonists make no secret that this 
is their intention and belief. What, then, 
becomes of the so-called Conciliation Bill ? 
It is a Bill which conciliates no one, but only 
creates for a temporary purpose an appear­
ance of agreement, resulting from the conceal- 
ment of fundamental difference. It is a 
Bill which has always been a farce and is in 
danger of becoming a fraud. (Cheers.) The 
Conciliation Bill is designed to enfranchise 
the spinster and the widow—and to keep 
unenfranchised the active mothers of the 
race. ■ । । ■ aami rIt is said that women should have the vote 
because they understand children and their 
needs—legislative and otherwise—and then 
it is proposed by their own friends to deprive 
them of the. vote during their best years of 
knowledge and fertility.

And yet people are to be found who call this 
conciliation 1

. No wonder the leaders of the Militant 
party call this Bill a “ broken reed,” and it 
is said with glee by one of my colleagues to 
have been “ torpedoed.” I think he was 
right in his estimate of the situation but 
wrong in his view of the method by which 
it had been attained. He thought it had 
been “ torpedoed ” by some yet unpublished 
proposals of the Government for Electoral 
Reform. It has, in fact, been torpedoed by 
the logic of facts and the frank honesty of 
those who are most1 clamorous, if not best 
fitted for the vote. We need not, I think, 
much trouble ourselves about the wreck after 
the torpedo. We can get to real business 
and consider what is the real claim of 
equal rights, as a result of which women 

' would then be able successfully to assert 
their undoubted superiority—in numbers.

My same colleague said, at the Horticultural 
Hall, that he is opposed to a “ limited 
franchise,”, and believes that amendments 
will be carried which will “ enfranchise 
millions of women.” Some careful calcula­
tions have put the amount at anything from 
eight to twelve millions. Even Sir Edward 
Grey, in a burst of headlong sincerity— 
(laughter)—puts it at six millions, on some 
amendment to be moved by a Cabinet 
Minister, Mr. Walter Long and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, who is with us here to-night, 
who share out views, sent a circular to 
their friends who had supported the Concilia- 
tion Bill last year, in which, they said a 
limited Woman’s Suffrage has become 
impossible, the choice lies between the 
enfranchisement of all women or none. 
But do not imagine that so-called emancipa­
tion will, or is intended to, stop there. The 
late Mr. Gladstone—himself opposed to 
Female Suffrage—(cheers)—said, ‘ the vote 
in the hands of any person has always given 
the right to be voted for." Lord Haldane, 
in a letter read with approval by Sir Edward 
Grey, saw the logic of the situation : in a 
sentence worthy of Schopenhauer—(laughter) 
—he said, “ the domain of public life has been 
thrown open to women ; how can we insist 
any longer on a supposed natural disqualifica­
tion for Government?” Not votes,mark 
you, but Govei'nmeHt-—so the pace is quicken- 
ing with the momentum of decline. (Laughter) 
If you enfranchise women you cannot deprive 
them of the powers and privileges which 
accompany it; if they are to share men S 
political duties they must enjoy his rights, 
they must be eligible for the bar, the bench, 
for the civil service and for election to 
Parliament. Once in Parliament you cannot 
brand them as a class or sex apart, to be 
deprived of any of the high offices open to 
men. If they are not to attain these offices 
it cannot be by the avowal of sex, but by an 

' admission of incapacity.
But there is another point which is worthy 

of a moment’s attention. Has this demand 
the approval of the great mass of men, or 
even of women themselves ? There is 
nothing in the history of the incidents of this 
movement to prove or to suggest that there 
is any widespread demand for this revolution 
amongst either of the sexes.

Mr. Austen Chamberlain has said that 
e it is a revolution not only in political, but 
in social and domestic life, and that the 
majority of thinking women view the 
proposal with horror and disgust.”

Suffragists are gravely misled if they 
mistake the noise of a few for the demand 
of the many.', ' "

Where tests have been attempted, pro­
phecies have been falsified by results. You 
are in grave danger of inflicting on the 
majority of women a heavy - responsi- 

- | bility which they do not desire to bear. 
(Cheers.)

queen victoria’s opinion.
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" I am every day more 
women, if we are to 
feminine, amiable and 
fitted to reign.” But 
even further, and wrote

THE VOICE OF THE COUNTRY.

these masculine occupations. And again,

Queen is most anxious to enlist everyone 
who can speak or write to join in checking 
this mad, wicked folly of ‘ Women’s Rights ’ 
with all its attendant horrors, on which her 
poor, feeble sex is bent, forgetting every 
sense of womanly feeling and propriety. . . 
God created man and woman different— 
then let ‘them remain each in their own 
position. . . . Woman would become the 
most hateful, heartless and disgusting of 
human beings—(laughter)—were she allowed 
to unsex herself ; and where would be the 
protection which man was intended to give 
the weaker sex ? ” Those were Queen Vic- 
toria’s words. (Cheers.)

I do not see anything in the twentieth 
century conditions which make it derogatory 
to a woman to remind her of her woman- 
liness. (Hear, hear.)

It is sometimes said that women need not 
and perhaps would not, use the vote if they 
acquired it. That is a low view of civic 
morals, and one not to be inculcated or 
encouraged in any class or sex. (Cheers.) 
There are cases in which a right becomes a 
duty. I should like to see the exercise of 
the franchise made as compulsory as 
the payment of taxes. (Laughter and 
cheers.)

To add a great mass of indifferent opinion 
and power to the existing electorate would be 
as futile as it would be foolish.

it is a heartless and cruel deception to tell 
poor women that the possession of a vote 
would enable them to raise their wages. 
Parliament has never attempted such a thing 
for men.

What women workers want is organisation, 
not legislation or votes. (Cheers.) They 
want to learn how to co-operate and combine 
for mutual objects. Where they have done 
this, as in the textile trades, women’s wages 
have risen by 24 per cent., whilst men’s 
wages have risen only 22 per cent. No vote, 
no Parliament could have done them this 
service. Jt is not true that women are paid 
lower wages than men because they are 
women. Their wages are lower because their 
strength and capacity are less. (Hear, hear.) 
In the great staple trades, where piece work 
is paid, the remuneration of women ^er unit 
produced is the same as men.

But, alas ! there are many women who 
will, for the sake of a pittance, take sweated 
jobs that a man would sooner starve than 
touch. No vote will cure that crime ! If 
Parliament were to pass a law to compel the 
payment of the same wages to women as to 
men, what would be the result ? The total 
unemployment of women I (Cheers.)

In the first Parliament of the present 
Government, in November, 1907, Mr. Lloyd 
George said to a Suffrage deputation : " No 
Government could deal with such a gigantic 
question till it had been before the country 
in a definite and concrete form.” (Cheers.) 
Neither he, nor any other responsible 
politician had attempted to give it that 
concrete form in the intervening years, unless 
stones and satchels and hammers are 
" concrete forms.” (Laughter.)

It is the business of Suffragists not to prove 
that the male vote is bad, but that the female 
vote would be better. There is no question 
of superiority or inferiority as between men

and women. It is a question of difference—- 
difference which is natural, organic, hygienic, 
essential, immutable.

It will be a bad day for the country and 
for the sex when so-called women’s rights 
come in conflict with women’s duties. 
(Cheers.)

Lord Cromer said:. Lastly, ladies and 
gentlemen, I will call upon one of the least 
extinct of Mrs. Fawcett’s political volcanoes. 
(Cheers.) I call on Mr. F. E. Smith. (Cheers.)

The Right Hon. F. E. Smith, K.C., M P., 
said : My lords, ladies and gentlemen, I think 
it is just a week ago since Mr. Lloyd George 
said—(cheers)—that Female Suffrage was 
now safe. The expression “ safe " in this 
context is a little ambiguous. (Laughter.) 
But to anybody who would construe it in 
the sense that any measure of Female 
Suffrage was to become law in this session, 
this amazing meeting—a meeting the like of 
which I do not believe the closest research 
into our political history could supply—I will 
venture to say to that claim this great 
meeting constitutes an effective and final 
reply. (Cheers.)

What is the position in which the country 
really finds itself to-day ? And if it were not 
a matter of universal admission that the 
danger is at once so immediate and so grave 
no one would believe it. What is the position 
in which we find ourselves ? It is this, that 
whereas no great country in the whole world 
at any stage of the history of the world has 
ever made this experiment we are told that 
we, with a civilisation more complex, with an 
Empire more diverse—(interruption)—owing 
responsibilities to a greater number of ereeds 
and nationalities than any empire in the 
world—as Lord Cromer has reminded you 
since Imperial Rome—it is suggested we 
should, for the first time, play that mad 
gamble which no country in the whole 
history of the world has ever been so foolish 
as to attempt. (Cheers.) And not only are 
we to take a step of which I will venture 
to say the varied speeches you have heard 
to-night by cumulative wealth of illustrative 
argument completely demonstrated the 
absurdity, not only are we asked to take 
that step, but to do it under circumstances 
which by universal admission mean that 
the citizens of this country are to have no 
voice in a decision at once so tremendous and 
so irrevocable.

The Chancellor of the Exchequer has told 
us that the suffrage is safe in this session of 
Parliament. Ladies and gentlemen, you 
have heard measured language criticising 
the claim. The constituencies have never 
been consulted on this question. I spoke, I 
think, at the last election, and perhaps I 
might almost say at the last two elections, 
in as many constituencies as most candidates 
for Parliament, and I can truthfully, and 
with the most exact recollection, say I never 
heard at any meeting in any constituency 
the subject of Female Suffrage by one 
candidate or the other even remotely referred 
to. (Cheers.)

The great political parties differ, naturally. 
and inevitably differ, as to the extent to 
which political issues were so considered by

the constituencies as to enable the party 
successful at the election to claim a mandate 
to deal with them. But I agree with what 
the Lord Chancellor said on this point. In 
many cases it was open to serious and. 
reasoned argument, but ‘ there was . a case 
like this in which no Government vindicated, 
it, and in which no Opposition was concerned, 
to warn the electorate, and no Opposition 
did warn the electorate. Supposing any 
candidate at the last general election had 
been asked on what he stood, and had replied 
that he stood on Female Suffrage. (Laughter.) 
He might as well have said that he stood 
on the result of the Test match in Australia. 
(Laughter.) And we may be permitted to 
point out that it is not without significance 
that those who ‘ were determined that this 
measure should become law without the con- 
stituencies being consulted are most vehement 
and insistent in their objection to any means 
whatever being taken to prove or to disprove 
their claim that a majority in the country 
or a majority of women desire this great 
change.' (Cheers.) They object to any form 
of appeal that can be devised on these 
grounds. They say, “ unless your appeal 
is to women as well as to men it has no moral 
validity.” (A voice : Hear, hear.) Well, 
then, if an appeal to the whole body of the 
electorate has no moral validity how can a 
decision coming from a Parliament elected 
by men alone have any moral validity ? 
(Cheers.) And these being the circumstances 
under which we are told a change alike 
momentous and irrevocable is to be taken, 
what are the tactics by which it is proposed 
to be carried out, and when I deal with these 
tactics I say the time was fully ripe for a 
non-party meeting to deal with the question 
of Female Suffrage, because the most amazing 
attempt is now being made, with the assist- 
ance of men of both parties, to present the 
appearance of agreement where there is no 
agreement that I recall in my political life. 
It appears, ladies and gentlemen, that the 
Conservative supporters of the Conciliation 
Bill are under the impression that they are 
likely to gain some party advantage at the 
expense of the Liberal supporters of the 
Conciliation Bill, and the Liberal supporters 
of the Bill are under the impression that 
they are likely to gain some political advan­
tage at the expense of the Conservative 
supporters—(laughter)—by first of all obtain- 
ing the ratification of the principle and then 
amending it in what is generally described! 
as a democratic sense.

THE BILL IN PARLIAMENT.
Well, ladies and gentlemen, I agree with 

Lord Curzon. I am against both the Con- 
ciliation Bill and any democratic expansion 
of the Conciliation Bill—(cheers)—and I 
shall contest the Conciliation Bill through 
all its Parliamentary stages with the same 
vehement opposition that I shall put for­
ward against the Government measure if 
the Government measure ever reaches that 
length. (Cheers.) I have no hesitation 
at all in stating what is the course which 
I shall myself adopt in the House of Commons 
and which I think might properly be adopted 
by every sincere opponent of Female Suffrage 
upon principle. Let me state first what is 
the conclusion upon which I base myself. 
It is that the greatest disaster of all will 
be if the House of Commons does not pro- 
nounce, when it irrevocably commits itself 
to the principle of female voters, if it does 
not at the same time pronounce upon the
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whole question, as it must within a short 
period inevitably be committed to Par­
liament. In other words, let no one vote 
at the final moment when the measure leaves 
the House of Commons for a limited measure 
who would not vote for an extreme measure 
if that limited measure were passed first, 
for, let the matter be made perfectly clear 
I am an opponent of both proposals; but 
once the principle be conceded of giving 
any vote to any woman, T know of no argu- 
ment by which I can resist the extension of 
that vote to women under precisely the same 
circumstances as it is enjoyed by men. 
(Cheers.) Believing, as I do believe this, 
my course during the Committee Stage of 
the Conciliation Bill will be a perfectly 
simple one. I shall vote against the second 
reading which affirms the principle at that 
stage of the Bill. I imagine in the course of 
its Committee Stages a number of amend- 
ments will be moved in the House of Com- 
mons which will have the effect of extending 
the scope of the Conciliation Bill. Inasmuch 
as I take the view that every one of those 
amendments, however objectionable in it- 

in making theself, is at least a change 
Bill at once more honest and 
with a shape which it will

more consonant 
inevitably take 
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in the end, I shall, holding those views, 
have no hesitation at all in voting in favour 
of those amendments, as and when they are 
brought forward in the House of Commons, 
and I shall vote against the third reading 
of the Bill. (Cheers.)

I can only say this in conclusion—we have 
the advantage of having on our platform 
here Lord Loreburn and Mr. Harcourt and 
many other distinguished members of the 
Liberal Party. It is no light sacrifice that 
they have made—(cheers)—to come here 
for the sake of principle and conviction, 
and indicate dissent in the weighty language 
which they have used of the proposals of 
others of their colleagues. It would be an 
ill reward for the services which they have 
rendered to the country—and, I think, to the 
Empire—if any Conservative attempted to 
gain party advantage out of their presence 
on this platform to-night. (Cheers.) I can 
only tell them most sincerely and most 
conscientiously that in the great struggle 
which lies in front of every one of us, a 
struggle as to the ultimate success of which 
I entertain not the smallest vestige of doubt, 
I can only assure them that in the course 
of that struggle, and without considerations 
of party, they may rely upon the loyal help

of those Unionists in the House of Commons 
who agree with them with the same confidence 
of meeting it with which I know we shall 
appeal to them to fight side by side with us 
at every stage of resistance to a measure 
which we are convinced will be the source 
of unmeasured calamity to the State, to the 
Empire, and to womanhood itself. (Loud 
cheers.)

Lord Cromer said : Before I put the 
resolution to you, let me read it again. It is 
as follows:—■

" That the extension of the Parliamen- 
tary franchise to women would be hostile 
to their own welfare and the welfare of the 
State, and that a change so momentous 
and so incalculable in its effects both 
socially and politically ought not to be 
entertained except upon a clear and 
deliberately expressed demand by the 
electorate.”

Those who are in favour of the resolution 
say “ Aye.” Those to the contrary will 
say " No.” . . 2)7

The resolution having been put to the 
meeting, the Chairman declared that the 
" Ayes" had it by a very large majority.

This brought the meeting to a close.
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They are wholly engaged in 
trying to force some measure of 
Woman Suffrage through the 
House of Commons. Their 
speeches are given up now to 
attempting to make the House 
believe it has committed itself 
upon the question ; to attempting 
to make the country, believe that 
the Government, as a Govern­
ment, has committed itself.

some form of Woman Suffrage 
into the Reform Bill, and give 
women votes before there is any 
chance for the country to be 
asked to decide. At the best, 
such an amendment to the Bill 
could only be carried, in their 
own calculations, by a paltry 
dozen or score of votes; and 
this is to be the method of 
driving England into an experi-
ment that 
yet made.
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no great country has
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The National League for Opposing 
Woman Suffrage will give £5 for the 
best idea to form the subject of a cartoon 
to be used in the campaign against 
the Grant of the Parliamentary Fran­
chise to Women. All communications 
to be addressed to the Editor, Anti- 
Suffrage Review, N.L.O.W.S., Caxton 
House, Westminster.

N.B.—The Editor’s decision is final, and no 
correspondence will be entered into on the 
subject.

There has recently been an example 
of the kind of confusion which is 
bound to arise under any system of 
Woman Suffrage, an example so full 
of warning that it is worth examining 
at some length. It occurred in New 
Zealand, and it puts a very sharp 
point on one of the strongest general 
arguments against Woman Suffrage.

The argument in question is that 
when voting is dissociated from the 
physical power to enforce its results 
it loses its character of finality, and 
the way is open to widespread diso­
bedience and resistance. The vote 
becomes something that may after all 
be upset by the physical opposition 
of a part of the nation possessing the 
greater physical force. The reply of 
the Suffragists to this argument is 
generally that women would not vote 
in a solid mass, but their votes would 
be divided as men’s are. To which, 
again, the answer of the Anti-Suffragists 
is that, even if women did not vote in 
the mass, there would be constant 
cases in which the majority was com- 
posed of a disproportionate number 
of women. To take an example, 
which was used ten years ago; sup­
pose in France, on a question between 
clerical and anti-clerical legislation, ten 
million women and eleven million men. 
went to the poll. Suppose that the 
voting for clerical government was 
made up of four million men and 
seven million women, a total of eleven 

millions; and against clerical govern- 
ment, seven million men and three 
million women, a total of ten millions. 
Would the seven million men accept 
a policy odious to them, which had 
only four million men to enforce it ?

The case which has now arisen ' is 
far more striking than any imaginary 
case. The first liquor prohibition poll 
was taken in New Zealand on Decem- 
ber 7th. The question submitted to 
the electors was whether they wished, 
at the end of four years, to make a 
complete end of alcoholic liquor, ren­
dering it penal to buy or sell, import 
or make or have any intoxicating 
beverage. Nearly 56 per cent, of the 
electorate replied in the affirmative, 
but as a. two-thirds majority was 
required, the prohibition just failed to 
be carried. Is New Zealand therefore 
a remarkably temperate State ? On 
the contrary, its consumption of liquor 
per head is approximately equal to 
that of the United Kingdom, and, 
instead of falling, the consumption has 
been steadily increasing during the last 
seventeen years. A correspondent of 
" The Manchester Guardian,” writing 
from Wellington, New Zealand, a week 
after the poll, says: “It is, in fact, 
almost impossible to believe that there 
are as many abstainers in proportion 
to the population as there were before 
the local option movement took con­
crete shape in 1896. The consumption 
of liquor has increased a fraction more 
than one and a half times as fast as 
the voting against it.”

Can there be any reasonable doubt 
of the cause of this muddle-—for voting 
has certainly become a muddle when 
it conflicts with plain facts of a com­
munity’s life and habits ? We have 
here the woman’s vote at work, if not 
in a mass (though that is likely enough), 
at any rate, in disproportionate solidity. 
We are not concerned here with the 
moral aspects of the question. Our 
only interest is that here is an actual 
case in which Woman Suffrage has 
almost certainly obscured the meaning 
of voting, if not destroyed the meaning 
altogether. The vote, we are told, 
took the community- by surprise; 
there was every reason why it should, 

seeing that it does not represent any 
general tendency towards greater 
temperance, or any reforming spirit in 
the State at large. And what reliance 
could be placed upon a prohibition 
vote carried in such a way ? The con­
sumption of liquor, we are told, is steadily 
increasing. Would the consumers sit 
down quietly under a vote which in. 
all human probability has not got 
the physical force of the country behind 
it ? Would a vote carried mainly by 
women prevail against habits which 
are growing stronger and not weaker ?

The matter is interesting in one 
further respect. It shows, again, the 
tendency of the feminine vote to rush 
far ahead of the moral sense of the 
community. In some degree, legisla­
tion may well be ahead of the general 
sense ; but there are limits in this, as 
in all things. We know from Suffragist

New Zealand prohibition vote gives 
us precisely this topsy-turvy method 
in action. The Local Option Act, 
which may be taken. to represent 
some approximation to the general 
sense of the nation, has been really 
handicapped by the recent vote. For 
the first time in nine years the con­
tinuance vote actually exceeds . the 
no-licence vote, and not a single bar 
will be closed by this last poll. The 
Woman Suffrage influence has gone 
for the spectacular, sweeping thing, 
and neglected the practical, possible 
thing.

We cannot conclude better than in 
the words of the “ Manchester Guard­
ian’s ” correspondent: " There is just 
one aspect of the question that ought 
to be noticed. A majority of voters is 
not necessarily a majority of the 
people, and it will be extremely 
difficult to enforce prohibition until 
a very substantial preponderance of 
the population desires it.” Are we in 
this country going to have the meaning 
of our polls turned into uncertainty, 
and the power to carry them out called 
in question ? That is one of the things 
that Woman Suffrage means.

NOTES AND NEWS.
By the time this number is in the 

hands of our readers the Anti-Suffrage 
-campaign will have progressed far. 
We have to apologise for the appear­
ance of The Review at a date later 
than the usual date, but we have held 
it back in order to give all members 
of the League the opportunity of 
receiving with this number the full 
report of the great Albert Hall Meeting, 
which is included as a supplement.

On February 23rd, a demonstration 
in favour of Woman Suffrage was held 
in the Albert Hall on the initiative 
•of ■ the National Union of Women’s 
Suffrage Societies. Mr. Lloyd George, 
on the occasion of his first " star ” 
-appearance in the Suffragist arena, 
made the embarrassing mistake of 
trying to speak in support of a cause 
that he had not taken the trouble to 
study. To-day he is wiser ; he declines 
"" to discuss the merits of the question.” 
His message to the Albert Hall gathering 
was to the effect that he had dragooned 
the Cabinet into toeing the line on a 
policy that the Prime Minister has 
announced to be fraught with disaster 
for the country. For the rest, he 
counselled Suffragists (particularly the 
militants, who were appealed to in 
vain, " to behave themselves like 
ladies for once ”) to sweet reasonable­
ness on the ground that salvation 
could only come to them from a Radical 
Government. The cause, however, was 
not left without one argument. Mr. 
Lloyd George declared that this plan 
of adding from 8,000,000 to 12,060,000 
voters to the register ought to be 
adopted because the Constitution con­
sults “the drunken loafer” on ques­
tions like the national settlement of 
religion in Wales. We are not con- 
•cerned with the Chancellor’s analysis 
of the vote that forces this or -that 
policy on the Government; but it is 
poor logic that, because undesirables 
have gained a footing in the present 
franchise, • you must extend it to 
include as many others as possible. 
Equally statesmanlike was Mr. Lloyd 
George’s utterance on the subject of 
the Referendum. This Government, 
he said, in effect, will not allow the 
Referendum to be applied to Home 
Rule and Welsh. Disestablishment; 
how can they be permitted to introduce 
that test to Woman Suffrage ? We 
understood that the former measures 
were held to be exempted from further 

reference to the electorate on account 
of a mandate at the last election. 
No mandate can be claimed for Woman 
Suffrage. Where, then, is the analogy ? 
It is to be feared that, although Mr. 
Lloyd George went to preach peace 
at the Albert Hall, the net result of 
his speech will be to convince the 
militants that stones will still have 
to do duty for arguments. The 
greater need for those who oppose the 
Suffrage to drive home their present 
advantage.

888
We were taken to task a little while 

ago for a word in The Review which 
was, in point of fact, misprinted. 
Suffragists were very indignant because 
by this mishap we appeared to have 
said that what they liked was to be 
“ rude.” The word would not at the 
time have been hard to justify ; it 
was soon after a Suffragist had inter-

Suffrage question, with the unmannerly 
interjection: " Then you can go." 
There has since been another example 
of ill-temper. Mr. Lewis Harcourt 
received a deputation of Suffragists in 
his constituency late in January. He 
was subjected to many interruptions 
whilst he was expressing his opinions. 
He was told in one instance that what 
he stated was " rot.” Another of the 
deputation said : “ You might have 
talked like you are doing to our 
grandmothers, but not to us.” As he 
left, one member of the deputation 
shouted: “You are going from the 
(Rossendale) Valley next time', and we 
shall do all in our power to make your 
life miserable.” We begin to be almost 
sorry that our use of the word " rude " 
was only due to a misprint.

8 8 8
• One incident of the very successful 

Anti-Suffrage campaign in Lancashire 
is instructive. At one of the meetings 
a question was put on the subject of 
the protection of young girls from 
certain moral evils. The question came 
from a young woman, and the speaker 
who answered it referred to that fact 
somewhat severely. We think that 
few ordinary people would have failed 
to see the speaker’s point. It is not, 
and nothing will make it, a simple and 
natural thing that a moral question 
of some considerable unpleasantness 
should be raised in a public meeting by 
a young woman. It is not, and nothing 

will make it, helpful; the ordinary 
man or woman would not care to enter 
into discussion on such terms. Yet, 
because the speaker expressed some­
thing of this feeling, Suffragists rushed 
into print to declare that Anti-Suffragists 
had no consciousness of social evils, 
disregarded them, either from ignorance 
or malice. The general answer to the 
attacks which were made was well 
summed up in a letter written by 
Mr. Arthur Pott to the " Manchester 
Guardian.” The letters he refers to 
are some that were printed in that 
paper. He says :—

Few persons will differ from Mr. Blease’s 
contention that instruction as to the facts 
of the sex evil is necessary, fewer still 
with his opinion that the methods of 
instruction must vary, but it is surely a 
tenable position to maintain that not 
every occasion is suitable for the dis- 
semination of this knowledge and that not 
every audience is fit to hear discussion 
upon it. To speak of the degradation 
imposed by disfranchisement is to beg 
the whole question, and to assume that 
Anti-Suffragists acquiesce in what they 
know to be degradation is a monstrous 
libel.

Mr. Price’s statement that Anti-Suffragists 
do not " realise the unprotected’ position 
of women in the industrial world " is 
almost as ridiculous as untrue. Those 
who are competent to judge would 
probably prefer the authority of Miss 
Violet Markham, Miss Octavia Hill, or 
Miss Frances Low before that even of 
Mr. Price.

The insinuations that have been made 
that we Anti-Suffragists are indifferent to 
or unconscious of the social evils to which 
this correspondence refers are due to 

. ignorance or malice ; in either ease they 
are baseless and impotent.

88 8
A CORRESPONDENT writes that as 

the servant protest failed to affect the 
Clause relating to domestics in the 
Insurance Bill, she feels it incumbent 
upon her to become a Suffragist. To 
this we would reply that in spite of the 
far greater number of protests from the 
doctors, the Insurance Act as it affects 
them still remains in force. Women, 
as a matter of fact, have shown them- 
selves quite capable of defending them­
selves without the vote. To quote 
the most recent case. In Committee 
on the Mines Bill, in 1911, it was pro­
posed by a member for a mining 
constituency that work on the pit­
brow should be forbidden to women. 
Deputations of women saw the Home 
Secretary and the Under-Secretary in 
charge of the Bill, and secured the 
defeat of the amendment. The case 
came up in exactly the same form in 
1886, with the same result under a 
Conservative Government. The case
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of married women under the insurance 
Act of 1911 was another indication of 
the power of women to influence 
legislation without votes. A very large 
extension of the original benefits was 
introduced in Committee on repre­
sentations made by certain committees 
organised by women. The period of 
greatest advance in male artisans’ 
wages was from 1850-1867, which was 
before the mass of artisans had the vote.

8 8 8

Dr. O’Dwyer, Roman Catholic 
Bishop of Limerick, in his Lenten 
Pastoral, refers to the claim of women 
to obtain the Parliamentary suffrage. 
Hitherto, he said, the question was 
merely an academic one. Now it had 
come within the range of .practical 
politics, and was a matter for weighty 
consideration. Many Irish women 
would think it impossible that a 
measure for which they never asked, 
which public opinion in Ireland had 
never demanded, should be imposed 
on them. Yet it was possible owing 
to the game of parties in Parliament, 
and it was well for them in Ireland to 
realise the danger of the measure 
becoming law without their consent.

8 8 8

We quote this delightfully ingenuous 
letter “ in toto.” It appeared in a 
recent issue of the " Standard " :—

WOMEN’S TURN.
Sir,—Mr. Charles Mallet is quite right 

in saying women will not be satisfied with 
the vote, but would want to get into 
Parliament, and hold offices of State. 
The vote is only the thin end of the 
wedge. We mean to push on until we 
get into Parliament, and finally end in 
" a women’s Cabinet-,” Women are prov­
ing themselves far superior to men. Men 
have had their day, and now it is women’s 

' turn, and when we are in power we will 
treat the men folk kindly, and give them 
some fairly good posts. Women have 
had to play second fiddle long enough; 
now men must learn to do so ; it may 
come a bit hard to men folk, but it can’t 
be helped. The minority always has to 
bend to the majority. To hint at Referen­
dum is preposterous. We have not a 
majority on our side yet, but we soon shall 
have; then, if Parliament won’t give us 
the vote, we will have a Referendum, and 
women shall decide for themselves.

The obvious wisdom of not having a 
Referendum until they have a majority 
in the country is beyond all praise. 
One is glad, however, to see that when 
women are in power, the men folk are 
to be treated “ kindly and given some 
fairly good posts.” - . ■ ■

THE SOCIALIST - SUFFRAGIST 
ALLIANCE.

It was an old Suffragist cry that if 
women had the vote the danger of 
Socialism in England would be averted, 
and as long as Woman Suffrage 
remained a purely academic question, 
there was no means of disproving this. 
Now the alliance between the Labour 
Party and the Suffragists is the most 
conspicuous feature of the Suffrage 
movement, and it becomes closer daily.
In a recent issue of the “ Labour 
Leader" there appeared an eloquent 
appeal to those who are inspired by the 
Socialist ideal (the italics are ours) to 
fight to the utmost for Womanhood 
Suffrage. The unfeigned gratitude of 
the Suffragists is not surprising, as it 
was only the Prime Minister’s statement 
on Adult Suffrage which has brought 
the woman’s question into the region of 
practical politics. One could multiply 
instances without number of the 
Socialist leaders who, to quote the 
jubilant article in “ Votes for Women,” 
“ are undertaking a vigorous campaign 
in different parts of the country in 
favour of the inclusion of women in 
the Government Reform Bill.” Mr. 
Keir Hardie, at Glasgow, said that, 
“ speaking for himself and for many of 
his colleagues, they would oppose this 
Government Bill both by speech and 
vote, and by a campaign in the country, 
unless women were included.”

This campaign culminated in the 
great demonstration held at the Albert 
Hall on February 14th by the Labour 
Party, the Independent Labour Party, 
and the Fabian Society. Mrs. Despard, 
seconding Mr. Arthur Henderson’s 
resolution, said that she and others 
had often looked forward to the time 
when “ the great Labour movement, 
that great spiritual force, and the 
women’s movement, another great 
spiritual force, would stand together.” 
Miss Mary McArthur referred in glowing 
terms to the Labour Party, " which 
stood for complete and pure democ- 
racy,” and she reminded her audience 
that the Labour Party was the only 
party that had taken up the demand 
for Woman Suffrage. Finally Mr. 
Anderson, speaking at the close of the 
meeting, impressed on his hearers that 
the Suffragists and the Labour Party 
were “ at the gateway of a great 
victory, if they were determined, 
courageous and strong.” It is interest­
ing to note that the alliance between 
the Socialists and the Suffragists is not 
confined to England. At the debate in

the Reichstag, on February 15th, Herr 
Franck, a prominent Socialist, spoke 
strongly in favour of Woman .Suffrage 
as a Socialist measure. Those who, 
under the guise of fighting for their 
" rights,” wish to hasten the fulfilment 
of the Socialist ideal, will join the 
ranks of the Suffragists. Clear-headed 
patriots, men and women of both the 
great political parties, are strengthened 
in their Anti-Suffragist principles.

SOME RECENT SUFFRAGETTE 
ESCAPADES.

The Suffragettes have been comparatively 
quiescent, presumably because they are 
holding themselves in readiness for their 
promised display of militancy on March. 4th, 
Nevertheless, some of the more irrepressible 
spirits have done their playful best with 
various members of the Cabinet. We cull 
the following from the " Daily Telegraph " :

" Mr. Birrell, Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
who is Lord Rector of Glasgow University, 
was last night the principal guest at the 
Glasgow University Union house dinner. 
During the evening some amusement was 
created by the pranks of a number of Suffra­
gists, who, having entered the University 
grounds, took up a position just under the 
window of the Union at the rear of the seat 
occupied by Mr. Birrell. Two of the ladies, 
kept up a chorus of ′ Votes for women! ′ 
while one of the intruders threw in at an open 
window a bundle of literature, which fell on 
the head of one of the guests. The humour 
of the situation appeared to be enjoyed by 
Mr. Birrell. Ultimately the stewards closed 
alI the windows and drew the blinds, and the 
Suffragists then withdrew."

MR. AND MRS. CHURCHILL PES­
TERED BY SUFFRAGETTES ON 
THEIR RETURN FROM IRELAND.

[Daily Chronicle, Feb. 12th.]
" The London Suffragettes who went to 

Belfast in anticipation of Mr. Churchill’s 
visit, and accosted him at railway stations 
on the way and in the neighbourhood of his 
meeting, dogged him right from the start 
to the finish of his journey.

“As he was returning some of the women 
took up the hunt on the boat between Larne 
and Stranraer, and endeavoured to prevent 
the First Lord of the Admiralty from having 
any rest. He settled himself comfortably 
for a sleep between Stranraer and Glasgow 
when two Suffragettes knocked on his door 
and disturbed him before the conductors 
could intervene.

" More of the women were on the warpath 
at Glasgow, One of them knocked his hat 
off, and another, with callous ingenuity, 
had concealed a stone in a small bag, to 
which was attached a long string. She 
threw the bag at Mr. Churchill, and then 
pulled it back by means of the string.

"6 Outside the hotel at Glasgow the women 
broke the window of a motor-car, thinking 
that Mr. Churchill was inside; but the car 
belonged to other visitors at the hotel.

“ When the train bearing Mr. Churchill, 
arrived in London at 7.15 on Saturday, 
morning, the Suffragettes were waiting on 
the platform. He remained in the train 
until eight o’clock, and, finally, as the women 

were misbehaving themselves, they were 
removed by the police.”

According to another Suffragist report, 
his reception at Stranraer was still more 
lively. “ Just as he got to the end of the 
gangway," wrote one, “ I rushed forward 
and hit him across the face with a tri-colour, 
saying, 1 No Referendum for us, Mr. 
Churchill.’ " According to this same account 
there were two members of Parliament 
travelling to Glasgow with Mr. Churchill 
who had always worked for Woman Suffrage, 
but who were so disgusted with the behaviour 
of the Suffragists on this occasion that they 
have since become converted to the right 
side,-and are now enthusiastic “ antis.'

However, according to Miss Christabel 
Pankhurst, Suffragettes are now going to 
pester the Government as they had never 
done before. There would be far more 
pestering, she said, when speaking at North- 
ampton, “ but they would not sacrifice 
precious bodies of delicate women ’ being 
battered by police." It was better to break 
windows than women, she ’ argued, for 
property was worshipped in England. It was 
the nation’s god, and attacks upon it would 
make the public force the Government to 
concede votes for women. Why the long- 
suffering public, who so far have endured 
Suffragettes’ militant displays with a half- 
humorous contempt, should wish to give 
these law-breakers, who now promise us a 
serious attack on property, the vote, we fail 
to see. There is no doubt that there will 
be a great response to the invitation to 
demonstrate on March 4th, but we fear the 
average level-headed citizen will not take 
the view of their action so delightfully 
expressed by Miss Mathieson, who writes 
in “ Votes for Women ” : “I look on them 
(i.e., the Suffragists) as I look on the great 
ones who go as missionaries and itiirses to 
leper colonies.''

SUFFRAGETTES AND THE PREMIER 
on THE channel.

MR. Asquith, of course, has no peace, not 
even on a Channel crossing. One Suffragist 
writes that lie had not been on the Channel 
for ten minutes before they began their 
tactics. We quote the account from “ Votes 
for Women " : " We met on the main deck 
just as the vessel started, and I stood opposite 
him for one paralysed moment, but the next 
found myself saying, ‘ Votes for women, 
Mr. Asquith,’ in a determined tone into his 
ear. He started, pretended he hadn’t heard, 
and walked on, followed by his family. . . 
Each time I passed I gave him the reminder 
with added courage and aplomb, as our 
French cousins say. Nine times he stood it, 
although one could see his anger was rising. 
. . . That last shout sent the Prime Minister 
of Great Britain scurrying into a private 
cabin. And he must have minded, for' his 
aide-de-camp, Mr. Edwin Montagu, came 
up to remonstrate and implore.”

“WOMAN ADRIFT.”
'•‘Woman ADRIFT: The MENACE of SUF- 

fragism,” is the title of a new work by Mr. 
Harold Owen . announced for immediate 
publication by Messrs. Stanley Paul & Co. 
Mr. Owen deals vigorously and comprehen- 
sively with the political side of the woman’s 
movement—first with the political and 
Parliamentary position, then . with' the 
question of the suffrage itself, and, finally, 
with feminism. -

THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE CAMPAIGN 
in Manchester.

It has been claimed on behalf of 
Manchester that this great industrial 
centre is one of the chief strongholds 
of Suffragism, and advocates of the mis­
called “ emancipation movement" are 
prone to insist that the support given to 
their cause by the working folk of Lan- 
cashire is a proof that the enfranchisement 
of women is a proposal which is backed 
by the electorate.

The writer of these lines, having heard 
much to this effect in the past, fully 
expected that the Anti-Suffrage meetings 
held in the Manchester district would be 
marked by strong opposition to the views 
set forth by the speakers of the 
N.L.O.W.S., and was therefore surprised, 
and, in a fashion, disappointed, to find 
that such opposition as was manifested 
was chiefly of that feeble kind to which 
Anti-Suffragists are accustomed in the 
smaller towns and country districts of 
the South. This is not to say that the 
Suffragist bodies were either silent or 
inactive, for the presence of an organised 
body of vociferous opponents was clear 
enough., but the audiences for the most 
part listened attentively to the argument, 
and in the great majority of cases showed 
by their votes the desire that no measure 
of Woman Suffrage should pass the 
House of Commons' until the question 
had been submitted to the electorate ; 
and all the auditors, save extreme 
Suffragists, were orderly and courteous 
to the speakers.

Ten meetings were held in all, and at 
eight the resolution supported by the Anti- 
Suffrage speakers was carried, in several 
cases by an overwhelming majority, 
although the Suffragist Press, whose 
representatives were never in a position 
to judge of the result, endeavoured to 
discount the defeat of their partisans by 
denying patent facts ; but this manoeuvre 
was, of course, harmless to the Anti- 
Suffrage cause.

At those meetings at which member­
ship cards were available, a large number 
of professed adherents were gained by 
the League, and it was noticed that the 
number of these was in direct proportion 
to that of the interruptions caused by a 
small band of noisy Suffragettes. A 
noteworthy feature was the very small 
number of men who voted on any occasion 
for the Suffrage cause, and it was abun­
dantly clear that, if the issue were left 
to electors only, the support afforded 
to Suffragism would be negligible.

Questions were, as usual, an interesting 
feature, and these were handed in in 
unusually large numbers, although the 
majority evidently came from the little 
band of Suffragettes already mentioned ; 
but no new, and very few important, 
points were raised, the Suffragists showing, 
as usual, that ignorance of the facts which 
alone can explain their attitude towards 
the question.

A considerable number of the questions 
were evidently put by Marxians and other

Socialists, and these were seldom relevant 
to the issue ; many were amusing, and 
many more enunciated ancient fallacies 
that were long since exploded, e.g., the 
(non-existent) sweating in Government 
factories, the inapplicability of the Fair 
Wages Clause to women (who, in point 
of fact, are as much entitled to its pro- 
tection as are men), and so forth The 
speakers had no difficulty in dealing 
with their would-be hecklers, and ques­
tioners who put their points in good 
faith generally appeared to be satisfied 
with the replies.

On the whole, Anti-Suffragists ought 
to feel quite satisfied with the progress 
made, and if Manchester is indeed 
a Suffragist stronghold, that cause must 
indeed be weak in the country generally.

At most of the meetings at which the 
writer was present, the bulk of the 
audience consisted of men and women 
of the working classes, and the opposi- 
tion, such as it was, appeared to proceed, 
almost entirely from persons of another 
social position.

■ in connection with the campaign or­
ganised throughout the North of England, 
public meetings and debates have been 
held in Leeds, Bradford, Oldham, Pres- 
ton, Bolton, Wigan, Manchester, Hulme, 
and Altrincham. The speakers have been 
Mr. Arnold Ward, M.P., Mr. MacCallum 
Scott, M.P., Miss Gladys Pott, Mrs. 
Harold Norris, Miss Harrison, Mr. George 
Hamilton, Mr. W, M. Martin, Mr. A. 
Maconachie, Miss Cordelia Moir, Mr. 
F. H. Templer, Mr. Holford Knight, and 
Mrs. Craven. Much interest has been 
evinced in the Anti-Suffrage cause at all 
these meetings, and in almost every ease 
the Anti-Suffrage resolution has been 
carried by a sound majority.

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR.
To the Editor of " The Anti-Suffrage Review.”

SIR,—The Suffragist experts have made 
a historical discovery, and all their following 
are talking about it. Some one “ gave the 
word, and great is the multitude of the 
preachers.” Here is a representative formu- ' 
lation of the product:—■

" The Duke of Wellington, though 
opposed to Catholic emancipation, carried 
that measure, feeling that the majority 
of the House of Commons, backed by 
their constituents, were in favour of it: 
Why does not Mr. Asquith do the same ? 
Because he is doubtful whether the 
majority in the House of Commons in 
favour of W Oman Suffrage is sincere, and, 
if sincere, whether it is backed by the 

■ feeling of the country.”
This is a superficial and inadequate 

description of the facts. The two historical 
positions are not parallel.

It is well known that it Was no apparent' 
Parliamentary or alleged electoral situation, 
but the fear of civil war in Ireland that led 
Wellington and Peel to give up their personal 
aversion to Catholic emancipation. So says 
Peel’s biographer, Mr. Charles ‘ Stuart 
Parker:—“ Even now [Re., in 1829] he only 
yielded ‘ to a moral necessity which I cannot 
control,’ that is to ■ say, to anticipated
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rebellion in Ireland." And Peel himself 
wrote thus to his friend Gregory (Vol. II., 
p. 108) :—

" I can with truth affirm, as I do solemnly 
affirm in the presence of Almighty Go. I 
‘ to whom all hearts are open, all desires 
known, and from Whom no secrets are. 
hid,’ that in advising and promoting the 
measures of 1829 I was swayed by no fear 
except the fear of public calamity, and that 
I acted throughout on a deep conviction 
that those measures were not only con- 
ducive to the general welfare, but that 
they had become imperatively necessary.” 
But Mr. Asquith’s conviction is quite the 

contrary. He believes that Woman Suffrage 
would be a " public calamity,” and would 
be " disastrous to the country ” instead of 
" conducive to the general welfare."

Neither is there any parallel between the 
emancipation of the Catholics and the 
admission of women to governmental power. 
The new voters were not, as women are, 
disqualified by sex from enforcing law and 
defending the Empire.

There is yet another marked and signifi­
cant difference. The Catholics were not 
divided on the question. Their demand for 
the vote was unanimous ; whereas, in the 
present case, the extension of the Parlia- 
mentary vote to women is opposed by a 
large (it may be the largest) portion of the 
sex as not " conducive to the general welfare,” 
and as detrimental to the sex itself. The 
late Mr. Gladstone used to say that in 
these circumstances the extension of the 
franchise would be entirely unprecedented.

I am, Sir, &c.,
JOHN MASSIE.

Old Headington, Oxford, 
February 17th.

A CORRECTION.
To the Editor of “ The Anti-Suffrage Review” 

SIR,—My attention has been drawn to a 
letter appearing in this month’s number of 
your paper, above the signature of Mr. D. 
Austin Harris (who was the local Secretary 
of your League in Cardiff). He states that 
during my campaign as a candidate at the 
recent Municipal election in Cardiff, I denied 
that I was a Suffragist.

As the local Hon. Secretary of the South 
Wales and Monmouthshire Federation of 
Women’s Suffrage Societies (which is 
affiliated to the National Union) and for 
some time Organising Secretary of the Cardiff 
and District Society, I think it is scarcely 
necessary for me to say that such a statement 
is absolutely untrue.

I denied that I was a Suffragette, also that 
I was not the nominee of the Suffrage 
Society, but of a committee representing 
various women’s organisations in the town, 
and existing solely for the purpose of 
securing a woman representative on the 
Council.,

I hope your readers are intelligent enough 
to see the difference between the two 
terms.

I have no wish to enter into a corre- 
spondence with Mr. Harris, so will not go 
into details. Thanking you for inserting 
this.—I am, yours &c., Janet Price.

[We regret that, owing to the early date 
at which our January number went to press 
and pressure at the last minute on the 
space of our February number, this letter 
had to be held over. " This month ” in the 
second line refers to December.—ED., A.-S. 
Review.]

OXFORD AND VOTES FOR WOMEN

A REPLY.
We reprint the following from the " Isis " :— 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE " ISIS."
Sir,—May I beg space from you to reply 

to the letter in your last issue from Miss 
F. E. M. Macaulay, " W.S.P.U. Organizer for 
Canterbury and South Kent,” who glories 
in the “ double privilege of being an old 
Somervillian and a militant Suffragist.” 
She thinks little of the judicial ability of that 
eminent judge, the late Mr. Justice Willes 
(not Mr. Justice Wills, with whom she 
confuses him), whose " expert knowledge 
of the subject [of women’s electoral rights] 
was probably,” she suggests, " extremely 
limited." She will, I dare say, think as little 
of the judicial ability and legal knowledge 
of the Lord Chancellor, Lord Ashbourne, 
Lord Robertson, and Lord Collins. But 
here is an extract from their judgment in the 
case of Nairn v. the University of St. Andrews, 
as delivered by the Lord Chancellor in 
December, 1908. Your less confident and 
more teachable readers will find it interesting 
and instructive :—

"‘ It may be that in the vast mass of 
venerable documents buried in our public 
repositories, some of authority, others of 
none, there will be found traces of women 
having taken part in Parliamentary 
elections. No authentic and plain case of 
a woman giving a vote was brought before 
your Lordships. But students of history 
know that at various periods members of 
the House of Commons were summoned 
in a very irregular way, and it is quite 
possible that, just as great men in a locality 
were required to nominate members, so 
also women in a like position may have 
been called upon to do the same ; or other 
anomalies may have been overlooked in a 
confused time. I say it may be so, though 
it has not been established. A few equi- 
vocal cases were referred to. I was surprised 
how few. And it is the same in regard 
to judicial precedents. Two passages may 
be found in which judges are reported as 
saying that women may vote at Parlia- 
mentary elections. These are dicta derived 
from an ancient manuscript of no weight. 
Old authorities are almost silent on the 
subject, except that Lord Coke, at one 
place, incidentally alludes to women as 
being under a disqualification, not dwelling 
upon it as a thing disputable, but alluding 
to it for purposes of illustration as a matter 
certain. This disability of women has been 
taken for granted. It is incomprehensible 
to me that anyone acquainted with our 
laws, or the methods by which they are 
ascertained, can think—if, indeed anyone 
does think-—there is room for argument on 
such a point. It is notorious that this 
right of voting has, in fact, been confined 
to men. Not only has it been the constant 
tradition alike of all the three kingdoms, 
but it has also been the constant practice, 
so far as we have knowledge of what has 
happened from the earliest times down to 
this day."
Personally, as one who has been through 

the Honour History School here, there are 
other bones I should like to pick with 
Miss Macaulay with regard to her historical 
facts. As an Anti-Suffragist, I find much to 
dispute in her general remarks, but I feel I 
have already trespassed more than enough

on the hospitality of your paper.—I am, 
yours faithfully,

Mary A. Wills-Sandford, 
Hon. Sec. Oxford Branch of 
the National League for 
Opposing Woman Suffrage.

St. Giles', Oxford, 
February 5th.

THE HOUSE OF COMMONS AND 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

We reprint the following letter from the 
"Times." *

Sir,—Sir Edward Grey not long ago 
gave it as a reason why the Government 
had felt bound to accord facilities to a 
Woman Suffrage Bill, that they could no 
longer ignore the large majorities by which 
the second readings of such Bills had been 
passed of recent years ; and this fact fur- 
nishes the Woman Suffrage Party with 
matter for continual boasting. These 
majorities, however, invite a little comment 
and merit a little exposure.

It is well known in the House of Commons 
that to refer a private member’s Bill to a 
Committee of the whole House is a gentle 
but effective expedient for giving the Bill 
its quietus. When Woman Suffrage Bills 
were brought in—in 1908 by Mr. Stanger, 
in 1909 by Mr. Geoffrey Howard, and in 
1911 by Sir George Kemp (all of them on a 
Friday, when few but the enthusiastic or 
the subjugated were likely to be present)— 
it was clearly understood beforehand that 
the proposer in each case would himself 
move this euphemistic extinction. If the 
promoters of the Bill did not obtain their 
majority by this tactical manoeuvre they 
undoubtedly swelled it. I think I can show 
good reason for this contention. When in 
1910, on July 11th (a Tuesday), Mr. 
Shackleton had carried the second reading 
of the " Conciliation" Bill for the enfran- 
chisement of women, he subsequently resisted 
the motion of Mr. Lehmann (an Anti- 
Suffragist) for a reference to a Committee 
of the whole House ; with the result that 
while the majority for the second reading 
had been 109, the majority for the quietus 
was 145 ; and the “ Times " report of that 
date records that, whereas the announcement 
of the 109 was " followed by some cheers,' 
the declaration of the 145 was " greeted 
with loud cheering "—that is, with a pal- 
pable and extremely audible sigh of relief. 
So much for the vaunted majorities and the 
sincerity of the House of Commons in voting 
for government by women.—I am, Sir, &c.,

John Massie.
Old Headington,

January 29th.

BRISTOL GIRL GUIDES.
The Bristol Girl Guides are to be con- 

gratulated on their strong Anti-Suffragist 
views. We quote with pleasure a letter 
from one of our workers :—" We had a great 
success. on Saturday. 1 The Girl Guides 
came over to our side en bloc, and cheered 
lustily as I drove away. All their officers 
were Suffragist." Another writes in con- 
nection with the same meeting:—“ All the 
girls were with her and even the Suffrage 
‘ Captains' of the Guides who got up the 
debate said they felt shaky 122

BRISTOL MEETING.
A great demonstration, under the auspices 

of the National League for Opposing Woman 
Suffrage, was held last month at the Colston 
Hall. The Earl of Cromer, presided, and his 
supporters included Mrs. Humphry Ward, 
the Right Hon. C. E. Hobhouse, M.P., and 
Mr. J. W. Hills, M.P.

The Earl of Cromer said that there were 
welcome symptoms throughout the country 
that whatever apathy and indifference 
existed was passing away. Were the electors 
of the country prepared to add to the 
electorate an enormous number of women— 
between 6 and 12 millions—and thereby 
swamp the male electors. (" No.") His 
opinion was that when the people of the 
United Kingdom really woke up to the issue 
and understood it, they would reject the 
proposal in the most decisive manner. 
(Hear, hear.) Further, he maintained that 
it would be a monstrous abuse of power 
if the present House of Commons were to force 
through this momentous issue without having 
a distinct mandate from the electors. (Hear, 
hear.) That mandate they had not received, 
and he did not believe they would ever 
receive it. (Hear, hear.)

Mr. Hobhouse said it was his privilege 
to propose the following resolution :—" That 
this meeting requests the members of Parlia- 
ment for this city to oppose any measure 
extending the Parliamentary franchise to 
women until it has been approved by a 
majority of the electors of this country." 
(At this point there was prolonged distur- 
bance, uproar, and laughter, caused by the 
voices of several women, one being apparently 
hidden somewhere in the organ, where quite 
a large number of stewards went to seek her.) 
When the speaker was able to continue, 
he said he was there to suggest reasons 
why, before any decision was come to 
by Parliament on the issue, the electorate 
of the country should first be consulted. 
(Hear, hear.) They could not limit the 
demand for the Parliamentary Suffrage for 
more than a few passing years to the 
propertied among women.(Hear, hear.) 
It must spread, as it had spread among men, 
until it was broad-based upon a democratic 
principle, which would include all ranks and 
all sections of women, as it did of men.

THE Adult SUFFRAGE.

If they gave Adult Suffrage to women as it 
was given to men, and they passed it in the 
lifetime of the present Parliament, they 
would add immediately to the electoral roll 
three millions of men and about twelve 
millions of women. (Laughter.) And when 
the electoral roll was complete upon that 
basis women would be in the majority of 
above a million. (Hear, hear.) That was 
a serious step to take, and a more serious 
vista to contemplate. (Applause.) In 
regard to men, to add four millions of voters 
to the electorate had required three general 
elections and sixty years of Parliamentary 
life and striving. (Hear, hear.) Yet those 
who represented the Suffragettes in that hall 
asked that twelve millions of women should 
be given the vote without any reference to 
the electorate, without any consent from 
them, without any mandate, and with a 
total disregard of their wishes, their hopes, 
or their desires. (Applause.)

We had had most-skilfully directed and 
controlled noise—(laughter and hear, hear)— 
but these noisy demonstrations were not

really evidence of what was working in the 
minds of the people. (Hear, hear.) The 
majority of the people were unquestionably 
either indifferent or were hostile. (Hear, 
hear.) Remember this, that if we were to 
accede to the request of the Suffragists, and 
grant without any reference to the people 
their demands, we would have created a 
precedent which every political party here- 
after might justly quote and copy, and which 
every political party, reactionary or revolu- 
tionary, might justly dread its application to 
them in their own case. (Applause.) Those 
who stood on that platform, and those whom 
they represented, were quite prepared to 
submit this case to the opinion of the 
people. (Hear, hear.) Parties were divided 
on this issue. The leaders were no less 
divided than the parties. (Hear, hear.) He 
pointed out that they would never get a 
party to stake its existence on this question 
of Woman Suffrage, and they would never 
be able by a general election to place the 
issue before the people so that their verdict 
should be concentrated upon the Suffrage 
to the exclusion of all those other questions 
which must be subsequently affected by the 
decision which was given on the Suffrage. 
They must in some way, by what was called 
the Referendum or some other way, lay the 
matter before the people, so that their verdict 
should be upon it, and it alone. (Applause.)

A REFERENDUM ?

He knew it would fee said that a Referen­
dum is impossible, because one must 
consult men and women on this question, 
and there was no machinery for the consulta­
tion of women. But what were they going 
to do if they passed a Suffrage amendment by 
the votes of the members of the House of 
Commons who were not able to consult the 
women who had never consulted the men ? 
(Applause.) He con tended that Suffragists 
should show first that the great mass of 
women desired the vote, and not only that 
they desired it, but that they were qualified 
so to give the vote so that it should be to 
the advantage of the State. They must show 
that the Legislature had been blind to the 
interests and deaf to the cries of women, and 
that reforms which were of advantage and of 
necessity to the sex had been unattainable or 
had been denied. Also, that women were able 
and capable of sharing in all the burdens as 
well as in the full control of the affairs of the 
State. (Applause.) Those were the condi- 
tions upon which men had the Suffrage, and 
the electors had a right to demand com- 
pliance with those conditions by the women. 
(Hear, hear.) They believed that absorption 
of women in politics would prejudice the 
numbers, character, and vigour of the race. 
(Applause.)

A WOMAN'S PROTEST.
Mrs. Humphry Ward seconded the reso- 

lution, and said the addition of women to 
the Parliamentary electorate, by the mere 
fact that their vote had no physical force 
sanction behind it, would weaken the whole 
basis of government, and affect the prestige 
of England in the eyes of dependent and 
other nations. Giving the vote to women 
would lead to the diminution of the stock of 
political knowledge and experience. She 
believed that from the day woman was given 
the Parliamentary franchise would begin the 
decline of the nation. (Applause.)

Mr. J. W. Hills, M.P., supported the re- 
solution, which was carried amidst enthu- 
siasm. Lord Cromer announcing that there 
were about a dozen persons against.

Questions were invited, and one lady 
Suffragist, wearing her “Votes for Women ” 
riband, advanced to the edge of the grand 
tier and asked if Mr. Hobhouse’s view with 
regard to the Referendum was the view of 
the Cabinet or his personal view.

Mr. Hobhouse: I never give away a 
Cabinet secret, but it is entirely my own 
view. (Applause.)

In reply to another question, as to whether 
the Referendum would not mean that a split 
in the Cabinet was inevitable, Mr. Hobhouse 
replied : " No, not at all inevitable.”

Mrs. Dove Willcox asked if Mr. Hobhouse 
was willing to submit Home Rule and Welsh 
Disestablishment to the Referendum ?

Mr. Hobhouse, replied that the lady could 
not have paid attention to his speech. He 
said that the Referendum was only possible 
in those cases where a party and its leaders 
were not willing to stake their existence upon 
the results of a general election. The present 
Government had repeatedly staked its 
existence on Welsh Disestablishment and 
Home Rule.

MRS. PANKHURST’S VIEWS
ON THE

EMIGRATION OF WOMEN.
Mrs. PANKHURST, in a recent visit to 

North Shields, said she had just come from 
a part of the Empire where they saw it was 
high time for women, to begin to understand 
Imperial politics. She had been through 
Canada and had found that every effort 
was being made to encourage emigration 
from this country, more particularly of 
women. The idea was to get women there 
as wives and as domestic servants and drudges. 
She thought it was one of the greatest 
insults to their womanhood, and it was not 
only an insult but it was very short-sighted. 
In reply to this ridiculous criticism of the 
magnificent work done by the emigration 
societies, we quote this letter from one of 
our members:—

“ I hope you can allow me space to call 
attention to part of Mrs. Pankhurst’s speech 
at North Shields. She is reported to have 
said, regarding the emigration of women to 
Canada: ‘ The idea is to get women there 
as wives, domestic servants and drudges,’ 
and that this idea is an ' insult to their 
womanhood.'

“I hope this strange utterance will lead 
women to ascertain the truth from those 
who follow the Splendid and respected 
callings of ' wives, domestic servants and 
drudges' in new countries, and compare this 
with the Pankhurst ideals,

“ The only drawback to the life of women 
in new countries is that there are not women 
enough there, where our race needs them, 
and most of the ethical and industrial draw­
backs to the lot of women in England 
proceed from there being too many here. 
Having studied this matter both in old 
countries and in new, I feel it cannot be 
left to the distorted medium of professional 
grumblers.
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’ A CANVASS
OF

WOMEN MUNICIPAL ELECTORS
IN 103 DISTRICTS.

, ? • mi No Reply.Electorate. Anti. Iro. Neutral. (include deceased, removed and ill)

136,400 47,795 22,176 9,404 57,025
The FOLLOWING Results were obtained by Reply-paid Postcards i ;

District, Electorate. Anti. Pro. Neutral. No Reply.
South Kensington 4,728 1,183 671 3 3 2,8 41
Croydon ... 4,080 ■ 1,575 -..— 606 ... 3° •■• 1,869

' North Paddington 3,700 1,090 407 98 2,105
Chelsea ' 3,355 617 566 36 ... 2,136
Birkenhead ... ■ ... 3,3 3 8 ... 1,154 ... 8 61 — .... 1,323

: Bournemouth ... ... ... 3,281 ... 977 ... 589 ... — ••• 1,715
Cheltenham 2,254 643 588 513 ■ > 510
Carlisle. 1,792 514 44811 ' 819
Hammersmith ... . ... . ...2,987 ...1 ■ 855 ••• 512 . ... i 39 — 1,581
Hastings 2,610. 921 ... -425... 2 0 ... 1,244
North Hackney ... ... ... 2,044 ... 962 ... 453 ••• g ... 620
East Berks.... .... ........ 2,355 ...2603... 264 ... 415 ... 1,073
Mayfair ... 1 .2,217 ... 1,118. ... 447 ... , 13... . 639
East Toxteth (Liverpool Division) 2,18 8 ... I 316 ... 239 - ■■■ — 1,633
North Kensington , : 2,160 472 211 ...2 ... 1,475
Sheffield ... 2.158 . 237 . ... 445 . 32 ... 1,444
Oxford ............... ... . 2,145 ... 571 . :353 - 2 3 . 1,199 .

■ Streatham ... . ... ... ... 1,892... ... 572 ■■■ 3 2 5 ... . 3 ••• 992
Brixton ... ... 1,825 741 ... “267 ... - 8 ... 810
Ealing ... ......... , 1,749 461 i 229 35 ■... 1,024
Birmingham Central Division ... 1,739. ' ••■ 359•■• 230 ... 22S ... 922
Torquay ......... ... 1,640 ... . 467 210 13 ... 95°
North Hants ... ... ... 1,496 ■■■ 426 ... 417 ... . 25 ... 1 628 ,
Mid Bucks ... ... ... ... 1,38g ... 248 ... 222 ... 47 ... “ 872
North-West Manchester ... ... 1,374 ... 246 ... 198 .,.. —... 930
Gloucester ... : ... ... ... 1,221 ... 413 ... 185 ... • 2 ... 621
Richmond ... ... ... ... 1,098 ... 413 ... 98 ... 150 ... 437
Chiswick ... ... ... ■ ... 1,078 ... 240 ... - 141 ... 18 . ... : 679
Watford ... ... ... ", ... . 934 ... ' 302 ... 178 "... 0 7 ... 447
Reigate... ...... 906 ... 338 ' ■ 199 .... ... 23 ... 346
Hereford (part personal) ... ... 792 ... 279 ... . 143 ... " 40 ... 330

. St. Andrews ... ... ... 5 9 8 ■ ... . 142 ... oz 96 ... , 4 7 ... 313
Salisbury ... ... ... ... 594 ••• 231 ... . . 163 ■ ... -— i ... Hot 200
St. George’s-in-the-East ... ... 457 ... 123 ... 81 ... 2 ... 351
Boxmoor and Kernel Hempsted ... 450 ... 131 ... 35 . 3 ... 281 .
Shottermill Centre and Haslemere

Group... ..............  ...336 ... 145 ... 74 ... 58 ... 59
Hampton ..................  . ... 277 ‘ ... 9 2 ... 3 9 ... . 14 ... . 13 2
Sidmouth ... ... ... ... 268 ... 97 ... 44 ... , 26 ... . 101
Berkhamstead ... ■■• 265 ... 88 ... ■ 36 ... 1 ... 140
Tonbridge .... . ... ... " 189 , .4 66 " ... 233 "... — ’ ... 90

■ Kew ............. •” 155 •■• 96 21 ... 23 ■ ... 15

The following Results were obtained by 
League

District Electorate.
.Nottingham , .... ... 8,398
Liverpool (8 Divisions)—

Walton... ...... ... 2,609
West Derby ... ... ... 1,844
Kirkdale ... ... ... ' 1,541 
West Toxteth ... ... 1,138
Abercromby ... ... ... 1,090
Everton ... ... ... 1,018
Exchange ... ... ... 728
Scotland ... ... •■■ 716.

Bristol ... ... ■■• ' ••• 7,615
Hampstead ... ... ••■ 3,084
Fulham . - ... 2,971
South Paddington ............... 2,500
York.............. ... 2,297
Southampton ............. . ••• 2,243
Bath ... ' ... '2,153

। Scarborough ... ... ••• 2,116
Cambridge ... ... ... ... 2,098
Westminster : , ... ••• .. 1,979
Mid-Surrey (13 districts)... ••• 1,819
Reading ... ... ... 1,700
South-West Manchester ... ... 1,473
South Berks ... ... .. 1,368
North Berks ... ••• ■•• 1,291
Newport (Mon.) ... •■• 1,291
Central Finsbury ........ .................. 1,216
Isle of Thanet ... ••• 1,082
Weston-super-Mare ... ....... 935
Camlachie ... ' ... b ... ” -. 855 
Guildford ...... ... 776
Whitechapel ... ... - 758
Penrith ... I... - 508

.Keswick ... ... i-si -.- 405
Dorking ... ’ ... —290
Shanklin ... . ••• ••• 283
Camberley and Frimley............... 271 ,
Sandown and Lake, I. of W. ... 270
Wigton ... ... ... ...224
Woodbridge - ... ••• ■•■ 212
Ashbourne ... ". 153
Crowborough Pj ... ............... 147
Cockermouth... - i --- 143

. Romsey ...//./i ... 13°
Hawkhurst... 7 ... ... ■•• 95
Cranbrook ... ... 11 ..---" 
Midhurst (part reply postcards) ... 73
Holmwood , ................. ■•• ^9
Westcote ... P --- - 48
Melton ...% -.- - i* 42
Rogate "... 1 ... 1 1 ■

House TO House. Canvass conducted by Members of the 
or Paid Canvassers :—■

Anti. Pro. Neutral. No Reply.
2,300 ... 1,536 ... 884 ... 3,678

1,053 ... 298 ... — ... 1,258
434 559 ••• — ... 851

... J 386 . ... 122 ...• — ... . 1,033
180 j ... 338 ... —■ ... - 620
260 ... " 231 ... — ••• 599

... 173 ... 352 ••• — ... 493
168 ... 141 ... a—in ..." 419

... 160 . ... . 185 ... ' — ... ■ ' 37i ■
• ■•3.399 ■■• 915 ...2,004 ... 1,297

1,288 ... 405 ... 233 ... 1,158
941 ... 265 .... 830 ... 935

... 1,161 ... 334 ••• 335 ••• 670
... 773 ... 516 ... -— ... 1,008

1,361 ... 147 ... 229 ... • 506
1,026 ... 230 ... 21 ... 876

... 683... " 513 ... 412 ... ■ 508 :

... 1,168 ... 570 ... 271 ... 89
..." 1,036 ... 221 ... 136 ... 586
... . 869 - ... । 151 ... 419 ... 380

...1,133 ... 166 31 ••• 370:
441 ... . 416 ... 122 ... 494
655 ... 217 ... 289 ... 207

... 1,085 75 63 ••• 68 1

... 844 ... 113 ... 76 ... 258:
535 ■•• 128 •■■ 257 ■ ••■ 296

... 231 ... 180 ... 314 ... 357
380 ... 235 ... 69 ... 251

, 457 ... no ... 84 ... 204
... ’ 428 ... 67 ... 72 ... 209
... 293 ... IIO ... 34 ••• 321
... i 251 ... 126 ... —■•• 131
...196 ..." 87 ... . — ... 122

116 50 ■ ••• ‘ 31 ■•• • 93
163 ... 48 ... 34 ... 38

... 119 • ...09 38 ... 1 21 ... 93
.... 162 .. ... 49 8 ... • 51
... 203 ... 13 ... ' 2 ... 6
... 118 ... 11 ... 7 29 ... 54

. ...a 107 5 2 39
... 100 ‘ ... 17 ... —... ' 30 '
... 74 ■■■ 49 ••• 1 ••• T9

64 ... ■ 17 .—..49
70 ... 11 ... — ... ' , 14
52 ... 7 ... — ■■■ 29

• 1 27 ... 15 ... 20 ... 11
*33 ••• ■ . 8 .... 14 ••• ■ 14 ■

28 ... * 10"...... 6 ... 4
... .38 .... 1. ... , . 3 •••
...—= 13 unto) ' I — 2 ••■■ 2

AiaeDurgn ... ... ! ... ' J 00

1 1
- Total -............. 66,171 • 27>235 . 10,409 7,358 ... 21,169

Total ... , 70,229 ... 20,560 11,767 ... 2,046 ... 35.856

th
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT ADVANCEMENT COMMITTEE
(Affiliated to the National League for Opposing Woman Suffrage),

CAXTON 
Chairman:—MRS.

SIR T. DYKE ACLAND, BT. 
mrs. MOBERLY BEIL.
Mrs. R. T. BLOMFIELD.
Mrs. BURGWIN.
W. R. CAMPION, EsQ., M.P.

Secretary: Mrs. F.

HOUSE, TOTHILL STREET, WESTMINSTER, LONDON, S.W.
HUMPHRY Ward. Hon. Treasurer:—W. R. CAMPION, Esq.,

Executive Committee:
Miss LONG FOX.
LADY GEORGE HAMILTON.
MRS. FREDERIC HARRISON.
J. W. HILIS, Esq., M.P.
Miss I. TERRY LEWIS.

T. Dalton (to whom all communications should be addressed). Interviews by appointment.
Bankers: London County & Westminster, Caxton House, Tothill Street, Westminster, S.W.

Telegrams—" Adversaria,” London.

WOMEN IN LOCAL GOVERNMENT
THE ANTIDOTE TO WOMAN

SUFFRAGE.
A MEETING was held at 25, Grosvenor Place, 

on January 30th, in support of the Local 
Government Advancement Committee, 
affiliated to the National League for Opposing 
Woman Suffrage. Mrs. Humphry Ward 
was in the chair. There was a large attend- 
ance, and the following resolutions were 
passed:—(1) “That this meeting pledges 
itself to support the Local Government 
Advancement Committee (affiliated to the 
National League for Opposing Woman 
Suffrage), recognising that in the develop­
ment of the work of women in local govern- 
meat lies the true alternative policy to that

The opposition of those members was based 
on considerations of Imperial Government, 
and the physical force necessary to the sta- 
bility of the State.
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of the Suffrage Societies." “That
definite steps be taken for the promotion 
of the aims of the Local Government Ad- 
vancement Committee, (a) by pressing 
forward by every possible means the passing 
into law of the Women’s Qualification Bill, 
which will be again introduced during the 
coming Session ; (b) by securing as soon as 
possible suitable women candidates for local 
elections, and supporting them by the re- 
sources of the committee."

Mrs. Ward said that at the present moment 
the support and extension of the powers of 
women in local government represented to a 
great many of those who resisted the grant of 
the Parliamentary Suffrage to women the 
true alternative policy to that of the Parlia- 
mentary vote, and therefore they felt bound 
to bring it under the notice of those hundreds 
and thousands of women who were really 
ignorant of the great powers women already 
possessed, and to point out to them that 
almost every reform for which the Parlia- 
mentary vote was generally demanded, on 
women’s behalf, could be got through the 
energetic and conscientious use of municipal 
power.

Mr. J. W. Hills, M.P., said that what was 
especially wanted was to extend the residential 
qualification, now sufficient for election to the 
boards of guardians and the Metropolitan 
Borough Councils, to candidates for county 
and county borough councils, so as to secure 
a larger supply of women on these local 
bodies.

Sir Melvill Beachcroft, formerly Chairman 
of the L.C.C., supported the resolution.

Mr. MacCallum Scott, M.P., drew attention 
to the services rendered by the Local Govern- 
ment Advancement Committee, not only in 
endeavouring to spread a knowledge of the 
power of women in local government, but in 
helping members of Parliament opposed to 
Woman Suffrage to make their position clear.

A TRIUMPH OF THE WOMAN’S 
PARTY.

J UST one fortnight after the Bill extending 
to Irishwomen the right to sit on borough 
and county councils became law, the only 
woman candidate was by a large majority 
elected to sit on the Dublin Corporation. 
The election campaign was in many ways 
remarkable ; the question of party politics 
was completely sunk. in the background. 
At Miss Harrison’s public meetings and on 
her committees Unionists, Home Rulers, 
Sinn-feiners, Suffragists (both militant and 
constitutional), Anti-Suffragists, all sank 
their differences for the nonce and worked 
together to secure the return of the candidate, 
who they felt was actuated only by the desire 
to help in the solution of the many difficult 
questions requiring woman’s tact and insight, 
which crop up in our municipal affairs.

The Irish Anti-Suffragists welcomed gladly 
this first opportunity of working for their 
positive policy, viz., the “ principle of the 
representation of women on municipal 
bodies,” and they decided to help the woman 
candidate on the condition that the question 
of Woman Suffrage should not enter into 
the election.

A ROMAN CATHOLIC VIEW.
From the " Catholic Herald.”

“ WE are pleased to observe the activity 
of the National League for opposing Woman 
Suffrage, which comprises politicians of all 
Parties, and many of the chief supporters 
of which are, themselves, active and energetic 
women workers.

“ We do not believe that the women of 
this country as a whole want the Suffrage. 
Even if they did we should still be prepared 
to maintain our arguments against it. But 
the movement as we know it is a decadent 
movement, a movement of a handful of 
noisy and turbulent individuals who think 
they will intimidate the country into acceding 
to their wishes.
“We are satisfied that if the national 

organisation in opposition to the movement 
presses forward energetically it will secure 
an unmistakable triumph, and we heartily 
commend it to the support of politicians of 
all Parties.”

OUR BRANCH NEWS-LETTER.
Although the principal interest of our 

Branches has been centred in the great 
Albert Hall Demonstration of February 28tb 
(of which a full report is given in other 
columns) a great number of important and 
significant meetings have been held through- 
out the country, for the most part organised 
by our indefatigable Branch officials. Debates, 
annual and organisation meetings have been 
an important feature of this Branch activity, 
and the result of the many gatherings has 
been a general increase in our membership. 
It is impossible in the space at our disposal 
this month to insert full reports of speeches 
made at Branch Meetings by many important 
men and women, but the brief accounts which 
we are able to give should prove beyond 
question the very successful position which 
our League is now holding.

The Branch Secretaries and Workers’ 
Committee.—The next meeting of this 
Committee will be held (by kind permission 
of Mrs. George Macmillan) on Wednesday, 
March 6th, at 27, Queen’s Gate Gardens, 
S.W., at 11.30 a.m. It is hoped that all the 
Secretaries of the League, who are able to 
do so, will try to attend these meetings. 
Chairman, Miss Gladys Pott; Hon. Secretary, 
Miss Manisty, 33, Hornton Street, Kensington, 
W.

Alsager (Cheshire).—A most interesting 
debate that resulted in an overwhelming 
majority in favour of Anti-Suffragism took 
place at Alsager, near Crewe, when Mr. A. 
Goss, presided over a gathering in the 
Council Chamber. After Messrs. Tivey, 
Dudsen, and Holland had spoken in favour 
of Woman Suffrage, and Messrs. Hammersby, 
Ellis, Lynham, Holdcroft and C.. Cooke had 
advanced Anti-Suffrage arguments, a reso- 
lution in favour of the Suffrage was put to 
the meeting with the result that four only 
voted for Woman Suffrage and twenty-six 
against. This at a small private debate is 
very significant.

Birmingham.—The annual meeting of this 
Branch of the League was held at the "Plough 
and Harrow Hotel,' Edgbaston, on February 
6th.

The report and accounts for the last year 
were presented by the treasurer, and passed. 
The Chairman, Mrs. Lakin-Smith, retired, 
and was thanked for the great services she 
has rendered to the Branch since its forma­
tion. f . . <

Mr. Leslie Arthur Smith was elected 
Chairman for the ensuing year, and the 
officers of the Society and the Executive 
Committee were re-elected.

After the meeting, Mrs. Greatbatch gave 
an instructive speech on the Suffrage question.

A sale of work and concert also took place 
during the afternoon.

Bournemouth.—A very successful drawing- 
room meeting was held by kind permission 
of Mrs. Hutchinson, at her residence, on 
January 26th, when Mrs. Dering White gave 
a most interesting address. At the close of 
the meeting 17 new members joined the 
Bournemouth Branch, which is now going 
forward steadily.

Bradford.—The Saloon of the Mechanics 
Institute was crowded on the evening of 
February 13th, on the occasion of the debate 
between Councillor Margaret Ashton and 
Miss Gladys Pott. Dr. Rabaghati in the 
chair.. The voting was very close, and 
although Miss Pott’s resolution was not 
passed, she has been the means, through this 
debate, of bringing an enormous increase of 
members,, for which the Branch is deeply 
grateful to her,

Bristol.—On February 3rd, Miss Barretti 
and Mrs. Gladstone Solomon held a debate 
on Woman Suffrage before a large gathering 
of the " Girl Guides,” who expressed great 
interest in the subject.

On Wednesday, February 14th, at the 
request of the Norfield and Bishopstone 
Branch of the League of Young Liberals, 
a debate took place between Miss Helen 
Fraser and Mrs. Gladstone Solomon. Much 
to the indignation of many in the room, 
Miss Helen Fraser indulged in so much 
laughter while Mrs. Gladstone Solomon was 
speaking that that lady was obliged to ask 
Miss Fraser to desist. This is the first time 
that the Bristol Branch have had to report 
discourtesy from any speaker belonging to 
the National Union of Women Suffrage 
Societies.

Burton-on-Trent.—A mass meeting of 
Anti-Suffragists took place at Burton-on- 
Trent on January 31st, the principal speakers 
being Mr. Arnold Ward, M.P., Mr. Fred 
Maddison, ex-M.P., and Miss Gladys Pott.

Mr. Murray N. Phelps, LL.B. (Birmingham), 
presided.

Mr. Arnold Ward, in submitting a resolution 
protesting against the extension of the 
Parliamentary franchise to women until it 
had been placed as a main issue before the 
country, said the only way to check many 
of the young women from being earned 
away by hysterical influences was to show 
once for all and by the help of the best 
women themselves that public opinion was 
overwhelmingly against the change. Greatly 
as women excelled in many virtues, such as 
unselfishness and self-sacrifice, they must 
admit that men had a better sense of im­
partiality, fairness, and experience in affairs. 
By the very nature of their lives men were 
more to be relied upon than a great many 
women.

Miss Gladys Pott, in seconding the reso- 
lution, dealt clearly and logically with the 
present situation, and her speech was 
received with the greatest enthusiasm.

The resolution was excellently carried.
Chelsea.—The drawing-room meeting held 

at 48, Lower Sloane Street, the residence 
of Mrs. Slingsby-Tanner, on January 31st, 
was very well attended and interesting.. The 
Hon. Mrs. Mallet occupied the chair, and 
most able speeches were heard from Mr. 
Charles Mallet and Sir Dyce Duckworth. 
The former gave a vigorous review of the 
present situation of the Woman Suffrage 
question, socially and politically, and the 
latter spoke from the point of view of a 
physician.

Mrs. Day, of the United States, gave an 
interesting address from an American Anti- 
Suffrage point of view, and spoke of the con- 
ditions prevailing in the five States where 
women have the vote.

Sir Dyce Duckworth argued that the sexes 
were " eternally different,” and there was 
separate and distinct work for each—a 
God-given arrangement that man could not 
break save at his peril. There were already 
too many displaced women, and the com- 
munity was suffering from it. The. refining 
and purifying influence of women upon men 
was an infinite power; if that influence were 
to be diminished men must become grosser, 
and lose their chivalry, and women surely did 
not realise the disaster all this would incur. 
Sir Dyce Duckworth, also spoke strongly on 
the proposed Universal Suffrage, and pleaded 
the immense usefulness of the " well-placed 
woman ” in Local Government.

Mr. C. Mallet, in clear and logical language, 
argued out three points. First, a limited 
experiment was impossible ; the day of 
the Conciliation Bill, with its vote for pro- 
pertied spinsters, was over. The original idea 
was that every house should have a vote, 
that was wrong forty years ago and was 
wrong to-day. The franchise was not based 
on property, it was founded primarily on 
manhood. Did they intend,, therefore, to 
found it in the future on womanhood. 
Secondly, Mr. Mallet dealt with the question 
of the Referendum; and thirdly, on the 
question of sex and the Suffrage. The roots 
of sex, he said, were the roots of nature, and 
on its manhood and on its womanhood the 
country made widely different claims. 
More employment, more wages, and better 
organisation in the labour field were all 
wanted for women, and women were wanted 
to do more public service, but the question 
to be decided was which kind of duties 
ought the State to ask women to do.

A resolution put by the Chairman that 
the question of Woman Suffrage should be 
submitted to the judgment of the country 
was earned unanimously, and it was decided 
to forward a copy of it to Mr. S. J. G. Hoare, 
M.P. for Chelsea.

Admiral the Hon. Sir E. Fremantle 
proposed a vote of thanks to Mrs. Slingsby- 
Tanner, who afterwards hospitably enter- 
tained those present to tea.

Chichester. — Mr. K. Chesterton
addressed a public meeting at the Assembly
Rooms, Chichester, on February 9th,
arranged by the West Sussex Branch. 
Mr. H. L. Staff urtb presided, and was 
supported by an influential platform. Mrs. 
Gladstone Solomon addressed the meeting 
on the Suffrage question from what she 
described as " The plain common-sense 
aspect,” and made a delightful speech.

Mr. Chesterton, in a characteristically 
humorous address, referred to the vote as 
a very much over-rated and useless sort of 
thing—a mechanical method that had broken 
down. The Suffragists were trying to get 
hold of something which had already become 
quite useless to man. They had not got 
self-government at all. Men could not 
govern themselves in England, and the vote 
did not represent any sort of political power.

Captain E. H. Hills, R.N., J.P., moved 
the resolution that the extension of the 
Parliamentary franchise to women would be 
hostile to their own welfare, and the question 
should be referred to the electorate before 
so momentous a change could be entertained.
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Mr. W. R. Laidlay seconded, and the 

resolution was carried by a large majority.
Darlington.—Earl Percy presided at Dar- 

lington, on February ist, over a crowded 
gathering in the Mechanics’ Hall. He said 
the question of Woman Suffrage had 
hitherto been regarded either in a half- 
humorous way or as a matter of compara- 
tively little importance. The question was 
not whether a woman was as capable as her 
husband or brothers in exercising the vote. 
What was sought was that between seven 
and eight millions of women should be 
suddenly admitted to the franchise. That 
was a very serious matter indeed. During 
the past hundred years the franchise had been 
extended more and more, and gradually 
further sections of the population had been 
embraced. That was inevitable in democ- 
racy, but it must be remembered that 
democracy was on its trial, and it was a 
disadvantage to admit an enormous number 
of absolutely uneducated and ignorant 
people to the exercise of the vote, formerly 
exercised only by the educated and privileged 
classes. It was wrong for the privileged 
classes to have a monopoly of the vote, but 
at the same time it was wrong that the 
most ignorant section of the population 
should outweigh, those who were more 
educated.
,. Mr. A. MacCallum Scott, M.P., in a very able 
speech moved a resolution in favour of a 
referendum.

. Mr. A. Maconachie seconded, and the 
resolution was carried by a large majority.

Dorking.—A meeting and entertainment 
arranged by the Dorking Branch, attracted 
a large audience to the Village Hall on 
January 23rd. Mr. A. P. Percival Keep 
presided.

Mrs. Gladstone Solomon gave a very able 
address, and a musical programme contri- 
buted by Miss Attwood, Mrs. Sidney Jack- 
son, and Mr. Geoffery Cumyn was apprecia- 
tively received. A comedy, entitled “ As 
you were !"‘ in which the characters were 
taken by Miss M. Loughborough and Mr. 
A. H. Loughborough was also much enjoyed.

East Grinstead (Sussex).—The public meet­
ing. held in the Public Hall, East Grinstead, 
on January 23rd, was among the most 
successful Branch meetings of the month. 
The hall was filled to overflowing, and the 
Anti-Suffrage resolution was carried by a 
large majority. A copy of it was sent to 
the local M.P., together with a largely and 
influentially signed petition against the 
franchise for women, from the ladies of his 
constituency. Miss Gladys Pott and Mr. A. 
Maconachie gave very interesting addresses, 
each touching on a different aspect of the 
present situation.

An interesting debate at East Grinstead 
on February 7th was between Mrs. Gladstone 
Solomon and Miss Cicely Hamilton.

Egham.—Our Branch here is well started 
and promises to grow rapidly. During the 
process of organisation one of the most 
successful meetings was one composed 
entirely of working women, which was 
addressed by Miss Page.

At a large public meeting held in the 
Constitutional Hall on January 30th, Sir 
Edward Clarke was the principal speaker, 
and an able address from Mrs. Greatbatch 
was also much appreciated.

Mr. W. Paice, G.C., was 1:1 the chair. 
Sir Edward in the course of a most lucid 
and keenly interesting speech said 
there were many men in the House
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who had not the least intention of 
assisting in the passing of Woman Suffrage. 
They might have been coerced or tempted 
but they would not vote for the Bill on its 
second reading. The measure would double 
the electorate, and he did not think it likely 
that members of the House were going to 
double their expenses and trouble during 
elections by putting women on the electorate 
roll. If married women were going to be 
excluded something further would happen. 
To expect any Liberal to consent to such 
would be suicidal, for the political influences 
would be against them. They had long 
outlived the idea that there was a " right” 
to vote. No one in a civilised country had 
a right to vote unless it was to the advantage 
of the State.

Glasgow Branch.—A meeting was held at 
the office of the Glasgow Branch on Monday, 
evening, February 12th, preparatory to 
forming a debating class. Miss MacFarlane 
read an interesting paper. A discussion 
afterwards took place. There was a good 
attendance, and arrangements were made 
to continue the class.

Gloucester.—A public meeting organised 
by the Gloucester Branch was held in the 
GIevum Hall, Gloucester, on January 25th. 
Mr. F. A. Hyett, Chairman of the Gloucester- 
shire Education Committee, presided, and 
was supported by a very influential platform. 
Mr. A. Maconachie was the chief speaker.

At the conclusion of Mr. Maconachie’s 
address questions were put from the body 
of the hall and ably answered. Amongst the 
questioners were Dr. Elizabeth Sloan Chesser 
and Miss Ada Flatman (of the Women’s 
Social and Political Union).

Mr. Waddy proposed " That this meeting 
requests the Member of Parliament for this 
constituency to oppose any measure extend- 
ing the Parliamentary franchise to women 
until it has been approved by a majority of 
the electors of this country."

Mr. E. S. Ellis seconded, and the resolution 
was carried by a large majority.

On the motion of Colonel Curtis Hayward, 
seconded by Mr. Franklin Higgs, a hearty 
vote of thanks to the Chairman and Mr. 
Maconachie was accorded.

Mr. Megan Philips Price, prospective 
Liberal candidate for the city, wrote to the 
Chairman as follows :— ) -

" I object to the Conciliation Bill, which 
I consider undemocratic, enfranchising 
only certain classes. Adult suffrage, which 
would place the Government of the 
country in the hands of women, lias not 
been submitted to the country, and I do 
not believe it has the support of the 
majority of men and women in the country.”
Hampton.—The Hon. C. T. Mills, M.P., 

made a long and very able speech at a 
meeting in the Hampton Wick Assembly 
Rooms, on February 7th, and Miss Gladys. 
Pott’s address proved very interesting. 
Mr. N. D. Allbless, C.C., occupied the chair, 
and a resolution protesting against granting 
the Franchise to women was passed by a 
large majority.

Harrow.—Mrs. Gladstone Solomon was 
the speaker at a drawing-room meeting held 
at the residence of Miss Gayford, on February 
2nd. Mrs. Horace Dive took the chair.

Hastings.—The first public meeting of this 
Branch held in Christ Church Public Room 
on January 26th drew a crowded attendance, 
and Dr. C. H. Allfrey, J.P., who presided, 
was supported by a number of well-known 
local people and officials of the Branch.

Miss Gladys Pott spoke with her accus­
tomed ability, her quiet logic appealing 
very strongly to her audience.

Colonel H. J. Whittle proposed, and Miss 
Eyre seconded, a vote of thanks to the 
speakers.

Higham’s Park.—A debate took place 
before the Higham’s Park Women’s Liberal 
Association, on January 25th. Miss Sheep- 
shanks supported a resolution in favour of 
Woman Suffrage and Mrs. Gladstone Solomon 
opposed. The resolution was lost by a large 
majority, and many joined our League before 
leaving the hall.

Kensington.—On January 31st a special 
meeting was convened in the small Town Hall 
to discuss the best means of working up the 
Albert Hall Meeting, and as a result many 
members of the Branch have been actively 
canvassing all the month. A most successful 
public debate took place in Horbury Rooms 
on February ist. The Conservative, and 
Unionist Franchise Association declined our 
invitation to send a speaker, but Mrs. Stan- 
bury, of the London Society, came to oppose 
Mrs. Norris, who carried the day with very 
spirited addresses. Mr. Max Rittenberg 
presided, and a vote of thanks was proposed 
by Mrs. Malden and seconded by Mr. Arthur 
Diosy.

On February 19th Mrs. Sandham, of 13, 
Egerton Place, gave an evening reception, 
which was largely attended, and Miss Gladys 
Pott and Mr. J. W. Hills, M.P., were the 
speakers, Sir David Sell, K.C.B., presiding.

Leamington.—Lord Algernon Percy pre­
sided over a large meeting held in the 
Leamington Town Hall on January 24th. 
Mr. Arnold Ward, M.P., and Mr. Fred. 
Maddison, ex-Liberal M.P. for Burnley, were 
the Speakers, and there were a number of 
well-known people on the platform.

Mr. Ward dealt very lucidly with most of 
the popular Suffragist arguments in favour 
of granting the franchise to women, pointing 
out that the question had never been a main 
issue before the country, and contended that 
it should never be passed into law until the 
definite opinion of the electors had been 
given.

Mr. Fred. Maddison asked the question, 
" Do women really want the vote ? ” and 
said that while there were undoubtedly 
many worthy women who did, our League 
had taken several plebiscites of its own, and 
these showed that a large number of women 
did not vote on the subject, and that in 
almost every case, there was a substantial 
majority against votes for women. Mr. 
Gladstone, in 1892, had said : “In addition 
to a widespread indifference, there is on the 
part of women a positive disapprobation.”

A resolution asking that the question of 
Woman Suffrage should be put before the 
country was carried by a good majority, and 
votes of thanks were proposed and seconded 
by Mrs. Cheshire Molyneux and Mr. Wil- 
loughby Makin.

Leicester.—Another flagrant example of 
our opponents’ utter lack of the sense of fair 
play was witnessed at a meeting arranged 
by our Leicester Branch, and held in the 
Temperance Hall on February 13th. Mr. 
S. M. Samuels, M.P., was persistently and 
noisily interrupted by a small crowd of 
militant Suffragists, whose behaviour was at 
last severely rebuked by a lady present. 
" As a Leicester woman, I apologise on 
behalf of Leicester women," said Mrs. G. S. 
Rudd from the platform. Mr. Murray 
Phelps (Birmingham) was the Chairman, and

Mrs. Greatbatch gave a most interesting 
address.

Manchester. — The strenuous campaign 
which has been held in Manchester has 
resulted in a very large number of new 
members to the League ; numerous Branches 
are in process of • formation, and daily we 
receive letters offering help from Manchester 
and the surrounding district. A number of 
district sub-committees are in process of 
formation. Meanwhile, the ordinary work of 
the Branch has progressed satisfactorily, 
simultaneously with the campaign.

On January loth a large and very success­
ful meeting had been held in Alderley Edge, 
with Lady Sheffield in the chair, and a 
number of new members joined as a result 
of this meeting. These included the Rev. 
Canon Paige-Cox, who had also kindly 
consented to become a Vice-President of the 
Manchester Branch. The speakers were 
Miss Moir and Mr. G. C. Hamilton. The 
public hall was crowded and the audience 
most enthusiastic. Lady Sheffield, in an 
admirable speech from the chair, spoke of 
the necessity for Anti-Suffragists to rouse 
themselves to action.

On January 12th a deputation, consisting 
of the Secretary, Mr. J. R. Tolmie (who both 
spoke) and Mr. Farnworth, waited on the 
Executive of the North Salford Liberal 
Association. They were warmly received 
and applauded on retiring, although no vote 
was taken.

On January 19th the Secretary (Miss Moir) ■ 
addressed the Altrincham League of Young 
Liberals, and from the remarks in the open 
discussion the sympathies of the audience* 
seemed anti-suffrage.

On January 23rd Miss Moir addressed 
a meeting at the Zion Congregational Church, 
Stretford Road. There was an audience of 
about 180, and the Anti-Suffrage resolution 
was carried by a large majority. Several 
persons gave their names as sympathisers.

On January 24th the Secretary (Miss Moir) 
opposed Miss Williamson, who proposed a 
Suffrage resolution at the Higher Crumpsall 
Liberal Club. The Suffrage resolution was 
lost by a majority of two to one. This is 
now the second time this club Bas voted 
against WOman Sufirage.

On January 26th Miss Moir opposed a 
Suffrage resolution moved by Miss Toombs 
at the Cheetham Hill Wesleyan Church. The 
Suffrage resolution was lost by a good 
majority.

On January 29th the Secretary debated 
with Miss Robertson before the Bolton 
Women’s Liberal Association. No vote was 
taken, but opinion seemed fairly evenly 
divided.

On February 7th Miss Moir spoke to a 
large audience at the New Moston Social 
Union, and was accorded a very good 
reception.

On February 12th the Secretary was 
invited to address the St. Clements Literary 
and Debating Society, Urmston. There 
was an audience of over 200, and Miss 
Moir’s remarks were received with great 
warmth. No vote was taken ; but although 
a number of the members of the local Suffrage 
Society were present, with one exception the 
speeches made in the open discussion were in 
support of the Anti-Suffrage case. As a 
result of this meeting we hope to form a 
Branch in Urmston shortly.

SHILDON.—On January 25th Miss Moir 
debated at Shildon with Miss Gordon, M.A., 
who moved a Suffrage resolution. There was 

an audience of about two hundred; the 
voting was so close that a decision was almost 
impossible. A number of people present 
expressed a desire to form a local Branch, 
and gave their names to Miss Moir.

Mary I ebone.—Lord George Hamilton was 
in the chair at a very well attended " At 
Home,” kindly held by Lady George 
Hamilton on January 24th, on behalf of the 
Marylebone Branch.

• Miss Gladys Pott was the principal 
speaker, and dealt very cleverly with the 
present situation regarding Woman Suffrage. 
She suggested that the recent strikes very 
well proved that the wages problem was 
quite independent from the question of fran­
chise, for if men could not remedy labour 
troubles by the exercise of the vote, how could 
women expect to solve similar problems for 
their own sex by possessing electoral powers ?

Lord George Hamilton regretted a seeming 
departure throughout the country from the 
virile politics of their ancestors. He said he 
would like to ask seriously—could any 
reasonable person contemplate the prospect 
of placing voting power in the hands of some 
eleven million women at this critical moment 
of imperial history without feelings of 
apprehension ?

A very enjoyable programme of music 
was rendered by some ladies and gentlemen 
at the conclusion of the speeches.

Melton Mowbray.—A particularly interest­
ing meeting was held in the Corn Exchange, 
Melton Mowbray, on February 5th. The 
Kev. Canon Blakeney, M.A., Vicar of the 
Parish, presided.

After Mrs. Harold Norris and* Mr. J. W. 
Hills had shown with much clearness and by 
logical argument why the extension of the 
franchise to women must prove disastrous 
to. the Empire, a resolution asking the 
Member for the Division not to vote for a 
Woman Suffrage measure until the opinion 
of electors had been expressed, was passed 
by a large majority.

Newport Branch.—A drawing-room meet­
ing of this Branch was held at Chesterholme 
on Saturday, February 17th, by kind invita­
tion of Mrs. Wallis. Miss Sealy, the Hon. 
Secretary, read a short paper outlining the 
present proposals with regard to. Woman 
Suffrage and showing the dangers. arising 
therefrom. She also discussed the main 
arguments used by those in favour of the 
vote being given to women. Several new 
members were enrolled.

Norbury.—At a meeting of the Norbury 
Debating Society, in . St. Helen’s ' Hall, 
Norbury, Miss ft de Buriatte (Anti-Suffrage) 
debated with Mr. H. A. M. Hillman on the 
resolution that " The Suffrage should be 
extended to women on the same conditions 
as it is, or may be, granted to men.” After 
a very animated discussion, the voting 
resulted in an Anti-Suffrage victory.

North Berks.—We have received the 
report for the year ending December 31st, 
19 IT, from this important and prosperous 
Branch, and it contains much that. should 
encourage supporters of our League in this 
district. . This Branch now has a membership 
of 480, and, to. quote from the report, "‘ It 
is especially satisfactory to notice the large 
proportion of working-class members amongst 
our ranks, not only for the reason that we 
welcome their assistance and interest, but 
that their adherence disproves the constantly 
repeated statement of Suffragists that • the 
movement against Woman Suffrage is con- 
fined to persons of the rich or leisured classes.”

The membership of all classes continues 
to increase, and the greatest activity has 
prevailed throughout the year under the 
able presidency of Lady Wantage and by 
reason of the enthusiastic work of the Hon. 
Secretary, Miss Gladys Pott. The latter 
particularly wishes to tender her grateful 
thanks to many helpers and officials who have 
given so much energetic work to the Branch 
during the past year.

The report concludes with the following 
paragraph :—

" In view of the critical position of the 
question of Woman Suffrage in the political 
world, the gravity of which it would be 
foolish to ignore, we sincerely hope that those 
who have so generously supported us in the 
past will not relax their efforts, but will work 
with renewed energy during the coming year 
in the furtherance of a cause which, though 
less exciting than that of our opponents, ‘ 
we believe to be for the stability and welfare 
of the Nation and Empire."

A social gathering in connection with this 
Branch was held in the Victoria Cross 
Gallery, Wantage, on February 8th. Miss 
Gladys Pott was in the chair and Lady Hyde 
gave a most interesting address.

On the same evening Miss Pott debated 
with Mr. A. D. Lindsay. Mr. P. M. N. 
Wroughton presided, and Miss Pott's Anti- 
Suffrage resolution was carried by a large 
majority.

Oxford.—An extraordinary Meeting of the 
Oxford Branch was held on January 25th in 
Connection with the " Campaign.” Mrs. Max 
Muller presided, and Mrs. Massie emphasised 
the need of action. She invited the members 
to assist by distributing the League leaflets, 
and by attending a public meeting to be held 
in the Town Hall on March 15th.

Professor Dicey, in an admirably lucid 
speech, dwelt chiefly on the question of the 
Referendum, of which difficult matter he 
may justly claim to possess knowledge unique 
in this country, having studied its problems 
for 30 years. While admitting frankly that 
he personally was a fanatic on the subject, 
he showed pressing reasons for applying it to 
the present situation, differentiating sharply, 
however, between the Referendum proper, 
as employed frequently and advantageously 
in Switzerland, and that dangerous form of 
appeal to the democracy, the Plebiscite. 
He pointed out the danger that, in the 
present instance, strong effort would be 
directed to securing the usage of the Plebis­
cite, i.e., placing before the electors the 
abstract question of Woman Suffrage, rather 
than, as in the legitimate use of the Referen- 
dum, applying it to the concrete question of 
an individual Parliamentary Bill. He went 
on to point out that, as is generally admitted, 
any small measure of- women’s enfranchise- 
ment must speedily be merged into Adult 
Suffrage, and that there being a surplus of 
women over men, amounting roughly speak­
ing to a million, the Government of the 
country, including complicated -international 
relations. Imperial defence, &c., would be in 
the hands of women ; and moreover of women 
for the most part of the wage-earning class— 
probably the class above all others which has 
least knowledge- and least time or taste for 
the consideration of political questions.

Mrs. Clement Webb also said a few words, 
and asked those present to send to the Hon. 
Secretary names of electors whom they know 
to be iAnti-Suffragists, that a list of our 
supporters may be prepared.

Penge, Anerley and Norwood.—There was 
a very large audience at the Clarence Hall on 
February 10th, to hear a debate between 
Mrs. Hill Hodgson against Woman Suffrage, 
and Mrs. Wilkinson for the Vote. Mr. T. A. 
Richardson, J.P., presided. After an ani- 
mated discussion the voting resulted in 
fifty-three against Woman Suffrage and only 
sixteen for.

Rugby.—A very successful public meeting 
was held at Rugby on January 24th. Mr. C. , 
Meiklejohn presided, and the principal 
speakers were Mr. Arnold Ward, M.P.-, and 
Mr. Fred Maddison (ex-M.P. for Burnley).

Mr. Ward said there were many men of 
both parties who were prepared to sink their 
party differences to present a national 
opposition to the proposal of Woman 
Suffrage, whether it were good or bad. No 
evidence had been presented to Parliament, 
or the country that the majority of the 
women of England and Scotland desired the 
vote. On the contrary, all the evidence they 
possessed pointed to a very different conclu- 
sion. Over 135,000 female Municipal electors 
had been asked their opinion on the subject, 
and of that number only 21,000, or less than 
one-sixth, answered that they were in favour 
of the vote.

Mr. Fred Maddison dealt with the funda- 
mental differences of sex, which in his 
opinion rendered the vote to women 
inadvisable.

The Earl of Denbigh expressed his un- 
compromising hostility to the measure 
foreshadowed by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and the usual resolution in favour 
of submitting the question to a referendum 
was passed by a goodmajority.

Salisbury.—The meeting addressed by the 
Earl of Pembroke, Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun 
and Mr. Holford Knight, at the Salis- 
bury Picturedrome, on February 9th, was 
very successful, and the large, audience 
represented both sides of the question.

The Earl of Pembroke presided, and was 
supported by an influential platform. Lord 
Pembroke said he had always been against 
votes for women, but he was not going into 
all the reasons for his opposition ; he would 
only say that he put the sex, woman, upon 
a high pedestal from which he did not want 
to drag her down into the turmoil of politics. 
He also contended that the influence of 
woman—that sweet influence, if he might 
call it so, had done much towards moulding 
the destinies of nations from the time of 
mythological history, through the classical 
times up to the present time. That influence 
had been great, and always would continue 
to be great, in spite of the fact that woman 
had not got a vote. He might also point out 
that if it be a grievance for women to be 
unable to vote for Parliamentary candidates, 
he was in exactly the same position. A peer 
was not able to vote for a member of Parlia- 
ment, although he had the property qualifica- 
tion, and possibly all the other qualifications. 
On the other hand, it might be argued that 
the peers had their own legislative powers, 
but they must remember, especially in 
modern days,, it was a number of members 
of Parliament on the one side or the other 
which constituted the formation of a Govern- 
ment, and that the peers had little or nothing

• to do with that formation.
Mrs. A. Colquhoun made an excellent 

speech in proposing the resolution that " the 
extension of the Parliamentary franchise to 
women would be hostile to their own welfare.'
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Mr. Holford Knight, in seconding the 
resolution, pointed out that he spoke on 
the subject from the Liberal point of view, 
and the fundamental principle of Liberalism 
was that an individual right cannot conflict 
with the common good ; nor can any right 
exist apart from the common good. This 
principle involved the dictum that there was 
no natural right to vote. The State, or the 
corporate body of citizens, must determine 
the arrangements which were come to for the 
ordering of society, and, consequently, so far 
from the right to vote being a natural right, 
it was a right which was a grant from the 
State. There were two essential conditions 
which should be satisfied before this grant of 
the right to vote could be asked for from the 
State. The first was, they should find in the 
persons who claimed the right to vote com- 
petence to discharge the responsibility 
represented by the vote. He freely admitted 
that there were many men now entitled to 
the franchise who were not competent to 
exercise the vote. He was prepared to admit 
that the extension of the franchise to such 
men was a mistake. Until they got the bulk 
of the country to give a favourable reply to 
that claim, the Suffrage would be properly 
withheld from women. The second essential 
condition was that there should be a general 
desire manifested among women for the vote.

A series of questions Was asked, and the 
resolution being put to the meeting was 
carried by a large majority.

Lady Pender proposed and Capt. Dubourg 
seconded a vote of thanks to the speakers, 
and Precentor Carpenter thanked Lord 
Pembroke for presiding.

Scottish National Anti-Suffrage League.— 
The annual meeting of the Scottish National 
Anti-Suffrage League was held in Edinburgh 
on J anuary I 7th—Mr. Boyd Stirling, who pre- 
sided, said the question was becoming more 
acute, and everyone should take an interest in 
it, one way or another.

The adoption of the report of the work of 
the League for last year was moved by 
Miss Landale, and seconded by Miss Dick 
Peddie. Miss Land ale said that the canvass 
in England showed that the majority of 
women were against the Suffrage. However, 
a large number were apathetic, and did not 
vote one way or the other. She was sure 
that if approached the " apathetics" would 
be on their side. A special feature of her 
experience was the number of the working 
women in their homes who were so much 
against the granting of the vote to their 
sex.

Thereafter the Annual General Meeting 
of the Scottish National Anti-Suffrage 
League was held — Mrs. John MacLeod 
presiding. The report having been circu­
lated, it was held as read. Mrs. MacLeod 
said that the year’s work had been very 
satisfactory, and they hoped that very soon 
they would have branches of the League at 
all the towns at which meetings had been 
held last year.

Miss Dick Peddie moved the adoption of 
the report. Miss Jardine seconded, and it 
was approved of; The office-bearers, 
including the President, the Duchess of 
Montrose, were re-elected.

Mr. A. Maconachie gave an interesting 
address.

Sevenoaks.—Mrs. A. Colquhoun was the 
speaker at a very large meeting held at the 
Club Hall, Sevenoaks, on January 29th, and 
with Dm A. Douglas Cowburn readily 
answered and silenced the objections of

many Suffragists who were present. Mrs. 
Rycroft occupied the chair

Mrs. Colquhoun dealt very ably with the 
fallacies of the Suffragists who declared that 
the vote would bring in its train so many 
social and economic reforms.

The resolution requesting the Member 
for the Division to oppose any measure for 
extending the Parliamentary franchise to 
women until it had been approved by the 
majority of electors, was passed by a large 
majority.

Shrewsbury.—A largely attended meeting 
was held in the Music Hall, Shrewsbury, on 
January 29th, Sir Charles Henry, M.P. for 
Wellington, Mr. Arnold Ward, M.P., and 
Mrs. Greatbatch being the speakers; Colonel 
Lovett being in the chair.

Sir Charles Henry said although it was 
his intention to oppose the extension of the 
franchise to women, he was not prepared to 
stultify himself by supporting any proposals 
which would have for their object that this 
question, which he considered to be of the 
greatest national importance, should be 
decided by a referendum. He was opposed 
to that machinery, and could not support it, 
although he believed that if a referendum 
was taken on the subject, in which women 
might also have an opportunity of giving 
expression to their views, that 80 per cent, 
of those who took part in that referendum 
would declare themselves opposed to Woman 
Suffrage. He considered that an extension 
of the Parliamentary franchise to women 
should not be granted unless it received 
the united support of the Cabinet, and who 
would be prepared to accept the full respon- 
sibility for such a drastic change in the 
franchise ?

Mr. Arnold Ward and Mrs. Greatbatch 
both delivered stirring addresses, and a 
resolution requesting the Members for 
Shrewsbury and the County to oppose any 
measure extending the franchise to women 
until it had been approved by the country, 
was carried by a large majority.

Stratford-upon-Avon.—Mr. Arnold Ward, 
M.P., and Mr. Fred Maddison, ex-M.P. for 
Burnley, were the speakers at a large 
public meeting in Stratford-on-Avon Corn 
Exchange on February 12th.

Councillor J. M. Smith presided, and the 
Anti-Suffrage resolution was passed by a 
large majority. Space forbids a report of the 
very excellent speeches made by Mr. Ward 
and Mr. Maddison, but the Anti-Suffrage 
cause has received great impetus in the 
neighbourhood as a result of the meeting.

Streatham.—On February 9th, . at the 
Stanley Hall, Streatham, an enjoyable 
evening was spent by the members and 
friends of this Branch. After refreshments 
had been served, Mr. A. Maconachie addressed 
an interested audience. The chair was taken 
by Mr. Edward Pegden, and Mrs. Rutland 
and Miss Hickling supported the speaker on 
the platform.

Several new members were enrolled, and 
the evening was concluded with an excellent 
programme of music arranged by Miss 
Margery Hitchins.

Tam worth (Stafford).—A very well atten­
ded meeting was held in the Assembly 
Rooms, Tam worth, on January 29th. The 
Chairman was Mr. Murray N. Phelps (Hon. 
Treasurer Birmingham Branch.), and the 
chief speaker was Mr. A. MacCallum Scott, 
M.P. (Bridgeton, Glasgow).

Mr. Arthur Pott moved a resolution 
opposing the extension of the franchise to 
women.

Mr. A. MacCallum Scott, M.P., seconding, 
said all the argument seemed to resolve into 
the question whether the right to vote was 
a fundamental human right, part of human 
dignity and self-esteem, or not. If the right 
to vote was fundamental, and belonged to 
every individual, were they prepared to give 
it to-morrow to every inhabitant of India, 
to every Kaffir, or savage Bushman.? If 
women had a vote, that would not be any 
guarantee that the majority would be right. 
They would only be establishing a majority 
of a different kind.

The resolution was carried by a large 
majority.

Tunbridge Wells.—Our Tunbridge Wells 
Branch held a public debate in the Great 
Hall, Tunbridge Wells, on February 2nd, 
when Mrs. Harold Norris and Mr. A. Maco- 
nachie advanced the Anti-Suffrage side, and 
Miss Helen Ogston and Mr. Joseph Clayton 
argued in favour of the vote. The hall was 
well filled, and the audience evinced the 
liveliest interest in the progress of the 
debate.

A resolution declaring that the inclusion 
of women in the Parliamentary franchise 
would be detrimental to the best interests 
of women and the State was passed by a 
good majority.

Councillor J. B. Snell made an admirably 
impartial Chairman.

West St. Pancras.—A very interesting 
debate on Woman Suffrage took place in 
connection with the West St. Pancras 
Liberal and Radical Association in the 
Liberal Hall, Chalk Farm Road, on February 
15th. Miss Mabel Smith (Anti-Suffrage) 
spoke in opposition to Mrs. Corbett Ashby, 
and the resolution " That Woman Suffrage is 
desirable " was negatived by a majority of 
two to one.

The result of this debate has been conveyed 
to the Prime Minister by the Secretary of the 
Liberal and Radical Association.

Wilton.—Lady Muriel Herbert occupied 
the chair at a largely attended drawing-room, 
meeting held at The Mount, Wilton, the 
residence of Mrs. Dubourg, on February 2nd. 
Mr. Chapman Huston gave an interesting 
address, and Mrs. Richardson, Captain S. 
Dubourg, and the Mayor of Wilton also 
spoke. The Anti-Suffrage resolution was 
carried unanimously.

Woburn Sands.—Mr. A. Maconachie de­
bated very successfully with Mrs. Rackham 
at the Institute, Woburn Sands, on January 
22nd, the former proposing a resolution in 
favour of Woman’s Franchise.

After both speakers had been heard and 
questions put and answered, the vote was 
overwhelmingly against the Suffragists.

Woking.—The first Annual Meeting of the 
Woking Branch was held at Lismore, Heath­
side Road, Woking, on January 23rd, by 
invitation of Mr. and Mrs. J. R. Crockatt.

The Hon. R. C. Grosvenor presided over a 
very large attendance, and in an interesting 
address congratulated the Branch on its 
growth and prosperity. Over a hundred new 
members had joined during 1911, and the 
local interest was considerable.

Sir Arundel Arundel, J.P., Miss Ogle, and 
Miss Anstruther also spoke.
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Abingdon (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary : Lady Norman, Stratton House, 

■ Abingdon.
Wantage (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Woodhouse, Wantage.
SOUTH BERKS—

President ! Mrs. Benyon.
Hon. Secretary and Hon. Treasurer : H. W. K. 

Roscoe, Esq., Streatley-on-Thames.
EAST BERKS—

President : The Lady Haversham.
Hon. Treasurer : Lady Ryan.
Secretary: St. Clair Stapleton, Esq., Parkside, 

Easthampstead, Bracknell.
NEWBURY—

President: Mrs. Stockley.
Joint Hon. Treasurers: Miss J. Dunlop and Miss 

Ethel Pole.
Hon. Secretary :

READING —
President': Mrs. (
Hon. Treasurer •
Hon. Secretary :

Road, Reading.

BUCKINGHAMSHIRE.
WENDOVER—

President: The Lady Louisa Smith.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretaries: Miss I. B. Strong;
- Miss E. D. Perrott, Hazeldene, Wendover, Bucks.

CAMBRIDGESHIRE.
CAMBRIDGE—

President: Mrs. Austen Leigh.
Hon. Treasurer: Lady Seeley.

. Hon.. Secretary : Mrs. Bidwell,' 10, Barton 
Cambridge.

CAMBRIDGE (Girton College)—
President : Miss M. R. Walpole.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss J. M. Blackie.
Hon. Secretary : Miss H. N. Colgrove.

CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY—
President : C. C. Perry, Esq., M.A.
Hon. Secretaries: Herbert Loewe, Esq., M.A., 6, Park 

Street, Jesus Lane, Cambridge ; D. G. Hopewell, 
Esq., Trinity Hall, Cambridge.

All communications to be addressed to D. G. Hope- 
well, Esq.

CHESTER—
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Elliott.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Ribton, Caetief, Gian Aber 

Park.
WINSFORD AND OVER—

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. J. H. Cooke.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Chirmside, Westholme, Over.

CUMBERLAND & WESTMORELAND.
CUMBERLAND AND WESTMORELAND—

President: Miss Cropper.
Vice-President: Lady Mabel Howard.

Hon. Treasurer: Miss Thompson.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Howard, Greystoke Castle, 

R.S.O.. Cumberland.
Alderley Edge—

Hon. Secretary: Miss Rayner Brookside, Alderley

Ambleside and Grassmere—
President: Mrs. le Fleming.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Flora Campbell.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Howarth, Ashley Green, 

Ambleside.
Appleby—

Vice-President: Lady Wynne.
Arnside—

Mrs. Shepherd, Shawleigh, Arnside, Westmoreland.
Carlisle (Sub-Branch)— .

President: Lady Allison.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Spencer Ferguson, 37, 

Lowther Street, Carlisle.
Cockermouth (Sub-Branch)—

President: Mrs. Green Thompson, Bridekirk, 
Cockermouth.

Hon. Secretary; Mrs. Dodgson, Derwent House, 
Cockermouth.

Kendal (Sub-Branch)—
President: The Hon. Mrs. Cropper.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Cropper, Tolson Hall, Kendal.

Romily—
Hon. Secretary: Ernest Lafond, Esq., Homewood, 

Romily.
Stockport—

Hon. Secretary: Jos. Cooney, Esq., Cringledale, 
Levenshulme.

Wigton (Sub-Branch)—
President: Miss Ida Kentish.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Helen Wildman, M.A., 

Thomlinson School.
KESWICK—

President: Mrs. R. D. Marshall,
Hon. Treasurer: James Forsyth, Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. J. Hall, Greta Grove, Keswick.

KIRKBY STEPHEN—
President: Mrs. Thompson.
Vice-President: Mrs. Breeks.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Gibson, Redenol House, Kirkby 

Stephen.

Once again we approach that disagreeable 
but inevitable task — “Spring Cleaning.” The 
burden of household cares seems never so great 
as during this stressful period; yet much of the labour 
can be lightened, and the whole operation completed 
in less time, if the problem is dealt with in a 
systematic manner. Take, for instance, the important 
question of cleaning your Curtains, Hangings, Table 
Covers and similar articles. It is impossible to do 
this work perfectly at home, even with considerable 
trouble and expense. But it has got to be done. 
You do not want to buy a new table cover just 
because it has become soiled and faded, or because 
some one has had the misfortune to upset the ink over 
it. And, then, the mere washing of winter curtains will 
not restore the colour which the rare rays of winter 
sunshine have removed, to say nothing of the risk of 
ruin which such a process would involve* Altogether, 
the renovation of textile fabrics forms one of. the 
principal difficulties with which the Spring Cleaning 
is beset. Very well, so much the better ; because, 
properly handled, this part of the problem is quite 
easily solved. And this is the way to solve it. Begin 
by making a practical list of all those fabrics which 
have suffered from winter fogs and smoky fires. All 
Chintzes, Cretonnes, Silks, Tapestries and Serges 
should be included in this list. Then send a post- 
card, or call at the nearest branch, asking Messrs. 
Achille Serre, the well-known Dry-Cleaners and 
Dyers, to come and collect them. Once this is off 
your mind you will find your task, assume much 
lighter proportions. The articles mentioned will be 
out of your way while the remaining operations are 
in progress, and you can, rely upon them being 
returned in a few days looking as good as new. 
Messrs. Serre specialise in this class of work and 
maintain an organisation which enables them to 
guarantee perfect results. Highly skilled labour and 
the most up-to-date machinery, combined with pro- 
gressive methods and careful supervision,- ensure 
absolute' satisfaction . in every case.
charges are most reasonable, and whatever they 
promise they will perform.. " ’
housewives who wish to do their Spring Cleaning in 
the modern way they have published a little book 
full of interesting and useful information. It will be 
sent post free to any lady who writes, mentioning 
" The Anti-Suffrage Review,” to Messrs. Achille 
Serre Limited, White Post - Lane, Hackney Wick, 
London, E.
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DEVONSHIRE
EXETER—

President : 
Chairman :

Lady Acland.
C. T. K. Roberts, Esq., Fairhill.

Hon. Treasurer ; Mrs. Depree, Newlands, St. Thomas' 
Exeter.

Hon. Secretary ;
EAST DEVON—

President: Right Hon. Sir John H. Kennaway, 
Bt. P.O.

Vice-Presidents: Mary, Countess of Ilchester; The 
Hon. Lady Peek ; The Hon. Mrs. Marker ; Mrs. 
Tindall.

Acting Hon. Treasurer : B. Browning, Esq., R.N.
Hon. Secretary : 

Sidmouth.
THREE TOWK8 &

President :
Hon. Secretary: 

Plymouth.
TORQUAY—

President: Hon. I
Hon. Treasurer" 
Hon. Secretary :

Torquay.

Miss Browning, " Becenhent,

DISTRICT, PLYMOUTH—

Mrs. Cayley, 8, The Terrace,

ESSEX.

Mrs. Bridgeman.
The Hon. Helen Trefusis.
Miss M. C. Philpotts, Kilcorran,

SOUTHEND AND WESTCLIFF-CN-SEA—
President: J. H. Morrison Kirkwood, Esq., M.P.

Hon. Treasurer:
Joint Hon. Secretaries: The Misses Smith, Etonville,

Palmeira Avenue, Southend.
WOODFORD—Including the districts of

Woodford, Chigwell, Buckhurst Hill, Wan stead—
President : Mrs. E. North Buxton.
Hon. Treasurer : W. Houghton, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss L. C. Nash, Woodcroft, 24,

Montalt Road, Woodford Green.

3

GLOUCESTERSHIRE.
BRISTOL—

Chairman : Lady Fry.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. A. R. Robinson.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Long Fox, 15, Royal York 

Crescent, Bristol.
Assistant Secretary: Miss G. F. Allen.
Thornbury (Sub-Branch)—

President: Miss Margaret D. Chester Master. .
Hon. Secretary : 

Thornbury. 
CIRENCESTER—

President : Countess 
Vice-President: Mrs.

Miss Meech, Bank Cottage,

Bathurst.
Gordon Dugdale.

Hon. Treasurer: R. Ellett, Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Leatham and Miss Boyer

Brown, Park Street.
Bagindon (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Leatham.
Daglingworth (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Topham, The Rectory.
CHELTENHAM— 

President: Mrs.
Hon. Treasurer: 

down.
Hon. Secretary : 

Cheltenham..

Hardy.
Miss G. Henley, The Knoll, Battle-

Miss Geddes, 4, Suffolk Square,

GLOUCESTER—
Chairman: Mrs. R. I. Tidswell.
Vice-Chairmen: Mrs. Nigel Haines and Mrs. W.

Langley-Smith.
Hon. Treasurer: W. P. Cullis, Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Naylor, Belmont,. Brunswick 

Road, Gloucester.

WE WANT TO 
HELP YOU 

with the Laundry 
problem.
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HAMPSHIRE.
BOURNEMOUTH—

President : The Lady Abinger.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Drury Lowe.
Hon. Secretaries: Miss Fraser, Dornoch, Landseer 

Road, Bournemouth; Miss Sherring Kildare, 
Norwich Avenue, Bournemouth.

1 All communications to be addressed to Miss Fraser.
HANTS (West), Kingsclere Division—

President: Mrs. Gadesden.
Vice-President: Lady Arbuthnot.
Hon. Treasurer : A. Helsham-Jones, Esq., Tile Barn, 

Woolton Hill.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Stedman, The Grange, Woolton 

Hill, Newbury.
NORTH HANTS—

President: Mrs. Laurence Currie..
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Allnutt, Hazelhurst, Basingstoke.
Basingstoke (Sub-Branch)—

Vice-President: Mrs. Illingworth.
Farnborough (Sub-Branch)—

Vice-President: Mrs. Grierson.
Hartley Wintney (Sub-Branch)—

Vice-President : Miss Millard.
Minley, Yateley, and Hawley (Sub-Branch)— 

Vice-President: Mrs. Laurence Currie.
Fleet (Sub-Branch)—

Vice-President: Mrs. Bradshaw.
All communications to be addressed to Mrs. Allnutt, 

Hazelhurst, Basingstoke.
LYMINGTON—

President : Mrs. Edward Morant.
Chairman :
Hon. Treasurer: Mr. Taylor.
Hon. Secretary pro tem. : Mrs. Alexander, The Old 

Mansion, Boldre, Lymington, Hants.
PETERSFIELD—

President:- The Lady Emily Turnout.
Vice-President: Mrs. Nettleship.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Amey.
Hon. Secretary:

PORTSMOUTH AND DISTRICT— ii
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. , Burnett.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Craigie, Silwood Villa, Marmion 

Road, Southsea.
SOUTHAMPTON—

President: Mrs. Cotton.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Langstaff, 13, Carlton Crescent. 

WINCHESTER—
President : Mrs. Griffith.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Bryett, Kerrfield, Winchester.

HEREFORDSHIRE.
HEREFORD AND DISTRICT—

President :
Hon. Treasurer • Miss M. C. King King.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Miss Armitage, 3, The

Bartens, Hereford ; Miss M. Capel, 22, King Street, 
• Hereford.
District represented on Committee by Mrs. Edward 

Heygate.
Hon. Secretary :. Mrs. Sale, The Forbury. Leominster.

SOUTH HEREFORDSHIRE—
President : The Lady Biddulph of Ledbury.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary : Mrs. Manley Power, 

Aston Court, Ross-on-Wye.
HERTFORDSHIRE.

WEST HERTS, WATFORD—
President: The Lady Ebury.
Chairman : Geoffrey H. Millar, Esq.
Vice-Chairman : Miss Dorothy Ward.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss E. P. Metcalfe.
Provisional Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Webb.
Clerical Hon. Secretary: Miss H. L. Edwards, The

Corner, Cassio Road, Watford, to whom all com- 
. munications should be addressed.
Berk mmsted (Sub-Branch)—

President: A. J. Ram, Esq., K.C.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary : Miss Hyam, 

The Cottage, Potten End, Berkhamsted.
Boxmoor and Hemel Hempstead (Sub-Branch)—

President : E. A. Mitchell Innes, Esq,. K.C., J.P.
Chairman of Committee : Miss Halsey.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary : Miss Sale, 

Mortimer House, Hemel Hempstead.
Rickmansworth (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Treasurer: Miss M. Denison Hill, Oving, 
Rickmansworth.

ISLE OF WIGHT.
JSLE OF WIGHT—

President: Mrs. Oglander.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Lowther Crofton.
Provisional Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Perrott, Cluntagh,
, near Ryde. Isle of Wight.
Sandown (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Le Grice, Thorpe Lodge,
, Sandown.

Shanklin (Sub-Branch)—
+ Hon. Secretary: Lady Cox, Bayfield, Shanklin.

BROMLEY AND BICKLEY— -
President : Lady Lubbock.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary : G. F. Fischer, Esq.
Bickley (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary and Hon. Treasurer : G. F. Fischer, 
Esq., Appletreewick, Southborough Road, Bickley.

CANTERBURY—
President: Lady Mitchell.
Deputy-President: Mrs. Trueman.
Joint Hon. Secretaries and Treasurers: Miss Moore, 

The Precincts ; Miss C. Dyneley, Bramhope, 
London Road, Canterbury.

CRANBROOK—
President : Miss Neve, Osborne Lodge.
Hon. Treasurer : 

Cranbrook.
Mrs. Mordaunt, Goddard’s Green,

Hon. Secretary: Strangman Hancock, Esq., Kennel 
Holt. Cranbrook.

DEAL AND WALMER—
President : Lady George Hamilton.
Hon. Treasurer : Colonel Cowley.
Deal—

Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Morris, Court Lodge, Church
Path, Deal

Walmer—
Joint Hori. Secretaries : Miss Lapage, Sheen House, 

Upper Walmer; Miss A. Bowman, Castlemount, 
Castle Road, Walmer.

FOLKESTONE—
President : The Countess of Radnor.
Deputy-President:- Mrs. Boddam Whetham.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. J. E. Marsden.
Hon. Secretary: Miss M. Garratt, Western Terrace, 

Shorncliffe Road, Folkestone.
GOUDHURST—

Hon. Secretary :
HAWKHURST—

President: Mrs. Frederic Harrison.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Beauchamp Tower.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Patricia Baker, Delmonden 

Grange, Hawkhurst.
All communications to be sent to Mrs. Frederic 

Harrison, Elm Hill, Hawkhurst, for the present.
Sandhurst (Sub-Branch)—

President: Mrs. J. B. C. Wilson.
Hon. Secretary : Miss E. D. French, Church House, 

Sandhurst, Kent.
HYTHE—

Hon. Secretary: Miss Weston, " Holmwood,” Hill 
Crest Road, Hythe.

ISLE OF THANET—
President : Mrs. C. Murray Smith.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Fishwick.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Weigall, Southwood, Ramsgate.
Herne Bay (Sub-Branch)—

ROCHESTER—
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Conway Gordon.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Pollock, The Precincts.

SALTWOOD—
President: Mrs. Deedes.
Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary ■: Miss I. Stigand, Elmleigh, Saltwood. 

SEVENOAKS—
President: The Lady Sackville.
Deputy-President :■ Mrs. Ryecroft.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Herbert Knocker.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Tabrum, 3, Clarendon Road, 

Sevenoaks.
TUNBRIDGE WELLS—

President: Countess Amherst.
Vice-President : Mrs. A. W. Duke.
Hon. Treasurer: E. Weldon, Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Miss M. B. Backhouse, 48, St. James’ 

Road, Tunbridge Wells.
TONBRIDGE—

President: Mrs. Streeten.
Hon. Treasurer : Humfrey Babington, Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Crowhurst, 120, Hadlow Road, 

Tonbridge.

LANCASHIRE

KENT.
BECKENHAM—

Provisional Hon. Secretary: Miss E. Blake, Kings- 
. wood. The Avenue, Beckenham, Kent.

HAWK8HEAD—
President: Mrs. Hadley.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Redmayne, Brathay Hall, 

Ambleside.
LIVERPOOL AND BIRKENHEAD—

Hon. Treasurer : C. Gostenhofer, Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Miss C. Gostenhofer, 16, Beresford 

Road, Birkenhead.
MANCHESTER—

President : Lady Sheffield.
Chairman : George Hamilton, Esq.
Hon. Treasurers: Mrs. Arthur Herbert; Percy Mar- 

ribtt, Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Henry Simon.
Organising Secretary : Miss C. Moir, i, Princess Street, 

Manchester.
Manchester, North (Sub-Branch)—

District Secretary : Miss Buckley, 4, Lesmo Street, 
Church Street, Harpurhey.

Manchester, South (Sub-Branch)—
District Secretaries: Mrs. W. S. Barratt, 5, Harley 

Avenue, Victoria Park ; Mr. A. E. Salmon, 
83, Palmerston Street, Alexandra Park.

Manchester, North-East (Sub-Branch}—
District Secretary: Mr. A. Woollerton, 39, Broom

Lane, Levenshulme. ।
Manchester, North-West (Sub-Branch)—

District Secretaries: Miss May Gill, 47, Moss
3 Bank, Crumpsall; J. R Tolmie, Esq., The 

Poplars, Crescent Road, Crumpsall.
Manchester, South-West (Sub-Branch)—

District Secretary: Mr. H. H. Gibson, 481, Stretford 
Road, Old Trafford.

DISTRICTS.

North-West Hampstead (Sub-Branch)— . 
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Reginald Blomfield, 51, 

Frognal.
NORTH-EAST HAMPSTEAD—

President: Mrs. J. W. Cowley.
Hon. Treasurer : Colonel J. W. Cowley.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Van Ingen Winter, M.D., 

Ph. D., 326, Philip Lane, South Tottenham.
HIGHBURY—

President : The Right Hon. Sir Edward Clarke, K.C.
Bolton—

District Secretaries pro lem. : Miss Podmore, Bolton ;
Mr. Taylor, 9, Henry Street, Bolton.

Didsbury (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Henry Simon, Lawnhurst, 

Didsbury.
Hale (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Arthur Herbert, High End, 
Hale. Cheshire.

Levenshulme—
District Secretary pro tem. : Miss L. Bennet, Park- 

leigh. Elms Road.
Marple (Sub-Branch)—.

President : Miss Hudson.
Chairman of Committee: Mr. Evans.
Ron. Secretary: Mrs. Slade, Satis, Marple.

Moss Side and Alexandra Park (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretaries: E. A. Salmon, Esq., 83, Palmers- 

ton Street, Moss Side; Mrs. Seel, 143, Manley 
Road, Whalley Range.

Northenden and Cheadle (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary : Miss Cordelia Moir, Brentwood 

Terrace, Cheadle.
Oldham—

District Secretaries pro tem. : Mrs. Harrison, 200, 
Manchester Road, Werneth, Oldham; Mr. \m. 
Schofield, Waterhead, Oldham.

Prestwich— 2057 .
District Secretary pro tem. : Miss L. Butcher, 105, 

Clifton Road, Prestwich.
St. Anne’s and Fylde (Sub-Branch)—'

Hon. Treasurer : Miss Norah Waechter.
Hon. Secretary : W. H. Pickup, Esq., 28, St. Anne’s 

Road West, St. Anne’s.
Salford, South—

District Secretary pro tem. : Mr. Gray, 23, Alfonsus 
Street, Brook’s Bar, Manchester.

Salford, West—
District Secretary pro lem.: Mr. James Dewhurst, 

16, Hayfield Road, Pendleton.
LEICESTERSHIRE.

LEICESTER—
President : Lady Hazelrigg.
Hon. Treasurer :- Thomas Butler, Esq.
HIon. Secretary : Mrs. Butler, Elmfield Avenue.
Assistant Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Waddington, 52, 

Regent Road, Leicester, and Miss M. Spencer, 
134, Regent Road. Leicester.

LONDON.
BRIXTON—

President :
Hon. Treasurer :
Hon. Secretary:

CHELSEA—
President : The Hon. Mrs. Bernard Mallet.
Hon. Treasurer: Admiral the Hon. Sir Edmund 

Fremantle, G.C.B.
Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Myles. 16, St Loo Mansions, 

Cheyne Gardens, S.W. ; Miss S. Woodgate, 68, 
South Eaton Place, S.W.

DULWICH—
President: Mrs. Teall.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Dalzell.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Parish, i, Woodlawn, Dulwich 

Village.
East Dulwich (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Batten, 2, Underhill Road, 
Lordship Lane S.E.

FINCHLEY—
President: The Countess of Ronaldshay.
Hon. Treasurer : A. Savage Cooper, Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. A. Scott, Glenroy, Seymour 

Road; Mrs. E. Burgin, Halesworth, Seymour 
Road.

FULHAM—
President : Mrs. Richard Harrison.
Hon. Treasurer :
Hon. Secretary:

Avenue, W.
GOLDER’S GREEN

President :
Hon. Treasurer:

Miss King.
Miss Winthrop, 36,Fitz-George

AND GARDEN SUBURB—

Mrs. Buck.
Joint Hon. Secretaries : Miss Duncan, " Penarth,” 

North End Road. Golder's Green ; Miss Buck, 
“ Domella,” Woodstock Avenue, Golder’s Green.

HAMPSTEAD— .
President: Mrs. Metzler.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Squire, 27, Marlborough Hill, 
11 N.W.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Talbot Kelly, 96, Fellows 

Road.
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Miss M. E. Allsop, 19, 

Belsize Park, N.W., to whom all communications 
should be addressed.

Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary:

Highbury, N.
KENNINGTON—

President:
Hon. Treasurer:

Mrs. Wagstaff.
Mrs. Clarke, 89, Aberdeen Road,

Mrs. Millington, 1O1, Fentiman
Road Clapham Road, S.W.

KENSINGTON—
President: Mary Countess of Ilchester.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Jeanie Ross, 46, Holland Street, 

Kensington, W.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun, 25, 

Bedford Gardens. Campden Hill, W.
Asst. Hon. Sec.: Mrs. de L’HSpital, 159, High Street, 

Kensington, W.
Mrs. Colquhoun is at home to interview members 

of the Branch, or inquirers, on Tuesday mornings.

MARYLEBONE—
President : Lady George Hamilton.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Alexander Scott.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Jeyes, II, Grove End Road, 

St. John’s Wood, N.W.
MAYFAIR AND ST. GEORGE’S—

President : The Countess of Cromer.
Chairman of Committee: The Dowager Countess of 

Ancaster.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary pro. tem.; Mrs. 

Carson Roberts, 60, North Gate, Regent’s Park, 
to whom all communications should be addressed.

PADDINGTON—
President of Executive : Lady Dimsdale.
Deputy President: Lady Hyde.
Hon. Secretary and Temporary Treasurer: Mrs.

Percy Thomas, 37, Craven Road, Hyde Park.
The Hon. Secretary will be " At Home ” every 

Thursday morning to answer questions and give 
information.

ST. PANCRAS, EAST—
Hon. Treasurer : Miss M. Briggs. •
Hon. Secretary :. Miss Sterling, 14. Bartholomew 

Road, N.W.
STREATHAM—

Hon. Secretary : Miss Cameron, 87, Amesbury Avenue, 
Streatham Hill, S.W.

UPPER NORWOOD AND ANERLEY—
President: The Hon. Lady Montgomery Moore.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss E. H. Tipple.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Austin Sunnyside, Crescent 

Road, South Norwood.
WESTMINSTER—

President : The Lady Biddulph of Ledbury.
Hon. Secretary : Miss L. E. Cotesworth, Caxton 

House, Tothill Street, S.W.

MIDDLESEX,
EALING—

President :
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. L. Prendergast Walsh, Kirk- 

connel, Gunnersbury Avenue, Ealing Common.
Hon. Secretary : Miss McClellan, 35, Hamilton Road, 

Ealing.
All communications to be addressed to Mrs. L. 

Prendergast Walsh for the next four months.
EALING DEAN—

Joint Hon. Secretaries: The Misses Turner, 33, 
Lavington Road, West Ealing. •

EALING SOUTH—
Mrs. Ball.
All communications to be addressed to Miss McClellan 

as above.
CHISWICK—

Chairman: Mrs. Norris.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Greatbatch.
Hon. Secretary : Miss M. Mackenzie, 6, Grange Road. 

Gunnersbury.
HAMPTON AND DISTRICT—

Hon. Treasurer: H. Mills, Esq.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Ellis Hicks Beach and 

Miss Goodrich, Clarence Lodge, Hampton Court.
HARROW—

President : Sir J. D. Rees.
Hon. Secretary and Treasurer : Mrs. Worthington, 

Kingsleigh, Peterborough Road, Harrow.
PINNER—

Hon. Secretaries : Mrs. Gardner Williams, Invergarry, 
Pinner. Miss K. Parkhouse, Mayfield, Harrow 
Road.

MONMOUTHSHIRE.
NEWPORT—

President : Mrs. Bircham of Chepstow.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Prothero, Malpas Court.

NORFOLK.
NORFOLK COUNTY BRANCH—

Vice-President: Lady Mann.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Dorothy Carr, Ditchingham

Hall, Norfolk.

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE.
WELLINGBOROUGH—

President :
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Heygate, The Elms,Wellingboro‘. 

OUNDLE—
President : The Hon. Mrs. Fergusson, Polebrook Hall, 

Oundle.
Hon. Treasurer -: Mrs. Newman.

NORTHUMBERLAND.
NEWCASTLE AND TYNESIDE—

President : Miss Noble, J esmond Dene House, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne.

Hon. Treasurer: Arthur G. Ridout Esq.
Secretary : Miss Harris, 9, Ridley Place, Newcastle.

NOTTINGHAMSHIRE.
NOTTINGHAM AND NOTTS—

President: Countess Manvers.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. T. A. Hill.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Bumby, 116, Gregory Boule- 

vard.
OXFORDSHIRE

GORING—
Hon., Secretary (pro tem.): Miss Evans, 

Goring-on-Thames.
OXFORD—

Chairman : Mrs. Max Muller.
Vice-Chairman : 
Hon. Treasurer

Mrs. Massie.
Mrs. Gamlen.

Hon. Secretary : Miss Tawney, 62. Banbury 
Co. Hon. Secretary : Miss Wills-Sandford, 

Giles, Oxford.
Hook Norton (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary : Miss Dickins.

Ropley,

Road.
40, St.

SHROPSHIRE.
SHROPSHIRE COUNTY—

President and Hon. Treasurer ■: Mrs. Fielden.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. A. C. Buss, Cardington

Vicarage, Church Stretton, Salop.
CHURCH STRETTON—

President : Mrs. Gordon Duff.
Hon. Treasurer : Dr. McClintock.
Hon. Secretary : Miss R. Hanbury Sparrow, Hillside. 

LUDLOW—
President : Hon. G. Windsor Clive.
Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary :

OSWESTRY—
President : Horace Lovett, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Kenyon.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Corbett, Ashlands, Oswestry.

SHREWSBURY—
President : Miss Ursula Bridgeman.
Hon. Treasurer :
Hon. Secretary : Miss H. Parson Smith, Abbotsmead, 

Shrewsbury.
WELLINGTON—

President : Mrs. Ison.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Hodgson.
Hon. Secretary : Harold Bensly, Esq. Coniston, 

Alexandra Road, Wellington.

SOUTHWOLD—
Hon. Secretary:

WOODBRIDGE—
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Ogilvie.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Nixon, Priory Gate, Woodbridge.

SURREY.
CAMBERLEY, FRIMLEY, AND MYTCHELL—

President: Mrs. Charles Johnstone, Graitney, 
Camberley.

Vice-President: Miss Harris.
Hon. Secretary and Treasurer : Mrs. Spens, Athallan 

Grange. Frimley, Surrey.
CROYDON—

President :
Hon. Treasurer : Miss B. Jefferis.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Corry, 39, Park Hill Road, 

Croydon.
DORKING—

President: Mrs. Barclay.
Hon. Treasurer: Major Hicks, The Nook, Dorking., 
Hon. Secretaries : Miss Loughborough, Bryn Derwen, 

Dorking; A. Percival Keep, Esq., The Hut, Holm- 
wood.

DORMANSLAND—
President: Mrs. J eddere-Fisher.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary: Mrs. Kellie, Merrow, 

Dormansland.
EG HAM AND DISTRICT—

Hon. Treasurer : Miss F. Cross.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Paice, The Limes Egham.
Englefield Green (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary.: Mrs. Shipley, Manor Cottage, 
Englefield Green.

Virginia Water (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary: Miss Beardsley, Ulverscroft, 

Virginia Water.
EPSOM DIVISION.

President : The Dowager Countess of Ellesmere.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Buller.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Sydney Jackson. Danehurst, 

Epsom.
BANSTEAD—

President :
Banstead—
Tad worth—
Wal ton-on-the- Hill—
Headley—

Hon. Secretary : Miss H. Page, Tadworth.
COBHAM—

President: Mrs. Bowen Buscarlet.
Cobham—

Hon. Secretary:
Oxshott—

Hon. Secretary :
Walten-on-Thames :

Hon. Secretary :
Steke d’Abernen—

Hon. Secretary :
ESHER—

Esher—
Hon. Secretary :

Long Ditton—
Hon. Secretary : 

Surbiton.
Thames Ditton—

Hon. Secretary :

Mrs. Lugard, Oxshott. 
and Hersham—

Mrs. Nelson, Stoke d’Abernon.

Hervey, Hedgerley, Esher.

Miss Agar, 9, St. Philip’s Road,

Miss Sandys, Weston Green,

SOMERSETSHIRE
BATH—

President: The Countess of Charlemont.
Vice-President and Treasurer : Mrs. Dominic Watson.
Hon. Secretary : Miss M. Codrington, 14, Grosvenor, 

Bath.
BRIDGWATER—

President: Miss Marshall.
Hon. Treasurer

Perren, Esq., 
TAUNTON—

President : The
Vice-President:
Hon. Treasurer:

and Secretary pro lem. : Thomas 
Park Road, Bridgwater.

Hon. Mrs. Portman.

Hon. Secretary: 
Taunton.

Mrs. Lance.
Mrs. Somerville.

: Mrs. Birkbeck, Church Square,

WESTON-SUPER-MARE—
President: Mrs. Portsmouth Fry.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss W. Evans.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. E. M. S. Parker, Welford House,

Weston-super-Mare.

STAFFORDSHIRE.
LEEK— 

President : 
Hon. See.:

Mrs. Sleigh.
Miss Wardle, Leekbrook, Lcek.

SUFFOLK.
FELIXSTOWE—

President: Miss Rowley.
Vice-President: Miss Jervis White Jervis.
Chairman : Mrs. Jutson.
Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Haward Priory Lodge, Felix- 

stowe.

Thames Ditton.
East and West Molesey—

Hon. Secretary and Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Garland, 
" Farrs," East Molesey.

EWELL—
President : Mrs.

Ewell—
Hon. Secretary :

Cheam—
Hon. Secretary:

Worcester Park—
Hon. Secretary :

Auriol Barker.

Miss West, Cheam.

Mrs. Auriol Barker, Barrow Hill,
Worcester Park.

LEATHERHEAD—
President: C. F. Gordon Clark, Esq.

Leatherhead—
Hon. Secretary : 

head.
Fetcham—

Hon. Secretary:

Miss Cunliffe, Tyrrels, Leather-

Mrs. C. F. Gordon Clark, Fetcham
Park, Leatherhead.

Bookham—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Pick, The Nook, Great 

Bookham.
SUTTON—

Hon. Treasurer : Col. E. M. Lloyd, Glenhurst, 
Brighton Road, Sutton.

Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Prance, " Abadare," Cedar 
Road. Sutton.

GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT—
President: Miss S. H. Onslow.
Vice-President • Lady Martindale.
Hon. Treasurer : Admiral Tudor.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Anderson, Roslin, Jenner 

Road, Guildford.
KEW—

Hon. Secretary: Miss A. Stevenson, 10, Cumberland
Road, Kew.



66 THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW. MARCH, 1912.

KINGSTON-ON-THAMES—
Hon. Treasurer: James Stickland, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Cooke, Tankerville, Kingston 

Hill.
MORTLAKE AND EAST SHEEN—

President • Mrs. Kelsall.
Hon. Treasurer: George W. Moir, Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: Miss Franklin, Westhay. East 

Sheen ; John D. Batten, Esq., The Halsteads. 
East Sheen.

PURLEY AND SANDERSTEAD—
President:
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Atterbury.
Hon. Secretary : " Trafoi,” Russel Hill, Purley.

REIGATE AND REDHILL—
Hon. Treasurer: Alfred F. Mott, Esq.
Reigate—

HIon. Secretary : Mrs. Rundall, West View, Reigate.
Redhill—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Frank E. Lemon, Hillcrest, 
Redhill.

RICHMOND—
President : Miss Trevor.
Hon. Treasurer : Herbert Gittens, Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Willoughby Dumergne, 5, Mount 

Ararat Road, Richmond.
SHOTTERMILL CENTRE AND HASLEMERE—

Hon. Treasurer : Miss Andrews.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. H. Beveridge, Pitfold, Shotter- 

mill. Haslemere.
Asst. Hon. Secretary : Arthur Molyneux, Esq., Down- 

leaze, Grayshott.
SURBITON

Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Dent, Chestnut Lodge, Adelaide 
Road. Surbiton.

WEYBRIDGE AND DISTRICT—
President: • Mrs. Charles Churchill,
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Frank Gore-Browne.
Hon. Secretaries: Miss Godden, Kincairney, Wey- 

bridge ; Miss Heald. Southlands, Weybridge.
WIMBLEDON—

President :
Vice-President: The Hon. Mrs. Maxwell Scott.
Hon. Treasurer :

• Hon. Secretary:
WOKING—

President • Susan Countess of Wharncliffe.

Hon. Secretaries : Mrs. Saundby ; W. G. W. Hastings, 
Esq. — - - -

Secretary : Miss Gertrude Allarton, 109, Colmore Row, 
Birmingham. . |

Hands worth (Sub-Branch)—
President :
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. C. A. Palmer, Park Hill, 

Handsworth.
Hon. Secretary: Miss H. Berners Lee, The Poci

House, Great Barr.
Solihull (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary : Miss Maud Pemberton, Whitacre, 
Solihull.

WARWICK.
LEAMINGTON AND COUNTY—

President :
Hon. Treasurer: Willoughby Makin, Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: The Misses Gilpin Brown, Elmley 

Lodge, Holly Walk, Leamington.

YORK—
President: Lady Julia Womb well.

"Hon. Treasurer: Hon. Mrs. Stanley Jackson.
Hon. Secretary:

THE GIRLS’ ANTI-SUFFRAGE

President:
LONDON—

Hon. Treasurer

LEAGUE.
Miss Ermine M. K. Taylor.

and Hon. Secretary: Miss Elsie

Vice-Presiden ts : 
Hon. Treasurer : 
Hon. Secretary:

Lady Arundel, H. G. Craven, Esq.
The Hon. R. C. Grosvenor.
Miss Peregrine, The Firs, Woking.

SUSSEX.
BRIGHTON AND HOVE—

President :
Hon. Treasurer: F. Page Turner, Esq.
Hon. Secretary : I Mrs. Curtis, " Quex,” D’Avigdor

Road, Brighton.
Co.-Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Shaw, 25c, Albert 

Brighton.
CROWBOROUGH—

Hon. Treasurer : Lady Conan Doyle.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Rawlinson, Fair View, 

borough.
EASTBOURNE—

President: Mrs. Campbell.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary (pro tem.):

Campbell, St. Brannocks, Blackwater 
Eastbourne.

EAST GRINSTEAD—
President - Lady Musgrave.

Road,

Crow-

Mrs. 
Road,

Hon. Treasurer: Miss Stewart.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Woodland, Turley Cottage, 

East Grinstead.
HASTINGS AND DISTRICT—

President: Lady Webster.
Chairman of Committee : Mrs. Bagshawe.
Hon Treasurer : Stephen Spicer, Esq.
Joint Hon. Secretaries; Madame Wolfen, 6, Warrior

Square Terrace. St. Leonards-on-Sea ; Walter
Breeds, Esq., Telham Hill, Battle.

Bexhill (Sub-Branch)—
Local Hon. Secretary: Miss Madeleine Rigg, East 

Lodge, Dorset Road.
MIDHURST—

Hon. Treasurer : Miss Vigers.
Hon. Secretary: Miss I. D. Fenn, Dodsley Gate, 

Midhurst.
LEWES—

President:
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. R. Parker.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Rawlinson, Fair View, Crow- 

borough.
WEST SUSSEX —

President: The Lady Edmund Talbot.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Travers, Tortington House, 

Arundel, Sussex.
Assistant Iion. Secretary : Miss Rhoda Butt, Wilbury 

Littlehampton.
WARWICKSHIRE.

BIRMINGHAM—
President: The Right Hon. J. Austen Chamberlain, 

M.P.
Vice-Presidents : Maud Lady Calthorpe ; Miss Beatrice 

Chamberlain.
Hon. Treasurer: Murray N. Phelps Esq., LL.B.

WILTSHIRE.
SALISBURY AND SOUTH WILTS— 

President : The Lady Muriel Herbert.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Fussell.
Hon. Secretary for South Wilts: 

The Red House, Wilton.
Hon. Secretary for Salisbury : 1

Mrs. Richardson,

Miss Ethel Cripps,
Hillbrow, Fowler's Road, Salisbury.

Alderbury (Sub-Branch)—
Vice-President and Hon. Secretary (pro tem.) : Mrs.

Ralph Macan.
Chalke Valley (Sub-Branch)—

President: Miss R. Stephenson, Bodenham House, 
Salisbury.

Wilton (Sub-Branch)—
Vice-President: Mrs. Dubourg The Mount, Wilton.
Secretary : Miss Q. Carse.

WORCESTERSHIRE.
MALVERN—

President : Lady Grey.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Monckton.
Hon. Secretary : Wright Henderson, Esq., Abbey

Terrace, Malvern.
WORCESTER—

President: The Countess of Coventry.
Vice-President: Mrs. Charles Coventry.
Hon. Treasurer : A. C. Cherry, Esq.
Hon. Secretary :- Mrs. Ernest Day, " Doria," Worcester.

YORKSHIRE.
BRADFORD—

President : Lady Priestley.
Vice-Presidents: Mrs. G. Hoffman, W. B. Gordon, 

Esq.. J.P.
Hon. Treasurer : Lady Priestley.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Halbot, 77, St. Mary’s Road, 

Manningham, Bradford.
District Secretaries: Mrs. S. Midgley, 1071 Leeds 

Road ; Miss Casson, 73, Ashwell Road, Manningham, 
Bradford; Mrs. G. A. Mitchel, Jesmond Cottage, 
Toller Lane, Bradford.

BRIDLINGTON—
No branch committee has been formed ; Lady Bosville 

Macdonald of the Isles, Thorpe Hall, Bridlington, is 
willing to receive subscriptions and give information.

HULL—
Chairman:
Hon. Treasurer :
Hon. Secretary :

ILKLEY—
President :. Mrs.
Hon. Secretary : 

LEEDS—

Lady Nunburnholme.

Stein that
Mrs. Newbound, Springsend.

President : The Countess of Harewood.
Chairman : Miss Beatrice Kitson.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss E. M. Lupton.
Hon. Secretary : Miss E. M. Wall, 3, Woodsley 

Terrace, Clarendon Road, Leeds,
District Secretaries: Miss H. McLaren, 158, Otley 

Road, Headingley, Miss M. Silcock, Barkston 
Lodge, Roundhay.

MIDDLESBROUGH —
President : Mrs. Hedley.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Gjers, Busby Hall, Carlton-in- 

Cleveland, Northallerton.
SCARBOROUGH—

President: Mrs. Cooper.
Hon. Treasurer : James Bayley, Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: Clerical, 

Princess Royal Terrace; 
Oriel Lodge, Scarborough. 

SHEFFIELD—
Vice-Presidents: The Lady

Miss Mackarness, 19, 
General, Miss Kendell,

Edmund Talbot, Lady
Bingham, Miss Alice Watson.

Hon. Treasurer: Miss M. Colley, Newstead, Kenwood 
Park Road.

The Hon. Secretary, National League for Opposing 
Woman Suffrage, 26, Tapton Crescent Road, 
Sheffield.

WHITBY—
President: Mrs. George Macmillan.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary: Miss Priestley, The 

Mount, Whitby.

Hird Morgan, 15, Philbeach Gardens, Earl's Court.
Such Branch Secretaries as desire Members of this 

League to act as Stewards at Meetings should give 
notice to the Secretary at least a fortnight prior to the 
date of Meeting.
ISLE OF WIGHT—

Hon. Secretary : Miss Wheatley, The Bays, Hayland, 
Ryde, Isle, of Wight.

NEWPORT (Mon.)—
Hon. Secretary : Miss Sealy, 56, Risca Road, Newport, 

OXFORD—
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Miss J elf, 34, 

Norhan Road, Oxford.

IRELAND.
DUBLIN—

President: The Duchess of Abercorn.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Orpin.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Albert E. Murray, 2, Clyde

Road, Dublin.
Asst. Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Louis Hovenden-Torney.
Secretary : Miss White, 5. South Anne Street, Dublin.

Scotland.
THE SCOTTISH NATIONAL ANTI 

SUFFRAGE LEAGUE.
(In affiliation with the National League for 

Opposing Woman Suffrage.)
President: The Duchess of Montrose, LL.D. 
Vice-President: Miss Helen Rutherfurd, M.A.
Hon. Treasurer : 

Edinburgh.
Hon. Secretary:

Mrs. Aitken, 8, Mayfield Terrace,

Miss Gemmell, Central Office, 10,
Queensferry Street, Edinburgh.

BRANCHES:
BERWICKSHIRE—

Vice-President ;■ Mrs. Baxendale.
Hon. Secretary: Miss M. W. M. Falconer, LL.A., 

Elder Bank, Duns, Berwickshire.
DUNDEE—

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Young
Hon. Secretary : Miss Craik, Flight’s Lane, Lochee. 

EDINBURGH—
President : The Marchioness of Tweeddale.
Vice-President: The Countess of Dalkeith.
Chairman ': Lady Christison.
Hon. Terasurer : Mrs. J. M. Howden.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Johnston, 19, Walker 

Street; Miss Kemp, 6, Western Terrace, Murray- 
field, Edinburgh.

GLASGOW—
President: The Countess of Glasgow.
Chairman of Committee : Mrs. John N. MacLeod.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. James Campbell.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Eleanor M. Deane, 180, Hope 

Street. Glasgow.
Camlachie and Dennistoun (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary: Miss Paterson, 32, Belgrave 
Street, Camlachie.

Kilmacolm (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. A. D. Ferguson, Lynnden, 

Kilmacolm.
Tradeston (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary : Miss Ainslie, 76, Pollok Street.
INVERNESS AND NAIRN—

President: Lady Lovat.
Hon. Treasurers and Hon. Secretaries:- Inverness— 

Miss Mercer, Woodfield, Inverness ; Nairn—Miss 
B. Robertson, Constabulary Gardens, Nairn.

KIRKCALDY—
Vice-Presidents : Miss Oswald and Mrs. Hutchison.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Pye, Bogie, Kirkcaldy.

ST. ANDREWS—
President: The Lady Griselda Cheape.
Vice-President: Mrs. Hamar.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Burnet.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Playfair, 18, Queen’s Gardens, 

St. Andrews.

CARDIFF— 
President : Lady
Hon. Treasurer:

WALES

Hyde.
Miss Linda Price.

Hon. Secretary: Austin Harries, Esq., Glantaf, Taff 
Embankment, Cardiff.

Assistant Hon. Secretary : Miss Eveline Hughes, 
68. Richards Terrace.

NORTH WALES (No. I)—
President: Mrs. Cornwallis-West.


