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Mrs. A. Colquhoun’s " The Vocation of 
Women. ” Price 4S. 6d.; Lord Charnwood's 
Pamphlet, " Legislation for the Protec­
tion of Women, ” price 2d.; Mr. Harold 
Owen’s book, " Woman Adrift,” price 2s. 
net; and " The House of the Suffragette,” 
by Nita Simmonds, price 6d., may be 
obtained on application to these offices.

-THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE
The ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW is 
publishsd by the National League for 
Opposing Woman Suffrage, and can be 
obtained through any bookseller or news- 
agent. Annual Subscription, 1/6, post free.

REVIEW. The OFFICES of the LEAGUE are at 
515, Caxton House, Tothill Street, 

Westminster, S.W.
Telegraphic Address: " Adversaria, - 

London."
Telephone Nos.: (873 Gerrard.

No. 70. London, Aguust, 1914. Price xd.

THE NATIONAL LEAGUE FOR OPPOSING WOMAN SUFFRAGE.
Executive Committee :

Presidents: EARL CURZON OF KEDLESTON; LORD WEARDALE.
Deputy-Presidents: The COUNTESS OF JERSEY; LADY ROBSON.

E. A. MITCHELL INNES, Eso., K.C., Chairman of Executive Committee.

Hon. Secretary
Miss G. Lowthian Bell 
Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun 
Mrs. Laurence Currie.
Mrs. Frederic Harrison 
Mrs. Gamble.

Hon. Treasurer:
Mrs. Jeyes.
Mrs. Massie
Miss G. S. Pott.
Mrs. Humphry Ward
Mrs. Henry Wilson 
Kenneth Chalmers, Esq.

J. Massie, Esq.
Assistant Secretary: Miss Helen Page:

Lord Charnwood.
G. R. Lane-Fox, Esq., M.P.
Heber Hart, Esq., K.C.
W. G. W. Hastings, Esq.
Lord Haversham

A. MacCallum Scott, Esq. 
[M.P.

A. MACONACHIE, Esq.
ARNOLD Ward, Esq., M.P.

The terms of Membership are:—Vice-Presidents, single donation of $25 or annual subscription of not less than $5; 
Members of Council, £1 is.; Members of the League, 5s.; Associates, is. (Branches can arrange for the collection of 
smaller subscriptions.)

FORTHCOMING MEETINGS.
%. ist, various meetings in the Isle of Wight.—Mr. Samuels.

„ 5TH, East GRINSTEAD.—Mrs. Gladstone Solomon at Garden 
Party at Lady Musgrave's. 3.30 p.m.

„ IOTH, Christchurch.
„ IOTH, BRIGHTON.
„ IITH, Bournemouth.
„ IITH, BRIGHTON.
„ 12TH, Poole.
„ 12TH, Worthing.
„ 13TH, Weymouth.
„ 13TH, Littlehampton.
3, 14TH, BRIDPORT.
„ 14TH, BOGNOR.
„ 15TH, CHICHESTER.
„ 17TH, Hastings.
„ 17TH, Havant.
„ 18TH, St. LEONARDS.
„ 1 8 th, SOUTHSEA.
„ 19TH, Eastbourne.
„ 19TH, GOSPORT.

20TH, EASTBOURNE.
20TH, Southampton.

„ 21 st, SEAFORD.
„ 21ST, Southampton.
„ 22ND, Newhaven.
,, 22ND, LYMINGTON.
„ 27TH, Exmouth.
,, 27TH, Saltash.
„ 28TH, DIDCOT.—Mrs. Gladstone Solomon and Mr. A. Macona- 

chie, M.A.
„ 28th, Fowey.
„ 28TH, Dawlish,
,, 29TH, St. AUSTELL.
„ 29TH, TEIGNMOUTH.
„ 31ST, TRURO.
„ 31 st, Dawlish.

Sept. 1ST, PENRYN.
„ 1ST, TEIGNMOUTH.
„ 2ND, FALMOUTH.
„ 2ND, TORQUAY.

„ 3RD, HELSTON.
„ 3RD, Bkixham.
„ 4TH, Penzance.
„ 4TH, Dartmouth.

Sept. 5TH, PENZANCE.
„ 5TH, DARTMOUTH.
„ 7TH, St. Ives.
„ 7TH, Plymouth.
„ 8TH, ST. Ives.
„ 8TH, Plymouth.
„ 9TH, CAMBORNE.

„ 9TH, Plymouth.
„ 10TH, TRURO.

Aug. 17TH to Sept. 5TH, East Coast DISTRICT, comprising Cromer, 
Felixstowe, Lowestoft, Mundesley, Sheringham, 
Southwold, and Yarmouth; and subsequently at Scar- 
borough, Whitby, Filey, Bridlington, and Harrogate.

N.B.-—As we go to press long in advance of the dates of these 
meetings, many of them must be regarded as only approximate; 
full information regarding them will be given on application to 
the Organisation Department, N.L.O.W.S., Caxton House, at any 
time. The speakers who have kindly promised assistance at these 
meetings, amongst others, are: Mrs. Harold Norris, Mrs. Glad­
stone Solomon, Mrs. Ord, Mrs. Stocks, Mr. A. Maconachie, M.A., 
Mr. Poyntz, Mi. P. Cohen, and Mr. Samuels.

• ------- —+------------- -
THE RFADING ROOM.

A READING Room and Information BUREAU has been opened at 
Portman House, 415, Oxford Street (second floor), the entrance to 
which is in Duke Street (opposite Selfridge’s). The room will be 
opened daily from 10 a.m. to 5 p.m., and on Saturdays from 10 
a.m. to 1 p.m.

A Reference and Lending Library is being formed. Contribu­
tions will be welcomed, and a list of books required will be sent 
to anyone who wishes to assist.

Debates, Lectures, Canvassing Classes, etc., will be organised 
in connection with the Reading Room, and the room may be hired 
by Branches for the purpose of meetings.

Shopping Department.—-The services of an experienced lady 
are at the disposal of members of the N.L.O.W.S., who may wish 
to have shopping orders executed for them. All commissions should 
be accompanied by sufficient money to cover the cost of purchase, 
with a small margin for postage and out-of-pocket expenses.

Donations may be sent to
Miss BLENKINSOP, 35, St. George’s Square, S.W.

For further particulars regarding the Reading Room apply to 
The Secretary, Anti-Suffrage Reading Room.

415, Oxford Street, W.
The Reading Room and Bureau will be closed from August 15th 

to September 12th inclusive.
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ANTI-SUFFRAGISM.
The suffrage movement in its purest form is, as its name 

implies, a movement having for its ostensible object, the 
granting of the Parliamentary vote to women, and in sup­
port of their movement suffragists set forth a number of 
reasons why they think it is right that women should 
have votes and what they expect woman suffrage to ac­
complish. As often happens, one school of political 
thought is confronted by another school holding the con- 
trary opinion. Anti-suffragists oppose the grant of the 
Parliamentary vote to women on the strength of convic­
tions which negative the suffragist contentions. They 
deny that there can be any inherent “ right ” to a vote 
which has hitherto been withheld by the nation, and they 
maintain that, while woman suffrage would not accomplish 
what suffragists expect of it, it would exercise an injurious 
effect upon the body politic. The controversy, it is ob­
vious, turns on the effect of the vote. No new reform is 
advanced by suffragists, but they hold that certain reforms 
or certain modifications of existing laws would be carried 
out more rapidly and more thoroughly if women had the 
vote. Anti-suffragists, on the other hand, declare that 
the addition of women’s votes to the electorate will have 
no material result in the matter of expediting such re- 
forms, and they claim that certain injurious effects are 
bound to follow from the irruption of all the women of 
this country into the political arena. Outside this clearly 
defined area of controversy, as in all political questions, 
there is a sphere for more detailed argument. As suf­
fragists are the challengers of the status quo, they must 
be prepared to have their movement subjected to the 
more critical examination. One wing of their army, as 
we know, has evolved militancy; the main body has en­
tered very vigorously into party politics, making an 
alliance with one political party, declaring war on an­
other, which holds the reins of government, and offering 
to make a political bargain with a third party with a view 
to advancing its own ends. Suffragists' arguments, more­
over, have been critically analysed, and mis-statements 
have been pointed out and refutations have been put for­
ward. From the other side the fears of Anti-Suffragists 
have been derided, while individual statements have been 
challenged.

Within such limits the Woman Suffrage controversy has 
pursued a normal course. The country is admittedly 
divided on the subject, with a large proportion of the popu­
lation indifferent. In both Houses of Parliament Suffra­
gists and Anti-Suffragists are to be found. From the 
Anti-Suffragists’ side, however mistaken they may hold the 
views of their opponents to be, it has never been insinuated 
that Suffragists are acting from grossly unworthy motives. 
Militants may be charged with a craze for notoriety with­
out aspersions on their moral character; even the methods 
employed by individuals can be challenged without the 
motives of the Woman Suffrage campaign being im- 
pugned. But it has been left to the official organ of the 
chief Suffragist Society, the National Union of Women’s 
Suffrage Societies, to sound a depth in political controversy 
hitherto unplumbed in the worst phases of male politics. 
In The Common Cause of July 3rd, 1914, appear the fol­
lowing sentences:—

“ There remains another cause of prostitution of which less notice is taken, but which is not a whit less important, and that is 
Anti-Suffragism. The whole basis and principle of Anti-Suffragism 
rests on the deliberate despising, contempt, and therefore degrada­
tion, of womanhood. Just as the Anti-Suffragists call on their 

fellow-citizens to despise their wives, mothers, sisters and daughters, 
and to refuse them all political rights on the ground of their de-” 
graded inferiority, just so surely does that contempt breed degrada- 
tion and ultimately immorality.”

These remarks appear over the name of Sir Victor 
Horsley, whose Suffrage obsession has led to political dis­
appointment and consequent embitterment. Nothing that 
he says or writes would call for comment, were it not for 
the fact that in the present instance The Common Cause 
states that it inserts “ with great pleasure ” this amazing 
contribution, which it terms “valuable.”’ If Sir Victor 
Horsley’s statement were true, the civilised world would 
have expected to find any reputable organ publishing it 
with infinite regret, but under a sense of duty. Not 6 
The Common Cause,- the official organ of the National Union" 
of Women’s Suffrage Societies, whose leaders are repre­
sented as revelling in the contemplation of the great bulk • 
of their fellow-countrymen and countrywomen {qua Anti- 
Suffragists) pledged to “ the degradation of womanhood.” 
No Suffragist denies that the United Kingdom and its in­
habitants are as much Anti-Suffragist as any Suffragist 
State can be termed Suffragist. The Common Cause, in its 
publication and endorsement of Sir Victor Horsley’s re- 
marks does not recognise any classification of Anti-Suffra- 
gists. We are familiar with the scientific mind which, 
after making allowances for the normal type outside the 
scope of its analysis, seeks to classify the abnormal in 
different categories. But for Anti-Suffragists, according 
to the pleasant argument of our opponents, there are no 
saving clauses. “ The whole basis and principle of Anti- 
Suffragism rests on the deliberate despising, contempt and there^ 
fore degradation of womanhood." The Anti-Suffragis 
which excites The Common Cause's antipathy can only be 
one of two things. It is either the organisation formed to 
give effect to the contrary political belief to that for which 
Suffragists stand, or it is the spirit which has actuated the 
world from the dawn of creation until now, throughout 
which time women have remained unenfranchised. If it 
is the latter, we need only note that the ‘ ‘ non-enfranchise- 
ment ” of women has been characteristic of Christianity, 
the only force making for the respect and reverence of 
womanhood, from the earliest days right through the 
pages of Church history. If, as seems more probable, 
The Common Cause and Sir Victor Horsley are more directly 
concerned with the organisation which has thwarted them 
in their efforts to rush the country unthinkingly into 
Woman Suffrage, we may commend the line of argument 
which attributes to a movement of recent growth responsi­
bility for an evil as old as mankind itself. a

It is well that Suffragists and others should read the" 
statement to which The Common Cause gives its approval. 
That organ represents the considered judgment of the Suf- 
fragist movement, and we are left to reflect upon the fact 
that those who are responsible for the movement can only 
discover in the political thought of their day a conscious 
effort to encourage the social evil. The statement en­
dorsed by The Common Cause has only to be set out to en­
able its crudity to be appreciated. It is on a par with the 
intelligence underlying the whole agitation. The vote is 
acclaimed as the symbol of citizenship and as an infallible 
instrument, in woman’s hands, of social reform. Yet it 
is not the symbol of citizenship, for the reason that it has 
always been and will continue to be hedged with restric­
tions which in no way contest the status of citizenship. As 
for social reform we may gauge the probable effect of Suf­
fragists’ efforts in this direction by their theories regarding

the way in which it is to be promoted. No question calls 
for more careful, more scientific handling. In the opinion 
of Suffragists, the Bishop of London included, social re- 
form is to be carried through by the mere impetus of a few 
million women’s votes. There is to be no preliminary in­
vestigation, no attempt to ascertain the real nature of the 
evils to be eradicated; no scientific testing of proposed 
remedies, with full consideration of their possible effects. 
It is not difficult to foresee the chaos to which legislation 
passed on these lines would swiftly lead the country. The 
unthinking infatuation of Suffragists which prompts them 
to regard opposition as prompted by the resolve to support 
the forces of immorality is just as much at fault in regard 
to the significance and effect of the vote. Why, then, 
mould the country accept these blind leaders as its ad- 

isers on a subject of critical importance ? There is scope 
in other directions than the vote for the awakening of 
women to a sense of public duty, and there is no need why 
this awakening should be stultified, as it is being stultified, 
by the Suffragist obsession. No movement which pro­
duces the narrowness of vision which is peculiarly the 
Suffragists' can be in the interests of the State. Anti- 
Suffragists oppose the enfranchisement of women because 
they wish to see social reform proceed on sound lines, and 
not be prejudiced by the application of worthless remedies 
at the behest of every chance quack. “ Behind any law, 
to be effective, ’ ’ wrote Lady.Lubbock in the Daily Graphic 
of July 11th, “ must be sanction of public opinion, and it is 
in forming this on a true and stable basis that the great 
work of women in the future lies. The despised “ Antis ’ ’ 
have one ideal and one faith. We believe that men and 
women have different functions; that equality is not the 
(me as identity, but that in the State, as in the home, man 
and woman should work on equal terms, without confining 
their activities, and above all, without contest of will. We 
believe that whatever legislation is necessary for improv­
ing the position of women can be carried in Parliament 
when public opinion is ripe for it, without endangering the 
already tottering British Constitution by granting female 
franchise. ’ ’

NOTES AND NEWS.

“Real Facts.”
Elsewhere in this issue is published some correspond­

ence between the Assistant Secretary of the N.L.O.W.S. 
and the Bishop of London relating to certain statistics 
quoted by the latter in a debate in the House of Lords. 
The Bishop of London purported to give the actual per­
centage of women voting at certain municipal elections 
in 1912, and claimed the figures as “ evidence ” that 
women are “ hardly, if at all, behind the men ” in record­
ing their municipal votes, and that they no longer failed 
“ to realize their responsibilities ” at municipal elections. 
For the figures to have the value attached to them by the 
Bishop of London it was necessary that they should be 
authentic and that they should be applicable to the country 
as a whole. Investigation proves: (i) That the figures 
are in no sense official; (2) That in one case a percentage 
of 58.2 in the unofficial figures given was quoted by the 
Bishop of London as 76.26 per cent; (3) That the in­
stances cited were picked wards in exceptional elections 
(as women candidates were standing’) and were not re­
presentative of the country as a whole. In these circum­
stances it might have been thought that, when the Bishop

of London’s attention was called to the misleading nature 
of his statements, he would have admitted having fallen 
into an involuntary error through ignorance of the facts. 
Not so the “ convert ” to suffragism, and it is not without 
interest to examine Dr. Winnington-Ingram's attitude 
towards this question of ethics. As they stand, his state­
ments in the House of Lords are shown to be inaccurate 
and misleading. The Bishop of London retorts in effect 
that if his figures were inaccurate, someone else is re­
sponsible, and that if his statements were misleading, 
the same must be said of someone’s else statements. We 
do not suppose for one moment that the Bishop of Lon­
don would defend the line he takes up, if the point at 
issue had been a private matter or concerned any other 
question than Woman Suffrage. But such is the obses­
sion of the suffrage agitation even on well-balanced minds 
that we have a high dignitary of the Church in the first 
place exposing' himself to the dissemination of misleading 
statements, and secondly standing by such statements 
with wonderful obstinacy. This experience is typical of 
the havoc made of the mental balance of so many Suf- 
fragists by the votes-for-women agitation, which in the 
case of some produces militancy, in the case of others 
moral obliquity.

# # +
The Church League and Militancy.

The Church League has evidently been exercised in 
mind by the notoriety attaching to its leanings towards 
the practice of militancy. It will be remembered that 
there were recently some important secessions from its 
ranks on account of the League’s equivocal attitude on 
this subject. The Executive Committee has now felt 
called upon to re-issue the following statement :—

“ The only methods employed by the League are those of prayer 
and education. Necessarily, therefore, the League dissociates 
itself from the distinctive methods, violent or otherwise, of all 
suffrage societies founded upon a political rather than a religious 
basis; and all such statements to the contrary as have been sedul­
ously published in the Press and elsewhere, are either founded on 
a misconception of fact or are intentionally misleading.”

This ingenuous utterance does credit to its compilers. 
The Executive Committee of the Church League for 
Women’s Suffrage, according to its last annual report, 
consists of ten persons. No less than five of these ap­
pear as subscribers to Mrs. Pankhurst’s society, while 
two other subscribers to the militants’ funds have the 
same name as the Honorary Treasurer, and the wife of 
the Honorary Secretary of the Church League. As far as 
we are aware, no one has accused the Church League of 
anything to which its members do not plead guilty with 
much pride and unction. It was Canon Peter Green, of 
Salford, a very prominent member, who at a meeting of 
the Church League, said that “ he entirely refused to con­
demn the militants. If militancy was bad policy, by all 
means let them not practise it; but he refused absolutely 
to condemn it on moral grounds. ’ ’ At another meeting of 
the League the Rev. R. E. Adderley said, “ In their 
League they did not condemn or justify militant tactics,’ 
and this fact was emphasized when the Central Office 
refused to allow the Liverpool Branch of the League to 
insert among its local rules one “ definitely excluding 
from the local branch any person known to be engaged 
in militant tactics.” Such is the official attitude of the 
Church League towards the most degrading feature in 
our political life, while individual members of its 
Executive Committee support the movement with funds.
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Counsels of Perfection.
Those who follow Suffragist discussions in the Press 

will have noticed the attempts made by several adherents 
of the movement will persuade their fellow-Suffragists to 
close down their agitation with a view to putting an end 
to militancy. The subject is naturally of interest to Anti- 
Suffragists, for if this advice had been acted upon a year 
or two ago it is easy to see what a strong position the 
Suffrage movement would have held in the country to-day. 
Militancy would have ceased altogether, for not even the 
militant mind would be proof against such an overwhelm­
ing- boycott. Constitutional Suffragists could have used 
their organizations for practical measures of social reform 
and would have established a very strong claim on the 
popular goodwill. We confess to some uneasiness when 
the suggestion was put forward even at this late hour of 
the day. The present impasse in the Suffragist move­
ment, the state of affairs in politics, the excesses of mili- 
tancy, and many things combine to commend a policy of 
inaction, which could not leave the cause in a worse 
plight than it is at present. But the leaders of the Suf­
frage movement have come to the rescue, and the pro­
posal has been peremptorily rejected. Lady Robert Cecil, 
speaking at Cuckfield on July 21st, stated that “ those 
of them who were really Suffragists at heart rejected that 
suggestion with scorn.” Dr. Scott Lidgett expressed the 
same sentiments, and indirectly they have the support of 
The Common Cause. So all is well.

+ + + 
Civic Life for Women.

In a speech on “ Women as Members of the Metropoli­
tan Borough Councils, ’ ’ Mrs. St. Clair Stobart maintained 
that women should take an interest in civic life for their 
own sakes and for the good of the State. Since the work 
of the home has been revolutionized by machinery and 
factories, she continued, while there is still plenty to do 
for the wife and mother, the growing daughters, aunts 
and cousins have to find occupation in fatuous and foolish 
social functions, as they have no practical outlet for their 
activities. Such women can now occupy themselves with 
civic work. Mrs. Stobart gave a long catalogue of public 
services which women could usefully undertake, and in 
regard to which she considered women’s influence indis­
pensable. It included inspection of bakehouses, inquiries 
into food adulteration, supervision of baths and wash­
houses, regulation of canal boats, care of cemeteries and 
parks, infant milk provision, dairy inspection, looking 
after workshops, labour bureaux and housing. The list 
is formidable enough to dispel the Suffragist creed of 
anyone who has been led to believe that there is nothing 
for women to do until they have the parliamentary vote, 
and that when they get the vote all these things enu­
merated by Mrs. Stobart will look after themselves.

**#
Infant Mortality.

Reference has already been made in these columns to a 
paper on “ Infancy and Health ” read by Dr. David 
Forsyth before the Victoria League Imperial Health Con- 
ference. But in view of the assertions that are made on 
this subject from Suffragist platforms, the opinions of 
experts cannot be too widely circulated or repeated too 
often. In the course of his paper, Dr. Forsyth entered 
into the practical details of the problem presented by 
infant mortality, " it will be agreed," he said, “ that an

infant encounters the earliest and most of the greatest 
dangers to his life within the four walls of his home. . . . 
At the same time it is not to be assumed that modern 
housing, up-to-date drainage, and enlightened town plan- 
ning will do all that is needed. They will effect a very 
great deal, but there still remains another factor hardly 
less important than all these put together. The mother 
is a mighty influence for good or evil. If she is en- 
lightened she can turn these advantages to her children’s 
benefit; but she can also fail to make the best use of them, 
and, worse still, she can neglect them until they actually 
grow to the danger of her children’s health. A dirty 
living room, personal uncleanliness, improper food, and 
feeding utensils exposed to domestic contamination can 
soon destroy the health of a child even in a model house 
in a garden city. Therefore it is to the mother, he 
well-being, care and education, that we must look if he? 
children are to be kept healthy.” Dr. Forsyth went on 
to recommend teaching adolescent girls the rules and 
methods of infant rearing, and in order to have “ the 
educational supply of live babies,” urged that the infants 
of mothers who are engaged at work should be collected 
in special day nurseries under the care of a staff of trained 
workers. “ Schools of Infant Hygiene, Day Nurseries, 
and Medical Inspection centres for both mothers and chil­
dren are the chief items in the task now immediately 
ahead of us.” When it is remembered that the questions 
of housing, drainage, etc., are. all matters of local govern­
ment, while the other reforms held necessary depend on 
personal service in each separate locality, the hollowness 
of the Suffragist cry for votes for women in order that 
infant mortality may be adequately coped with will be 
appreciated. Woman Suffrage would not bring about 
the improvement in social conditions that Suffragist) 
claim for it. At the same time the agitation is causing a 
distinct harm to the nation by distracting- the attention of 
those who have the means and leisure from the useful 
work open to women, as set forth by Mrs. St. Clair 
Stobart (above) and Dr. Forsyth.

• * *
Schools for Mothers.

The fact that practical steps for dealing with the prob­
lem of infant mortality are being taken all the time by 
those responsible is proved by the following question and 
answer from the report of the proceeding's in the House of 
Commons on July 20th :—

Mr. Ramsay Macdonald (Leicester, Lab.) asked the Prime Minis­
ter if it had now been decided what Departments were to be re­
sponsible for the administration of grants to baby clinics and 
schools for mothers; and what the arrangement was.

Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.): Any funds available for grants to insti-a 
tutions of the nature of baby clinics and infant dispensaries whose " 
primary object is to provide medical and surgical advice and treat­
ment for infants and little children will be administered by the 
Local Government Board. Grants to institutions of the nature of 
schools for mothers, the object of which is primarily educational, 
which provide training and instruction for mothers in the care and 
management of infants and little children and which may include 
systematic classes, or home visiting, or infant consultations (the 
provision of specific medical and surgical treatment, if any, being 
only incidental), will be administered by the Board of Education. 
Any cases of doubt or difficulty will be investigated by a Joint 
Committee of officers of the two Boards, which will include women 
medical officers. ** *
In Support of Militancy.

One of the latest champions of the militants among so- 
called constitutional Suffragists is Lady Selborne. Writ-

ing to the Church Family Newspaper in June, the Pre- 
sident of the Conservative and Unionist Women's Fran­
chise Association states that militants “ are only doing 
what men have done over and over again, what Frenchmen 
did when they pulled down the Bastille, what Englishmen 
did when they burnt Nottingham Castle, what Fenians 
did in Ireland, what Dr. Jameson and his men did in ‘96.’’ 
The Suffrage movement has been responsible for much 
muddleheadedness, and perhaps it ought not to be a 
matter for surprise that Lady Selborne should once more 
display crookedness of vision. But each fresh encourage­
ment of militancy is a matter for regret, the more so when 
it pretends to rest on an historical basis. Quite apart 
from the morality of encouraging- militancy by insisting 

t precedent exists for it, it may be pointed out that in 
pre-Suffrage days Lady Selborne would have realized 

that what the militants are doing bears no more relation 
to the French Revolution or to the Jameson Raid than the 
tactics of the average purse-snatcher do to the genius of 
Nelson. The essence of militancy is that it should be 
secret in its action, if possible, that it should perpetrate 
a callous outrage in a calculating- manner. There is 
nothing about it that resembles even the excesses of un­
controllable mobs, which Lady Selborne and others hold 
up as a model in guiding principles. Militancy works 
with such material as the youth Garratt who figured in a 
recent trial, and stated that he was a member of the 
Men’s Political Union and the Women’s Social and Poli­
tical Union. It rests on a monetary basis and is sordid. 
Lady Selborne, since embracing Suffragism, has travelled 
far, both in misreading history and in her moral outlook, 
when she is able to adduce justification for militancy.

Mecca or Duffragism.
Lady Selborne and other Conservative Suffragists who 

seek to impress their audiences with the fact that the 
Australian Parliament has expressed its entire satisfac­
tion with Woman Suffrage and its results will find their 
argument considerably strengthened by yet another reso­
lution of the same Parliament. The Commonwealth 
Senate has again passed a resolution in favour of Home 
Rule for Ireland. If the principle advocated by the 
Conservative and Unionist Women’s Franchise Associa­
tion is to hold good, the Mother Country has merely to 
“ tremble and obey,” and the Irish question is settled 
once and for all. But possibly the attitude of the 
Senate on the Home Rule problem, in common with other 
awkward facts regarding Australia, will simply be sup­
pressed by Suffragist speakers. If everything that the 

ssommonwealth does in regard to the treatment of women 
Was exemplary as Suffragists wish to make out, it must 
seem strange to many that in the matter of local govern- 
merit in every single State of Australia women are 
“classed” with undischarged bankrupts and persons 
attainted of treason or convicted of felony in being ex­
cluded from the privilege of membership of Municipal 
Councils. If this fact were to be subjected to the kind 
of analysis which Suffragists bring to bear on home poli­
tics, we should be obliged to hold that the Australian 
attitude is as follows :—“ We do not mind women record­
ing their vote for a male Member of Parliament, but we 
cannot allow them any say in the practical matters of 
everyday life.” As this attitude has either been adopted 
or confirmed since the grant of votes for women, it has 
to be inferred that the people of Australia find themselves 
justified by experience. The subject is one on which

Suffragist speakers, whether hailing from Australia or 
strangers to that continent, are silent. Again, in regard 
to another question which figures prominently in Suffragist 
speeches, it would seem as if some ignorance of the 
facts prevailed in this country, From the Melbourne 
Age of June xoth we learn that the Executive Committee 
of the Women’s Political Association had determined to 
renew its demand for the appointment of a State White 
Slave Commission. Hardly a Suffragist speaker touches 
this subject without assuring her audience that Woman 
Suffrage in Australia has entirely put an end to the evil.

- - - - - - - -+- - - - - - - -
LADY CHANCE’S THEORY OF 

FREEDOM.
“ Women do not admit the right of any human beings 

to set limits to the possibilities of development of any 
other human being’s " wrote Lady Chance in the Daily 
Graphic of June 25th last. And therefore, she argues, 
she herself and some other women demand the Par­
liamentary vote. For what purpose? The vote is a 
means of bringing pressure to bear upon legislation, and 
what is the aim of legislation except to set limits to the 
possibilities of the development of human beings in given 
directions ? Lady Chance and her confederates are con­
stantly telling us that they desire to bring about certain 
changes in the laws. No matter what these changes 
may be—unless all laws are abolished—limitations would 
be set by means of these ladies upon the development of 
the tendencies of other individuals. According- to Lady 
Chance’s theory, no one has the right to limit the de­
velopment of another’s lungs or vocal chords, and there­
fore, if I, as a means towards such development, select 
Lady Chance’s garden as the spot I find best for the 
purpose, and practise my development at i a.m. under 
her window, she has no right to object. If an athletically 
inclined young man decides to develop his activity by 
swinging Indian clubs in Lady Chance’s drawing-room, 
clearly he has a right to do so. Or if I find Lady Chance 
an obstacle to the development of my conception of mental 
freedom, I have the right to take immediate measures to­
wards the removal of the incubus in my path. Probably 
Lady Chance’s reply to my flinging vitriol into her face 
would be that by so doing I am setting limits to her 
individual freedom. I agree, but I am assured by her at 
the same time that she has no right to limit my develop- 
ment. How then can she object ? * ‘ The aim of all 
government is to enable the individual to realise himself, 
and the claims of women Suffragists represent the free­
dom of women in self-realisation,” I heard a Bishop 
assert from a Suffrage platform. If my self-realisation 
clashes with that Bishop’s self-realisation, what is to 
happen? Neither he nor Lady Chance attempts to tell 
us. What right has anyone, according to such a theory, 
to oblige me to give way either to the Bishop or to Lady 
Chance ?—and if I do not give way, and they do not give 
way, no alternative remains except to cease development, 
or to " fight " it out. But if I cease developing against 
my will, it will have been owing to the actions of Lady 
Chance and the Bishop, and they tell me no one has a 
right so to limit my development. Therefore we are left 
to the other solution, " to fight it out,” which is the 
course that a recent Suffragist manifesto has declared 
contrary to Suffragist principles. We find ourselves 
then, by the gospel according to Lady Chance, reduced to
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complete inaction unless we transgress her own principles 
and stated theory. The possession of the vote by Lady 
Chance or any one of her Suffragist confederates inter­
feres grossly with my self-development, therefore, accord- 
ing to her ladyship’s gospel they must not have the vote. 
And yet she is claiming it. Clearly Lady Chance’s 
arguments disprove such claim.

G. S. Pott. 
---- ------- ♦-----------

WOMAN SUFFRAGE IN AUSTRALIA.
On July 7th Mrs. Henry Wilson was “ at home ” to a 

number of members of the N.L.O.W.S., when an interest­
ing- address was given by Mrs. Vickery on Woman Suf­
frage in Australia. Mrs. Vickery has done yeoman work 
in the cause of social reform in New South Wales, and 
was in Europe in order to attend the International Con­
gress of Women. After the address, there was a short 
discussion, in which the Marchioness of Tullibardine, 
Mrs. Dorman Warren of Toronto, Miss Pott, and many 
others joined.

Mrs. Vickery spoke to the following- effect:—
I am not against Woman Suffrage in principle, but 

I wish to tell you how little it has done in New South 
Wales. My experience there is that the educated women 
as a whole think very little about the vote, and ignore 
their responsibilities in connection with it. In spite of 
all the efforts that are made to arouse women’s interest 
in politics, the greater portion of the female clerks and 
professional girls will not take the trouble to go to the 
poll. In cases when a holiday has been given them on 
polling days in order to induce them to register their vote, 
less than a quarter of those who were thus enabled to 
vote cared to go to the poll, the others all going off on 
excursions. Not once since women got the vote have they 
combined for the furtherance of legislation for women 
and children. The vast majority that vote at all cling to 
the Labour Party as a party, and simply vote as party 
tools; and the Labour Party will not let them initiate any 
legislation which is not of a strict party character. 
Woman’s Suffrage has simply forwarded the most 
socialistic form of legislation. Socialism is the only 
gainer.

THE EFFECT ON SOCIAL REFORM.

It is commonly said here in England that woman’s 
vote helps the temperance cause. That is not my experi­
ence in New South Wales. The Licensing- Bill that many 
of us worked hard for was opposed by the Labour Party, 
and as the greater number of women voters vote for 
Labour, it shows they did not bring any pressure to 
bear in favour of the measure. Local option is in the 
hands of municipal authorities, not Parliament. It is 
quite astounding to us Australians to hear and see the 
women who are put up here to talk about the result of 
Woman Suffrage in Australia. Not one of them really 
knows anything about social work; they have never 
done any. They like to talk and stump the country and 
boast about women; they never take the trouble really to 
do anything for social reform. I hear women say that 
the possession of the vote would make women act up to 
their responsibilities. I say that has not happened in 
Australia; they ignore their duties. Then I hear that 
Woman Suffrage will purify politics. That is not my ex­
perience. Women will not bother themselves about it at 
all. At the last election in which I took part the register 
rolls were falsified, and names forged, and not a woman 

raised her voice in protest. I have known an official 
elected who had been in gaol for bearing false witness, 
and he got his post through the women’s votes. I have 
worked for temperance and social reform for years and 
years, but have not received any more help from women 
since they voted than before. I hear English Suffragists 
say that women’s vote put an end to sweating and helped 
the moral question. It is not true. We never had and 
never could have sweating as you know it here, but such 
under-payment as existed was put an end to through the 
private voluntary exertions of Miss Rose Scott—it had 
nothing whatever to do with women’s votes. The age 
of consent was raised, and how? By many of us going 
on deputations to the officials, and they told us we must 
get up petitions, and we got them; we slaved ourselves W 
get signatures, and when we had got enough we sent them 
in, agitated, and made the officials see that the public were 
on our side, and they raised the age. They were not 
against us, they only wanted the public to express them­
selves. No vote helped us; it was all private work.

THE POSITION IN ENGLAND.

What appals me now is to see the condition of your 
young girls here. Not those from low surroundings with 
coarse natures, but well-educated and nice girls. They 
are all gone crazy. What are they doing, and what are 
English women thinking of to let them do these things? 
They are neglecting their home duties, leaving their plain 
duties undone, thinking nothing of the calls of parentage 
and children, but are making chaos of the world, doing 
wicked immoral things, running after cruel excitement. 
I have asked them “How can you do such wickedness?' 
They say, “ Oh, it is all for the Cause. Mrs. Pankhus 
tells us to do it, and she is a saint.” But, I say, " No, 
she is doing the Devil’s work.” She and all her followers 
are hypocrites and pagans. The women of England 
ought to forget all differences of opinion, and sink other 
questions, and band together to crush these demons of 
females, and rescue the young girls who to-day are being 
tarnished and spoiled. I have come back after some 
years, and now I ask women, What are you doing for 
temperance or social reform, or whatever they say their 
interest is? And they all say, “ Oh, we are working for 
the Suffrage.” If they only knew what I know, and had 
experienced what I have experienced they would know 
what a sham it all is. They are leaving the real work 
for an empty cry. Women’s votes don’t bring about re- 
forms; it is women’s endeavours and hard struggles 
against evils. Government listens to women far more 
when they have not got the vote, because it knows the 
is no party to think about. Women do not do away wit® 
the excesses of party; their votes make it worse.

--------------•--------------
Hampstead has experienced a clashing between the Suffragist 

moral code and the one to which it usually subscribes. As a 
result of the Borough Council’s decision not to grant the use of 
the Town Hall for Suffrage meetings, the local Suffrage Societies 
sent a deputation to a meeting of the Council. As deputations 
have to be introduced by a member of the Council, the Suffragists 
approached Mr. Robert Cust with the request to introduce them. 
The latter agreed on condition that they spoke as citizens only, 
and did not enter into the Suffrage question. These terms were 
agreed to, and the deputation was introduced by Mr. Cust. Its 
spokeswoman. Miss Woods, Vice-Chairman of the Hampstead 
Branch of the Conservative and Unionist Women’s Franchise 
Association, at once delivered a long oration on Woman Suffrage. 
Mr. Cust’s position on the Council and as a prominent Anti- 
Suffragist was apt to be somewhat compromised by this incident 
until he was able to explain how his confidence and goodwill had 
been abused.

THE NEEDLE.
“ENGLISH NEEDLEWORK HISTORY.”

English needlework history is my favourite study. In 
skilled hands, working with a true knowledge of each 
period and reign, the needlewoman of to-day can work 
good examples of the past from needlework “ monu­
ments ” produced by the needle, to hand down as educa­
tional examples to future generations. The same Old 
English spirit inherent in all English women will be 
breathed and wrought into each piece of needlework, and 
again will history be repeated as in days of old, when 
fair women with trained and skilful fingers loved to por­
tray the history of each period and reign with quaint 
fagsies, when with their needle they gave us wonderful 
filers, birds, trees and branches, worked out in old- 
world stitches and rich and vivid colourings, handing 
them down to posterity as “ English Needlework 
History.”

We who are privileged to work from the wonderful 
examples still carefully kept and preserved in our National 
Museums, Royal Castles, and English halls and homes, 
can in our turn also take our share in their revival, and 
work in the more modern thoughts and fancies of the 
reign we live in, to hand down to future generations.

First, the Bayeux tapestry can be seen and studied from 
coloured illustrations in the books written by authorities, 
or the original itself can be seen in the Bayeux Museum, 
three hours’ journey from Cherbourg, in sight of the 
beautiful old Cathedral of Bayeux. This tapestry was 
worked from 1066 to 1087, it is supposed by Matilda, wife 
of William the Conqueror; but probably she superintended 
isexecution by her maidens, while the heavy parts were 
done by men embroiderers. In this piece, rudely drawn 
by the artist and worked upon canvas in coarse worsteds 
in only four colours, the needle depicts and gives us the 
first history of England, the invasion, the death of 
Harold, and the Norman Conquest. The designs and 
series of figures and pictures and the principal actors in 
each event depicted are now carefully preserved in a 
glass case, and shown upon rollers, so that each scene 
can be studied.

After the Conquest embroidery was an expression of 
religion and history, and worked by ladies of rank and 
wealth, but more especially by the nuns in convents. It 
was also a means of livelihood to those who were artists, 
whose long training, skill and refinement qualified them 
for success. After the Reformation the prestige of 
English embroidery declined. Valuable examples were 

wolen or put to common use. No wonder that art, 
auty and reverence, once the daily companion of the 

English people, died in the middle of the 16th century. 
Fortunately many pieces were saved, and still exist. 
There is the Syon Cope in the Victoria and Albert 
Museum, a truly wonderful specimen of the Mediaeval 
period. This is supposed to have been worked in the 
13th century by nuns. Another valuable piece, worked 
in the 15th century, is still preserved at Oscott College, 
near Birmingham. These and the renowned Fish­
mongers’ Pall, of probably the 14th century, give us the 
history of Mediaeval embroidery. That period has de- 
parted, never to return.

In my next article I hope to prove that, although, as 
one authority states, “ Fashion is the history of the 
amateur worker,” time is the historian of the profes­

sional, and decided the designs $and materials used, 
which made English needlework renowned in other 
countries. From the examples preserved we can take 
lessons from the past to help keep up the national charac­
ter and prestige of English needlework for future needle­
women. Time and space fail me to enumerate all the 
monuments raised and deeds of prowess wrought by the 
true Knight of all Needlewomen, which remain as lessons 
of the past, and are shown in Mediaeval embroideries as 
“ English Needlework History.”

E. Clifford.

ANSWERS TO CORRESPONDENTS.
Alicia (Cheshire).— Worked stools are always acceptable wedding 

presents, if you do not feel obliged to give an expensive one. I 
like those of the Chippendale period, in, old mahogany. Your 
design is quite graceful. I will with pleasure help you with a 
scheme of colouring. ,

Jacobean (Sussex).—Crewel work cushion. The stitch you want 
is the rope stitch so much used in working stems, and often inside 
leaves. I will send you the stitch commenced, with full instructions 
—but why not take lessons? If you like my Needle Articles, you 
can read all each month by taking The Review, and I see there is 
a good Branch in your county. Order from your newspaper 
agent.

Joan (S.Wales).—I am delighted to hear from so young a corre­
spondent that you love needlework, and that your mother thinks you 
will become quite a good needlewoman. I can only say the better 
the teacher the better the work. The keynote is training. With a 
clever architect father (Elizabethan period) you cannot go far wrong 
in design and colouring.

Bess of Hardwick (Cheltenham).—-Cleaning work on upholstered 
chair without removing it. I have no faith in amateur cleaning, 
and can send an address of a man who cleans crewel work quite 
perfectly. Jacobean Designs, traced for working. I send list by 
post of some good and valuable ones, traced on Messrs. Harris and 
Son’s grey linen, a perfect background for crewel work of that 
period.

♦-----------

THE BISHOP OF LONDON’S “FACTS.”
In the course of the debate in the House of Lords on Lord Sel- 

borne’s Bill for the Enfranchisement of Women, Lord Curzon, 
speaking generally of the attitude of women towards the municipal 
franchise, said that “ throughout the whole of the country, in 
municipal local elections, not much more than 25 per cent. (of the 
women electors) voted.”

In connexion with this statement the Bishop of London said : 
“ I want to deal one by one with many of the arguments he [Lord 
Curzon] used. First of all, he told us that women have not made 
full use of the opportunities which they have had. I know of 
no argument more freely used by anti-suffragists. Now, what are 
the real facts? Women were given the municipal vote some thirty 
years ago. At first, and no doubt for a considerable time, it must 
be admitted that they made little use of it. . . Nevertheless, 
though I frankly admit it did not happen at once, women had now 
learned, and were increasingly learning, both the rights and duties 
of municipal electors. Your lordships are aware that municipal 
contests do not arouse among men as much interest as they should, 
certainly nothing like so great an interest as a political contest. 
The figures, however, show that the women are, at any rate, hardly, 
if at all, behind the men. . . . I have figures here even more 
striking as to the voting at three municipal elections in November 
of 1912. In Huddersfield, in the North Central Ward, 74.79 per 
cent, of the men and 77.47 per cent, of the women voted. In Wol- 
verhampton, in Graisley Ward, 79 per cent, of the men and 76.26 
per cent, of the women voted. In the elections for the London 
Borough Councils 48.6 per cent, of the men and 48.5 per cent, of 
the women voted. Therefore, I hold that the argument addressed 
to us in the able speech of Lord Curzon, that women do not take an 
interest in municipal elections, should be modified in the light of 
the evidence I have adduced.”

In view of the Bishop of London’s designation of his statistics 
as “real facts” to be accepted as “evidence,” a letter was 
addressed to his lordship by the Assistant Secretary of the
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N.L.O.W.S., asking for the authority for the figures given. In 
reply the Bishop of London referred Miss Page to the secretary of 
the National Union of Women Suffrage Societies, who, in turn, 
sheltered herself behind the Women’s Local. Government Society.

In reply to an inquiry regarding the authority for the figures 
quoted by the Bishop of London, the secretary of the Women’s Local 
Government Society courteously sent the following letter :—

THE WOMEN’S LOCAL GOVERNMENT SOCIETY.
19, Tothill Street, 

Westminster, S.W.,
June 30th, 1914.

With reference to your telephone enquiry of yesterday, I enclose 
you the figures sent to us by the candidates for the South Central 
Ward of the Huddersfield Council and for the Graisley Ward of 
the Wolverhampton Council in November, 1912. I have no know­
ledge as to how these figures were obtained, but both ladies, as 
candidates, would have access to the ballot papers.

I also enclose the note sent to Mons. Buisson by this Society on 
the subject.

Yours faithfully,
MARION BERRY,

Secretary.

Municipal ELECTIONS, November, 1912.
From Mrs. Henry Glaisyer, Carr End, Dalton, Huddersfield 

(South Ward).
Men voters who voted, 74.79 per cent.
Women voters who voted, 77.47 per cent.

From Miss Pearson, Woden, Tettenhill Road, Wolverhampton. 
(Graisley Ward).

Total number of voters in Ward, 1,765.
Total number of women voters, 206.
Women who polled, 120.
Men who polled, 1,232.

Answer sent to Mons. Buisson by the Women’s Local Govern­
ment Society on September 23rd, 1913 :—

Quelle est la proportion moyenne des votants parmi les hommes 
et parmi les femmes ?

No scientific reply can be given. For, even in respect to the 
vote of the whole electorate irrespective of sex, no facts have been 
collected by the authorities. Only here and there locally is the 
proportion calculated by those interested in a particular election, 
and sometimes published. An (unscientific) estimate commonly 
made of the extent to which men use the municipal vote is from 
40 to 50 per cent.; and for women a smaller percentage, when 
there is no woman candidate and no extraordinary issue involved.

The Bishop of London’s attention was then called in the follow­
ing correspondence to the value of the figures quoted by him :—

- Ist July, 1914.
The Rt. Rev. The Lord Bishop of London.

MY Lord Bishop.—In reply to my letter of June 6th asking for 
information with regard to the voting at certain municipal elec­
tions in November, 1912, quoted by your lordship in the House of 
Lords, you were good enough to refer me to the secretary of the 
National Union of Women’s Suffrage Societies. I wrote to the 
secretary, and she in turn referred me to the Women’s Local 
Government Society. I was informed by the secretary of that 
Society that the figures quoted by your lordship were provided by 
women candidates at the elections in question. She points out, 
and this fact is insisted upon by municipal authorities, that there 
is no official authority whatever for the statistics, and that it is 
contrary to the Ballot Act that any attempt should be made to dis­
tinguish between men’s and women’s votes in municipal elections. 
The figures for Huddersfield and Wolverhampton were supplied 
unsolicited by the women candidates, and the Women’s Local 
Government Society has never communicated them to anyone with­
out a caution to the effect that they accepted no responsibility for 
them, and that they had no official authority. A further material 
factor in regard to these statistics is that in each of the cases there 
was a woman candidate standing- for election, and this fact would 
naturally tend to increase the interest of women voters. In any 
case, the proportion between men and women voters renders any 
comparison valueless—in the case of Wolverhampton there were, 
in the Ward referred to by your lordship, 1,550 men voters and 
only 206 women voters.

It would be within the recollection of your lordship that in 
your speech in the House of Lords you gave these statistics the

weight of ypur personal authority, and you requested Lord 
Curzon to modify his opinion in the light of the “evidence” you 

adduced. The very material cay fat insisted upon by the Women's 
Local Government Society that figures could not be regarded as 
reliable or in any way authentic was omitted by your lordship.

Since that speech these figures have been very largely quoted 
on your lordship's authority as proof conclusive of the percentage 
of women voting at municipal elections. In the light of the evi­
dence that I am able to submit, I would ask your lordship whether 
you still are of opinion that the figures quoted by you are worth 
being entitled “ real facts,” as they were stated to be in your lord­
ship's speech?

I am, your lordship’s obedient servant, 
Helen PAGE,

Assistant Secretary.

Fulham Palace, S.W., 
July 8th, 1914.

MADAM,—In your letter of the 1st inst., you complain that the 
figures quoted by me with regard to women municipal voters were 
not “official.” This is, of course, true. It is no part of the duty 
of any official to work out such figures, nor would it be necest 
for me to inform the House of Lords of so elementary a fact. Tut 
the respective numbers ot men and women who poll at any given 
election can be discovered by any person who (1) watches the polls 
during polling hours, or (2) by the courtesy of an election agent 
is allowed to consult the list of voters which (I am informed by 
Councillor Margaret Ashton) hangs in every committee room, and 
is “ticked off” as the voters poll.

Your further suggestion that these figures are “not reliable or 
in any sense authentic,” because they were supplied in some cases 
by ladies standing for. election, and in others by political agents, 
is a very serious reflection on the honour of people whose bona-fdes 
cannot be called in question; nor cap I think that you have rightly 
understood the Women’s Local Government Society on this point. 
No reputable society would circulate figures which it seriously 
believed to be “not reliable or in any sense authentic.” It would 
not be worth while even to record, much less to circulate them.

You appear to be under the impression that these figures with 
respect to municipal elections can only be obtained by some viola­
tion of the Ballot Act. This is not the case. “ The secrecy of 
the ballot" does not cover the persons who vote, but the way in 
which their votes are cast. In no circumstances, for example, could 
you or I discover whether women voted in larger numbers foil. 
Liberal or a Conservative candidate. But in order to prevent our 
knowing who actually voted, it would be necessary for all electors 
to poll after dark or in disguise.

I must confess that your difficulty on this point surprises me, 
as it is clear that the President of your own Society could have 
given you much more information than I am able to do. I could 
only supply figures for a few wards, but Lord Curzon, in the 
same debate, quoted figures for the entire country (Hansard, May 
5th, col. 2, 3). His lordship will no doubt explain to you—and I 
should be profoundly interested if he would explain to me—how he 
came by these figures. In any case, like mine, they came from no 
“official " source, nor (we may be sure) were they obtained by any 
violation of the Ballot Act. I may add that your President did 
not seem in adducing these figures to believe, with you, that they 
were “valueless” because of the small numbers of women voters. 
The proportion of women to men municipal voters in the country 
(8 to 1) is roughly very near to that in the Wolverhampton Ward 
to which you take exception in your letter. Indeed, I am unable 
to see how this inequality of the franchise affects the matter at 
all. The question is not “ How many women have the vote?” but 
“ How many of those who have the vote make use of it?”

Yours faithfully, 4
A. F. London. ■

— - — 5 — July 13th, 1914.MY Lord Bishop,—I have to thank your lordship for the courtesy 
of your letter of July 8th. •

I fear that your lordship has misunderstood my point which 
was that so much weight is attached by the public to any pronounce­
ment made by you that it is a matter of regret that figures which 
are misleading should have been quoted by your lordship

I venture to submit that it is no reflection on the honour of any­
one to say that statistics which depend on a chance watcher of 
polls or the courtesy of an election agent can have no weight 
and ought not to be cited as “real facts” or even “evidence.’’ 
The margin for error is too great to allow anyone with a repu- 
tation to maintain to invest figures so obtained with the accuracy 
of official statistics. J

. How great that margin for error is your lordship will appre­
ciate when I point out that in their short journey from the Women’s

Local Government Society to the House of Lords the figures " im­
proved ” some 30 per cent. As issued by the Society, with the 

‘caveat referred to in my former letter, the figures for the Graisley 
Ward of Wolverhampton were as follows:—

Total number of women voters................. 206
Women who polled ...... ............................. 120

Now, if these had been official statistics, 120 would have had to 
be regarded as 58.2 per cent, of 206. But as the 120 relied upon 
the courtesy of election agents and of others whose assistance 
appears to have been sought, your lordship was able to call it 
76.26 per cent., a figure which naturally impressed the House of 
Lords much more than 58.2 per cent, would have done.

With regard to the Women’s Local Government Society, I think 
it is fair to state that the figures in question are not “ circulated ” 
by it, but are only given out to inquirers with a caveat. The state­
ment I have received from the Society reads :-—

" No scientific reply can be given. For, even in respect to 
the vote of the whole electorate irrespective of sex, no facts have 

i been collected by the authorities. Only here and there locally 5 is the proportion calculated by those interested in a particular 
election, and sometimes published. An (unscientific) estimate 
commonly made to the extent to which men use the municipal 
vote is from 40 to 50 per cent.; and for women a smaller per­
centage, when there is no woman candidate and no extraor­
dinary issue involved.”

I am, your lordship’s obedient servant, 
Helen Page,

Assistant Secretary.
The Rt. Rev. The Lord Bishop of London,

Fulham Palace, S.W.

7
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Fulham Palace, S.W.,
July 10th, 1914.

MADAM,—I must once more point out to you that the objections 
you have to make to the figures quoted by me in the House of 
Lords apply with at least equal force to those quoted on the same 
occasion on your own side of the controversy. That they are not 
“official,” and that those who collected them are liable to error 
(and would be, I may add, even if they were official) is true in 
•ach case; and, again, it is true that neither Lord Curzon nor 

lyself “ entered a caveat ” to the House of Lords calling their 
attention to these obvious facts. In the case of the figures given 
by me, you are now aware that they were supplied by reputable 
persons—most of them well-known to the public—who can have had 
no possible object to serve in falsifying the results. I have nothing 
further to add, and it is clear that it can be no good to continue 
this correspondence.

I do not understand your reference on page 2 of your letter to 
“ improved ” figures. Mine were quoted exactly as they were 
supplied to me. If different figures were given to you by the 
same authority, your quarrel is with the Women’s Local Govern­
ment Association, and I must ask you to address your correspond­
ence to them.

Yours faithfully,
A. F. London.

—---------- ---------------

LAWS IN SUFFRAGE STATES.

A COMPARISON WITH BRITISH LAWS.
: Tn a supplement to The Common Cause of December 12th, 1913, 
appeared a list of laws passed in various Suffrage States in 
America. It was stated in the leading article of the same issue 
that this supplement was “enough by itself to disprove nine-tenths 
of the case against Woman’s Suffrage,” and the list was termed 
“ a noble record of work.” The point that The Common Cause 
wished to make seemed to be twofold : (1) That here was an excel­
lent list of laws; and (2) that in the case at least of California the 
laws were passed within a very short period after women received 
the right to vote. Unless the laws were particularly excellent there 
could be no object in calling attention to them. The rapid passage 
of bad legislation can hardly be a credit to any State; while in the 
case of States in which women have been enfranchised for a long 
period, the time factor plays no part.

In our April issue we compared the legislation of California with 
that already in existence in the United Kingdom, where women 
do not have votes, where Parliament is concerned with the affairs 
of an Empire, and not merely with the affairs of a State of two 
and a half million inhabitants; where existing conditions are the 
heritage of centuries and not formed of the malleable material to 

hand in States that were only called into existence yesterday. In 
this issue we continue from our June number the examination of 
the laws of Colorado, as set forth in The Common Cause. From 
the comparison with British laws it will be seen whether the en­
franchisement of women is as necessary for the well-being of a 
country as the Suffragists maintain. Most of the laws that the 
Suffrage States have adopted figure in non-Sufirage States. There 
may be slight variations in detail, favourable to the Woman Sui- 
frage contention, but these cannot fairly be adduced as arguments 
for the introduction of Woman Suffrage into the United Kingdom.

COLORADO.

The laws passed since 1893, as set out in the supplement of The 
Common Cause, are given in italics. (Those dealing with children 
appeared in the June issue of The ANTI-SUFFRAGE Review.) They 
are followed by a statement of the legislation in the United King­
dom on the same or kindred lines :

WOMEN.
(1) Eight hours’ maximum labour during any 24 hour ■period 

in manufacturing, mechanical, or mercantile establishments, laun­
dries, hotels, and restaurants.

A woman may not be employed in a textile factory or work­
shop between 9 p.m. and 6 a.m., or for more than ^8 hours in 
the week (excluding meal times). The Secretary of State has 
power to make certain exceptions as to the continuous employ­
ment of women and young persons, but in no case does this 
allow more than 58 hours in the week. The same law applies 
to young persons. (1901 Act.)

The limit per day is 10 hours for women, except on Satur­
day, which must be a half day. (See p. 38 of Factories and 
Workshops.)

In non-textile factories the employment may be for 12 hours 
with 1} hours interval, which makes 52} hours, and 8 hours on 
Saturday, in all 602 hours.

(z) State Wage Board, composed of one representative of labour, 
one woman, and one employer, to determine minimum wage for 
women and. minors in mercantile and manufacturing establishments, 
laundries, hotels, restaurants, telegraph, and telephone offices. 
Orders of Board binding on employers. But Board may issue 
special licence to female over 18 who is physically defective for 
employment at less than legal minimum.

Trade Boards Act, 1909, enables the Board to fix a minimum 
in such industries as the House of Commons schedules. In any 
trade in which the employment of women is affected one member 
at least must be a woman, and women are eligible as members 
of every Board formed under this Act.

(3) Minimum wage for teachers of not less than $go for month. 
Teacher’s pension provided for. Teachers’ Certification Bill.

Teachers’ certification provided for under Education Acts.
Certificated teachers earn a pension. (Act 1908.)

(4) No female 0f any age to be employed in coal mine or coke 
office, except in clerical capacity.

No girl or woman may be employed in any mine below 
ground.

Women and young children were excluded from mining 
underground by Lord Ashby’s Bill of 1842.

Eight Hours Coal Mines Bill passed 1908.
(5) Employers’ Liability Law. Assumption of risk abolished 

except where remedying defect is employee’s principal duty.
Workmen’s Compensation Acts passed : 1880, Employers’ 

Liability Act; 190b, Workmen’s Compensation Aet. Question 
of negligence not material except when injury is due to work- 
man’s wilful misconduct. When in latter case death or per­
manent disablement results the workman can still claim. com- 
pensation.

Trades Unions have been the subject of continual legislation 
here since the 17th century. The Trades Disputes Act of 1906 
placed Trades Unions in an advantageous position as regards 
the confiscation of their funds.

(6) Free employment bureau established. Private agencies 
regulated.

By the L.C.C. General Powers Act, 1910, the Council re­
gisters all employment agencies, and no such agency may be 
set up without a licence from the Council Labour Exchanges.

(7) Unlawful to black-list, picket, boycott, or intimidate.
“ Intimidation ” was prohibited by Act of 1875 and former 

Acts; but the Trades Disputes Act of 1906 allows “peaceful 
picketing.”
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(8) Unlawful for employer to compel agreement not to enter or 
remain in any labour organisation.

(9) Unlawful to obtain employee by false representation, includ­
ing failure to state there is a strike or lock-out.

False statements as to character of servants or employees are 
actionable under our law. (Act re Characters of Servants, 
1792 and 1845.)

(so) Factory Inspection Law. Four deputy factory inspectors, 
one to be a woman. All paid the same salary.

Factory Inspectors appointed in 1833 by the Factory Act of 
that year, specially designed to prevent overworking of children. 

Women first appointed as Factory Inspectors in 1893. There 
are now (1914) 20 Women Inspectors under Government; and 
Local Authorities have power to appoint Women Inspectors also.

(is) Dower and courtesy abolished, but neither husband nor 
wife may will away from the other more than half his or her pro­
perty without the written consent of the other.

(iz) Either husband or wife may have the homestead recorded 
as such, though it is the property of the other, and it cannot be 
sold, except with the consent of both.

(13) To contract marriage by false representation made a crime.
(14) Age of consent raised to 18.

Age of consent: England, 16 (raised 1885); Queensland, 16; 
Victoria, 16; W. Australia, 16; Norway, 16; Sweden, 16; 
Montana, 17; raised to 18 in Kansas in i88y, before Woman 
Suffrage; raised to 18 in Idaho in 1883, before Woman Suf- 
frage.

(13) Seduction made a felony.
Seduction is a misdemeanour here unless the girl be under 16.

(16) Licensing of maternity homes and hospitals.
(if) Alimony may be altered if wife re-marries.
(18) No assignment of wages by married man valid without 

signature of wife.
(19) Pension to either parent or parents for care of child when 

parent or parents unable to care for child, but considered to be 
proper guardian.

The care of pauper children is administered by Guardians. 
Women are eligible as Guardians, and since the Local Govern­
ment Act of 1894 residence for 12 months is sufficient quali­
fication for any person to be elected.

Outdoor relief is practically the same as “pensions.” Such 
relief has been in existence here since the reign of Elizabeth, 
and is in the hands of Guardians.

(20) Married women given power to make will.
The Married Women’s Property Act of 1882, 1893, and 1907 

gave married females the power to dispose of all her property 
by will or otherwise.

(21) Egual Guardianship Law.
Guardianship of children : Father and mother equal guar­

dians in Russia, Denmark, Columbia, U.S.A., and the non­
Suffrage States of Connecticut, Iowa, Illinois, Maine, 
Nebraska, New York, Mississippi, Rhode Island; also in Nor­
way, Italy, Switzerland.

GENERAL.
(1) Soliciting for or living on earnings of prostitute made a 

felony.
Acts against persons living on earnings of prostitutes passed 

in 1885, 1898, and 1912. (For punishment see Criminal Law 
Amendment Act, 1912.)

(2) Statute providing for punishment of keepers of disorderly 
houses.

Laws were passed against brothels in England in 1754, 1818, 
1886, 1899, 1912. By the 1754 Act keepers of such houses were 
liable to prosecution. By 1886 Act the occupier, tenant or lessee.. 
of such premises is liable to fine or imprisonment. 1912 Act, 
Metropolitan Borough Councils have power to suppress dis­
orderly houses.

(3) Cities and towns given power to suppress disorderly houses.
(4) Women may under certain conditions be guilty of rape if 

male is under 18.
See No. 2.

(3) Bureau of Vital Statistics created.
Registration of births, deaths, and marriages provided for 

by Act of 1836. Compulsory Registration Act of 1874. An­
other Act re marriages passed 1898.

(6) Inspection of meat and slaughter-houses. Sanitary inspec­
tion of stock.

Slaughter-houses have to be licensed since Act of 1847; fresh 
legislation passed 1865 and 1892.

Inspection of such houses and meat, fish, etc. (for full list 
see p. 580 of “ Every Man His Own Lawyer), enacted in 1865, 
and again the subject of legislation in 1891 and 1892.

(7) Pure Food Act. Law regulating sale of milk and drugs.
Sale of Food and Drugs Act passed here in 1875, 1890, and 

1893, which, altered law already in force and passed in 1875. 
The Pharmacy Acts of 1868 and 1908 regulate the sale of dan­
gerous drugs and poisons.

Inspection of milk has been the subject of legislation, 187% 
1886, 1890, 1899. The administration is in the hands of 
Local Authority.

(8) Act for Prevention of Tuberculosis.
Tuberculosis is one of the diseases at which the Sale of 

Food Acts of 1875 and 1899, etc., are aimed. Inspection of 
diseased cattle is in the power of the Local Authority since 
1878. The Board of Agriculture have power to inspect and 
slaughter diseased cows and other animals.

A Royal Commission upon Tuberculosis was appointed in 
1901.

Tuberculosis is specially provided for under the recent 
Insurance Act.

Tuberculosis and other health matters are under the Local 
Government Board, to whom local reports must be sent.

Local Councils have full power to engage any number of 
medical (public) officers they deem necessary; and all matters 
connected with local health are in their hands.

(9) Unlawful to advertise remedy for sexual disease, except in 
medical journal.

Medical service is regulated by Acts of 1858, 1866, and 187 7 
A former Act was passed in 1819.

Publishing obscene publications is a misdemeanour since 
1857, and another Act dealing with advertisements was passed 
in 1889.

(10) State Board of Nurse Examiners.
Medical inspection of school children started in 1907. There 

are 742 nurses specially appointed to inspect and care for 
school children. (See Report of Chief Medical Inspector, 1912.) 

The Midwives Act of 1902 gave power to the Local Author) 
ties to administer the Act and license midwives. By 1911 there 
were 29 qualified women inspectors appointed by such Local 
Authorities to administer the Act.

Health has been under public regulation since 1601. Most 
of the sanitary regulations now are in the hands of the Local 
Authority, over whom is the Local Government Board.

(11) Act for protection of employee in dangerous work on 
buildings.

Dangerous trades have been the subject of Parliamentary 
Commissions and legislation since 1861, consolidated by Act of s 
1901. Building docks, railways, etc., have special provisions 
referring to them.

The manufacture, sale, and importation of matches made with 
white phosphorous was prohibited in 1908.

Before then laws were passed placing dangerous trades, in­
cluding matches, under strict regulation—Acts 1864, 1867, 1878, 
183. The 1878 Act forbade the employment of women, children 
and young persons in certain branches of the white lead trade.

(12) Free travelling libraries.
Public libraries can be started by the Local Authorities. 

Acts passed 1892 and 1901.
(13) State Board of School Examiners.
(14) Initiative, referendum, and recall. (Offices not decisions.) 

Direct primaries. [Condemned by Ex-President Taft (Toronto, 
January 9, 1914), as being in conflict with the system of responsible 
government.]

I

SIR VICTOR HORSLEY ON ANTI- 
SUFFRAGISM.

We have been asked to publish the following correspondence be­
tween Lady Mitchell Banks and Sir Victor Horsley :—

Sir Victor Horsley, in an article in the Common Cause of July 
3rd, respecting the causes of prostitution, writes : “ But though 
each of these intolerable causes is now studied and slowly and 
ineffectively approached by our male governing authorities, there 
yet remains another cause of prostitution, of which less notice 
is taken, but which is not a whit less important. And that is Anti- 
Suffragism. The whole basis and principle of Anti-Suffragism 
rests on the deliberate despising, contempt, and therefore degrada- 
tion of womanhood. Just as the Anti-Suffragists call on their fellow 
citizens to despise their wives, mothers, sisters, and daughters, 
and to refuse them all political rights on the ground of their de­
graded inferiority, just so surely does that contempt breed de­
gradation, and ultimately immorality I
" The ideal popular excuse of a young man only sowing his 

‘fed oats ’ is the direct outcome of this Anti-Suftragist contempt for the field in which that repulsive crop is sown, and which is 
reaped by his victims and his relatives, and not by the young man 
himself,” etc.

Buckland Crescent, Hampstead, 
July 14th, 1914.

Dear Sir Victor HORSLEY,—As one who has long felt an unfeigned 
admiration for your scientific achievements, I cannot refrain from 
expressing the surprise and indignation -with which I read an 
article from your pen in the Common Cause of July 3rd, and the 
regret I felt that a member of a profession hitherto held in such 
high esteem for its ideals of truth, liberality of mind, and toler­
ance of the opinions of others, should lower that standard by con­
descending to publish so false and unwarrantable an indictment 
against his opponents in the suffrage movements.

Whatever one’s personal views may be, one should surely be 
generous or honest enough to attribute to one’s adversaries equally 
sincere motives and honourable principles. Your description of 
Anti-Suffragism as “ one of the intolerable causes of prostitution ” 
is a calumny utterly devoid of foundation, as it is utterly unworthy 
of one of the most distinguished men in the noblest of professions. I a member of the N.L.O.W.S.-—a society which cherishes a 
regard for truth, and can claim to be accurate in its statements. 
We should scorn to charge any of our opponents with such base 
aims as you maliciously attribute to us. What conceivable warrant 
can you have for the statement that “ the principle of Anti-Suffra­
gism is the degradation of womanhood,” and that “ we call upon 
our fellow citizens to despise wives, mothers, sisters, and daughters, 
and refuse them all political rights, and thereby cause degradation 
and immorality " ? One would suppose that Suffragists alone held 
a monopoly of moral sense and all other virtues ! Anti-Suffragists, 
on the contrary, have been endeavouring to preserve the sanctity 
of the home, which our opponents by many of their methods have 
continually violated and assailed. Our policy is to combat im­
morality by strengthening home influence, recognising, as we do, 
how many men owe the purity of their lives to the influence of 
mothers and sisters, a gentle influence which it will soon be hard 
to discover, thanks to the disintegrating theories of Suffragism. 
Suffragists, not Anti-Sufiragists, will be responsible for its de- 
struction, and one of our greatest difficulties is to prevent the 
minds of our young people from being poisoned and their morals 
corrupted by the filthy literature (often based on distortion of 

ets) which various Suffrage societies are disseminating broadcast 
Eng them. Make no mistake about it. I assert with conviction 
at we Anti-Suffragists recognise the existing evils, and are eager 

to grapple with them as vigorously as our opponents can, with whom 
we are ready to co-operate in any movement of practical reform, 
social or moral. Clamouring for the vote, and advertising oneself 
at the expense of one’s neighbour, is not, however, the method we 
adopt, nor is it the course which will lead to the best results.

I trust you will see your way to withdrawing so reckless and 
ungenerous a charge.—Yours sincerely,

. E. Mitchell Banks.
I reserve to myself the right to send this correspondence to the 

Press at any time.
3, Cavendish Square, 

July 17th.
Dear Lady Mitchell Banks,—Your letter I have not been able 

to answer before owing to great pressure. It is quite clear that 
you have never had the opportunity of considering the effect of 
" Anti-Suffragism ” from the point of view on which I addressed 

the meeting at Portsmouth. I did not say that it was the object 
of Anti-Suffragism to bring about immorality; I said that im­
morality depended to a large extent on the dual code of morality 
which Lord Mersey advocated before the Divorce Commission; and 
1 further showed that that dual code was a natural consequence of 
the view that women are essentially and in all important particulars 
inferior to men. This, of course, is the basis of Anti-Suffragism. 
I have said nothing that Lord Curzon, as the leader of the Anti- 
Suffrage section, has not said over and over again. If you will 
kindly refer to his speech, for instance, at Glasgow two years ago, 
that is an absolute warrant for the statement, that the principles 
of Anti-Suffragism is the degradation of women. Further, you do 
call upon your fellow citizens to despise wives, mothers, sisters, 
and daughters when you tell them that these same wives, sisters, 
and daughters are intellectually and morally unfit to have a share 
in the Empire under whose flag they happen to be born. If you 
habitually treat people as inferiors, I say you degrade them, and, 
of course, as is always the case, where people are degraded, im­
morality follows. As regards the home, Anti-Suffragism in the same 
way is, in my opinion, very seriously injuring home influence, be­
cause, instead of making the mother of the family at least as re­
sponsible as the father, it always speaks of her as an inferior 
being. I am not aware of any evil resulting from knowledge; on 
the contrary, the greatest evils result from improper secrecy, and 
on such secrecy and backstairs influence Anti-Suffragism relies. 
As you will have seen in the papers yesterday, Mr. McKenna, who 
is the leading Anti-Suffragist in the Cabinet, refused to discuss 
the medical aspect of forcible feeding in public. The same thing 
is rife in the House of Commons, as, for instance, when the Irish 
Party were deceived by Mr. Harcourt. I am quite sure that if 
you will study this subject, and especially the statements of the 
leaders of Anti-Suffragism, you will regret the terms in which you 
have written to me. I will send you the report of my speech at 
Portsmouth. I have no objection to your publishing this corre­
spondence in full.—Yours sincerely,

Victor HORSLEY.

Buckland Crescent, Hampstead, 
July 18th, 1914.

Dear Sir Victor HORSLEY,—I regret that anyone who has been 
trained in the logical and scientific methods which are so charac­
teristic of the training of the highest medical representatives of 
our time, should have thought proper to have written such an in­
adequate reply to my letter of remonstrance. I am disappointed at 
your failure to appreciate the real grounds of my objection to your 
article in the Common Cause. I naturally dissent from your 
views that to disapprove of the participation of women in public 
affairs is tantamount to regarding them as essentially inferior to 
men. I disapprove, for example, in their participation in boxing 
contests. That does not imply that I regard them inferior to 
men, not necessarily that I disapprove of boxing contests ! None 
the less, I recognise your right to entertain illogical views. My 
indignation, however, was directed to the tenour of your language 
in the article referred to, which, I think, would be construed by 
any impartial reader as attributing to Anti-Sufiragists a deliberate 
design to degrade womanhood in public esteem, and a policy of 
condoning, if not promoting, immorality. Everyone is entitled to 
his own views, but nobody is entitled to advance them by injurious 
language.—Yours sincerely,

E. Mitchell Banks.
I note you have no objection to the publication of your letter.

----------- +-----------
CORRESPONDENCE.

The publication of letters from correspondents does not imply that 
the views expressed are endorsed by THE ANTI-SUFFRAGIST Review.

WOMAN SUFFRAGE AND THE REFERENDUM.
To the Editor of “The Anti-Suffrage Review.»

SIR, -I submit it is desirable that Anti-Suffragists generally 
should think out carefully how we are to secure what all are agreed is 
necessary, the reference of the question of “ Votes for Women » to 
the country as " a clear and distinct issue” before Parliament is 
entitled to carry it into law. There would be no difficulty in the 
matter if it were one on which the two chief parties in the State 
were formally arrayed against each other. The question would then 
be dealt with in the usual way as one of the recognised bones of 
contention at a General Election, and, as the result of such conflict, 
the country could be fairly deemed to have decided. But we all 
know perfectly well that this cannot happen within any measurable 
future, for the simple reason that this particular issue cuts both 
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parties crosswise, and therefore cannot possibly be voted on, for 
or against, in any real or satisfactory sense at a General Election.

Then what method is left for officially ascertaining the will of 
the people save a Referendum? I have never heard of any, and 
should be glad to know of one, if objectors to the Referendum can 
name it. If they cannot, I submit that the Referendum should be— 
and must be—applied.

The precise mode and conditions of its application are an im- 
portant but essentially subordinate and comparatively unimportant 
affair. The vital thing is that, in one way or another, the will of 
the people shall be ascertained as a condition precedent to the pas­
sage into law of so grave, so colossal a change in our constitution.

That the Referendum is not yet part of our constitution is, I 
suggest, immaterial. The whole situation has been changed by the 
Parliament Act. While that remains in force the electors, as we 
all know, are absolutely defenceless against the House of Commons 
of the day. There is nothing to prevent that House running 
Woman Suffrage through in three sessions, if it wanted to, whether 
the country approved or not. Therefore, as the constitution at pre­
sent provides no protection, it is high time that such protection be 
found and added to the constitution. Though a novelty, it would 
only be a novelty introduced in order to cure a worse novelty, and, 
for a question like Woman Suffrage, would be infinitely the lesser 
of two evils.

Again, it is urged against the Referendum that it should be 
brought into play only in the event of a difference of view between 
the two Houses of Parliament. In the name of all that is demo­
cratic, why? If it is wrong for the will of the people to be ignored 
or defined, or left unascertained on a matter so important by one 
chamber, the crime is not less heinous because there are two per- 
petrators instead of one. There ought to be a safeguard against 
the tyranny of a whole Parliament as well as of a half. The Re­
ferendum alone (failing a General Election) can supply this.

There is, however, much to be said for not applying the Referen­
dum before the introduction of the Bill to Parliament, the natural 
fountain head and genesis of legislation. The essential thing is 
that it shall not go through Parliament, when there is serious rea­
son to doubt whether the country would approve, before sanction 
obtained at the ballot box.

To whom should the Referendum be made? As in other coun- 
tries, to the existing electorate, the present trustees of the Govern­
ment of the country. That, I take it, is the sound and strict con­
stitutional position. But, of course, it would be intensely interest­
ing and profitable for all sound purposes, if a preliminary Referen­
dum of the women of the country were taken just to settle the ques­
tion officially as to “ woman’s point of view” on Woman Suffrage. 
The result should not be of itself a decisive fact, but it would 
rightly be an important fact for the parliamentary electors to take 
into consideration before they cast their pebbles.

Two points only remain :—
(i) What should be the question put? Simply the Bill before 

Parliament. “ Yes or No. Do you vote for or against the Bill as 
a whole? ” That, I understand, is how the Referendum elsewhere 
generally is used. It seems the simplest way and the only one of 
value.

(2) Would the Suffragists accept the result of the Referendum if 
adverse to their demand? That is their affair. Probably they 
would not. Neither would they accept the similar verdict of a 
General Election. They would “ accept ” nothing but the Suffrage. 
But what matter? The object of a Referendum is not in the least 
to find what Suffragists want (we know that already), but what 
the country wants, i.e., how the country ought to be governed in 
respect of this issue. If the country declared for Suffrage, Anti- 
Suffragists would accept the finding and do their best, as the late 
Lord Goschen once said he would do, to “ falsify their own pre- 
dictions.” If the country declared against the Suffrage (as I am 
absolutely certain it would, and in tones of thunder), the Govern­
ment of the day would feel itself immensely strengthened in the 
task of coping with the fire-fiends and the public generally would 
give short shrift for many a long day to any attempts to rush the 
Suffrage through Parliament against the will of the people. As 
applied to Woman Suffrage under our existing 'constitutional and 
parliamentary conditions, the idea of the Referendum has, I venture 
to think, come to stay.—Yours faithfully,

A. MACONACHIE.

FEMINISM.
To the Editor of " The A-nti-Siifrcf-ge Re-vieifi”

SIR,—Bernard Shaw, the most intellectual of feminists, condensed 
the issue thus ; ‘ The sum of the matter is that unless woman re­

pudiates her womanliness, her duty to her husband; to her children, 
to society, to the law, and to everyone but herself, she cannot 
emancipate herself.”

This is the cold logic of the proposition concisely stated by one 
of its ablest and most consistent supporters. When we have 
thoroughly grasped this doctrine, the course of the movement be­
comes easily understood. Feminism shows itself as a direct attack 
on the home, and the purpose of the attack is made clear. The 
movement has so far consisted in just what Mr. Shaw says it must- 
in the repudiation of womanliness and duty to husbands, children, 
society, law, and “ to everyone but herself.”

It is therefore perfectly consistent that feminists should support 
any or all of the following ideas : Easier divorce, free love, State 
nurseries, wages for wives, co-operative housekeeping, economic 
independence after marriage, trial marriages, equal pay, militancy 
and socialism. They are equally consistent when they assert that 
“honour” and “charity” are becoming obsolete, that duty and 
patriotism are obstacles to progress, and that maternal love and 
marital fidelity are the virtues of “ Bondwomen.” The movement 
therefore can be justly called a war on “ womanliness.” Bew/1 
that the feminists do not go. They have agreed on no construc­
tive plan as to what shall happen once they have destroyed woman’s 
present relation to society. Their answer to a question of this 
sort is vague in the extreme, and by no means uniform. Each 
feminist pictures the millennium according to her particular tem- 
perament. Suffice it to say that the movement at present has not 
passed the iconoclastic stage. It is purely destructive.

The militants, therefore, are the only consistent and united 
feminists, for the militants have had the intelligence to recognise 
that the war is against the established order, beginning with the 
home and ascending to the Government. The militants alone have 
been ‘ready to sacrifice their families and their characters in order 
to carry out their belief that the home and the family must go, so 
that the “Free Woman” may evolve. The militant movement 
attempted to produce these results in the only way possible—by 
force. It has been completely unsuccessful.

The success of the feminist movement now depends, therefore, 
not only on the feminists themselves coming to an agreement on 
a constructive policy, but on their ability to persuade a sane 
majority of both sexes that the sacrifice by woman of her character, 
her husband, her children, and her country, is not too high a price 
to pay for emancipation. When this is accomplished, the "Ole 
Woman ” will triumph, and wife and mother will cease to exert an 
influence in men’s lives. This condition prevailed in Egypt, 
Greece, and Rome at the period of their decadence. This is 
Feminism.—I am, etc.,

J. T. Waterman (Mrs. Kingsbury WATERMAN).
Riaut Chateau, 

Territet.

OUR ANTI-SUFFRAGE WOMEN SPEAKERS.
To the Editor of " The Anti-Suffrage Review."

Sir,—I was glad to see that at the annual meeting of the Council 
a tribute of gratitude and appreciation was paid to the splendid 
and gifted women who during the past year have upheld our 
cause so ably and eloquently on the platform, indoors and outdoors, 
in all parts of the country, and often under no small difficulties of 
weather, travel and fatigue. I never see them at work—and I see 
them often—without feeling, as a mere man looking on, what a 
noble band they are, for, after all, it is they who, out in the 
trenches, are doing most of the actual hard fighting in this con­
troversy. The work of our excellent office consists largely in ax 
ranging and selecting the battlefields on which they fight, at 
supplying them with ammunition and commissariat, but it is our 
little corps of speakers and organizers who pull the labouring oar, 
and do the bulk of the most onerous and responsible work, for they 
it is who come daily face to face with the public and with their 
opponents, and have to maintain our cause, in spite of interrup­
tion and occasional, though rare, rudeness, especially when (crown­
ing misfortune) they are at first mistaken for Suffragettes ! That 
the general public are almost invariably sympathetic and responsive 
gives immense encouragement, and atones for much in the way of 
hardship or inconvenience. But at the best it is for women a 
nerve-racking and arduous task, and I say all honour to them for 
the magnificent services which they render to their country and 
their sex.

It was, no doubt, owing to an accidental omission on the part 
of someone or other who, at the annual meeting, supplied the list 
of ladies to be specified for “ honourable mention ” that it did 
not include the names of Mrs. Gladstone Solomon and Miss Mabel 
Smith. With your leave, Sir, I should like to supply the omis­
sion. With an intimate and first-hand knowledge of the facts, I 

can say with confidence that the farmer is second to none of her 
comrades for efficiency on the platform or for self-sacrificing de- 
votion and drudgery for the cause, while I shall long retain a vivid 
recollection of the latter holding an open-air audience of nearly 
two thousand people at Guildford for an hour on end. I feel it is 
only right that, when any are specified at all, these ladies should 
not be left out.—Yours very faithfully.

OBSERVER.

THOUGHTS FOR THINKERS.
To the Editor of "The Anfi-Suffrage Review"

SIR, I hope you may be able to find room for the enclosed 
" Thoughts.”

I am, etc.,
CONSERVATIVE-RADICAL.

Gloucester. (84 years of age.)

40 Thoughts fob THINKERS.
3 Man’s, and Woman’s, Sphere and Orbit.

The natural law in the spiritual world, and the spiritual law in the 
natural world.

All planets are in the same sphere, but have to work in different 
orbits. If anyone left its own orbit there would soon be a collision ■ 
and if many did so there would come chaos in the heavenly region. ’ 

So it is with man and woman. They occupy the same sphere and 
are of equal importance in nature, but must work in different orbits 
cr the order of nature would be upset. Nature shows that the male 
is made to provide, impart and protect; the female to receive, 
develop, and utilise. The male to find means, the female to show 
results.

Man’s orbit is therefore the outer world from which the neces. 
saries of life must be drawn. Woman’s the home where the neces- 
saries have to be refined, distributed, and utilised; and if either 
invades the other’s province, it will be a crime against nature 
which nature itself will punish. That there can be no mistake 
about this is shown in the very constitution of woman. If the 
Creator had intended her for public life, he would certainly have 
given her a judicial mind, a platform voice, and a body as strong and as little liable to disability as the body of man. Woman is the 

rituelle, emotional, sympathetic side of man—all elements to 
brighten home, but likely to lose something of their tenderness 
attraction, and utility if brought into the rough and tumble of 
political life.

There is wisdom in the warning 
vanities forsake their own mercies.”

1' They that pursue lying

To put woman on the franchise roll would be to make her and 
her nation “ drink of the bitter waters of Meribah.”

Women who resort to violence in hope of terrifying the Govern­
ment into giving them votes, and when they are punished for their 
evil deeds, attempt to commit suicide by starving themselves should 
not be treated harshly, but pitifully, for they are really mono, 
maniacs, with mental eyes deflected, short-sighted, and colour 
blind.

Poor creatures 1 They cannot see straight, nor deep, and are un­
able to distinguish between right and wrong.

They have no sense of decorum, no appreciation of law and order 
no respect for the property of others, and no reverence for 
even their own.' _

Having developed destructive and suicidal tendencies, they 
should be looked after. They need the eye-salve of ethical truth 

wand the surgery of the flaming sword of conscience, which “ turns very way to keep the tree of life.”
An asylum should be provided where they could be restrained 

from maniacal deeds, and fed with instruction good for the mind 
At present their poor demented minds enable them to glorify them 
selves, and imagine their suicide will be exalted into martyrdom

A knowledge of ethics would show them that their idea is only 
self-degradation and murder for vain glory.
. . , 1Hinc Solon.4 (guotation from Marie Corelli.

. It is because they are not sufficiently educated to understand 
their own privileges that women complain of limitations. I claim 
that the woman who thinks, who gives her intelligence fair Plav 
who is physically sound and morally pure, who devoutly studies the 
n.blest side of life, and tries to bring herself into unison with the 
Divine intention of human progress towards the highest good she 
as wife and mother, is the Angel of the world.

She It the world ! She, makes it, she rejuvenates it, she gives 
it strength. Love is her weapon; one true touch of that, and the 
wildest heart that ever beat in man’s breast is tamed.”

THE POISONING OF YOUNG MINDS.
To the Editor of “ The Anti-Suffrage Review."

Sir,—Possibly your attention may not have been already called 
to the following extracts :—

(1) Suffragette, July 17th, 1914, page 236, under “ Contributions 
to the £250,000 fund.”

1 “ A Schoolgirl Militant," is.
(2) Woman’s Dreadnought, July 18th, 1914, page 71—

“ The Junior Suffragettes for Girls from 14 to 18, meet
at the Women’s Hall, every Wednesday, at 8 p.m.”

Yours faithfully,
M. S.

DUTY AND DISCIPLINE.
To the Editor of "The Anti-Suffrage Review."

DEAR Sib,—May I bring before your readers a most excellent 
and helpful Society? I refer to the " Duty and Discipline Society,” 
which deals with the root of evils of many of our social and 
political troubles. Its aims are :—

(1) To combat indiscipline in the national life, especially in 
the home and school; and

(2) To give reasonable support to all legitimate authority.
Lord Meath, who started the movement, has spared neither 

time, money, nor energy. The last little book issued by the Society, 
" Anarchy or Order,” is quite excellent, and would be useful to 
mothers and teachers, as it shows that if you desire to rule, you 
must first learn to govern yourself.

The Hon. Secretary is Miss Isabel D. Marris, 117, Victoria 
Street, London.

I am, etc.,
GRISELDA Cheape.

-------------- •--------------

PERSONAL.
At this year’s Council meeting of the League, Clause 7 of the 

Constitution was so altered as to empower the Executive Com­
mittee to appoint as Honorary Vice-Presidents any who, having 
served on the Committee, have for various reasons found it im­
possible to continue regular service. We are glad to be able to 
state that Lord Cromer has accepted the first nomination as 
Honorary Vice-President under this Clause.

* * i
The thanks of the League are due to Mrs. Alexander Scott for 

her kindness and generosity in connection with the Sale of Work 
held on July 1st. Not only is a gathering of this nature useful 
in bringing members of the League together, but in the present 
instance it served to add a substantial sum to the League’s ex- 
chequer.

* * *
The Committee of the Bristol Branch much regret that they are 

losing the services of their valued Secretary, Miss Long Fox, and 
their Assistant Secretary, Miss S. F. Allen. Miss Long Fox has 
had the care of the Branch from its establishment, and by her 
energy, ability and devotion has raised it to the position it now 
holds. Miss Allen has been associated with Miss Long Fox for 
the last five years, during which time she has spared no effort in 
forwarding the cause. The Committee have been fortunate in 
securing the services as Secretary of Mrs. Archbold, who has been 
a member of the General Committee, and she will begin her 
duties on October 1st. In the meantime the work will be carried 
on at the temporary offices, 12, Aberdeen Road, Redland, Bristol 
where all communications should be addressed until October 1st. ’

* * *
Regbet for the loss of the services of Miss Long Fox will not 

be confined to the Bristol Branch. Miss Long Fox has set an 
excellent example of what can be accomplished in Branch work by 
means 01 hard work and enthusiasm. •

, T^e- Lady s Re?lm is publishing in the August number the first instalment of Mrs. Humphry Ward’s new serial, “ Delia 
anchfower. This powerful story throws the reader at once into the controversy which exercises most minds to-day.

A feather boa was found in the Central Hall, Westminster, after 
the Council. Meeting on June 26th. The owner may have it on application to 515, Caxton House. — w on
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THE RECORD OF MILITANCY.

The funds which the Women’s Social and Political Union claim 
to have received during the years ending February 28th, 1913, and 
February 28th, 1914, amounted respectively to £28,157 and £36,535. 
There may be some mistake in regard to these sums, inasmuch as 
the publicity given to the names of contributors has elicited certain 
denials. Thus a “Lady Byron” is credited with having given 
£50 in 1912 and £10 in 1913; a “Lady Wolseley” with having 
given £15 in 1913; but the ladies usually implied under these names 
write to the Press that they have never been sympathisers with or 
subscribers to the Militant Society. Again, a “ Guthrie ” family 
figures in the W.S.P.U. reports as regular subscribers to that 
Union, but the public utterances of some of the members leave it 
to be inferred that they are not active supporters of militancy. 
The public, therefore, is left in doubt in regard to the accuracy 
attaching to the printed statements of the W.S.P.U funds; but 
there can be no uncertainty regarding the use to which Mrs. 
Pankhurst’s Society has put whatever funds have passed under 
its control.

Between April, 1913, and May, 1914, the record of militant out­
rages includes the following :—

19 churches destroyed or damaged by fire.
100 houses, buildings, race stands, and timber yards burnt.

13 stations burnt.
6 trains fired.

11 golf links or bowling greens damaged.
27 bombs found.
29 cases of attempted arson.

This list is not necessarily exhaustive. During 1913 the losses 
entailed by 33 fires, where the damage done exceeded £1,000 in 
each case, amounted to £237,650. If minor outbreaks caused by 
Suffragettes are included, it is estimated that the total losses 
amounted to £250,000.

The above list makes no reference to the destruction of letters 
and pillar boxes. In considering the sum total of the annoyance 
caused to the public by Militant Suffragists we must include brawl­
ing in churches, the interruption of public meetings, and the 
personal assaults on Ministers and others.

No such formidable record of outrages could have been possible 
without large contributions to the Militants’ war chest. To the 
sums annually handled by the W.S.P.U. about 10,000 people are 
said to contribute; but much of the money is received in big 
subscriptions. Thus, in 1912, three people contributed £3,000, 
while 31 people contributed £10,000 out of a total of £28,000. In 
1913 five people gave between them £5,878, while 41 people in all 
subscribed £12,000 out of a total of £36,000.

That any of these subscribers should be in ignorance of the 
purpose to which their money was to be put is impossible in view 
of the record of the W.S.P.U. In 1913 £30,000 out of the total 
income for the year of £36,000 was collected, promised, or an­
nounced at two meetings. At one of these meetings in the Albert 
Hall, in appealing for funds. Miss Brackenbury said : “ Substan­
tial support is a sign that those who believe are ready to sacrifice 
for their belief.” At that moment Militant outrages were rampant. 
Five or six railway stations were burnt within the month. The 
people who poured their money into the coffers of the W.S.P.U. 
not only believed in Militancy, but paid their money for the pur­
pose of enabling the outrages to continue.

A New Edition
of the

ANTI-SUFFRAGE
HANDBOOK

is now ready, and may be had on application 
to the Head Office.

Price 1/=; by post 1/2.

“THE VOTE MUST COME
AT ONCE.

The Editor,
The Nottingham Guardian.

Sir,—I beg to inform your readers, through your columns, that I 
have recently altered my will, leaving the whole of my property to 
my female legatees unless some form of Parliamentary franchise for 
women is earried before my decease. I may add that I am not 
the only woman who is doing this.—I am, Sir, etc.,

MARGARET Stockman. .
. IF NOT SOONER.”

“ A Bill has been introduced in the Uruguayan Chamber to give 
Uruguayan women the same political rights as men.”

- - - - - - - - +- - - - - - - -
SUFFRAGIST VIEWS OF WOMAN SUFFRAGE.
“It is plain that the agitation itself has created a state of opinio 

which renders the last remedy [to give the suffrage] impossible for 
the moment.”—Leading article in The Westminster Gazette, June 
12th, 1914.

Speaking at a meeting of the Christian Commonwealth Fellow­
ship at King’s Weigh House on June 14th, Mr. Philip Snowden, 
M.P., said : " I say now that, through the action of a certain 
class, the suffrage question is as dead as Queen Anne.”—(Morning 
Post, June 15th.)

" We sometimes hear it said that the way to settle militancy is 
to give women the vote. It is difficult to imagine a more foolish 
suggestion than that; because the implication is that the vote is 
to be given to stop the women from doing these criminal acts and 
not because the vote should be given by right and reason. To 
give the vote because of such terrorism would be a base surrender 
to criminality and violence, which would inflict irreparable injury 
on civilisation, and would be an encouragement to every anti-social 
and criminally-disposed person to demand by similar methods what 
could not be justified by reason.”—Mr. Philip Snowden, M.P., in 
The Daily Chronicle, June 18th, 1914.

------ +------ 6
PERSONS MISSING.

The problem of women and girls reported missing is one of the 
many questions that is to find an easy solution when women have 
votes, but on which Suffragists refuse to throw any light until 
Woman Suffrage is granted. In the meantime it is as well that 
the real facts in relation to the problem should be known in pre­
ference to the mere assertions or insinuations of Suffragist speakers. 
In reply to a question in the House of Commons on June 22nd, 
Mr. McKenna gave the following answer :—" During the year 
ended December 31st, 1913, 1,083 girls under 16 and 3,017 women 
were reported to the Metropolitan Police as missing. It should be 
explained, however, that many of these were reported missing from 
homes in the country, information being circulated in London in 
case they should find their way here. The whole of the 1,083 girls 
were traced, and also 2,942 of the women. As regard the 75 cases 
not found, debt, family quarrels, uncomfortable situations, and 
similar reasons play an important part in the disappearances. The 
number of cases in which the disappearance was believed to be 
connected with irregular relations with men is about ten. In only 
one of these cases was there the slightest suspicion that the woman 
had been decoyed. The police made the closest inquiry, but wer® 
not able to find proof of the suspicion.”

An article in The Evening News of June 18th by Lord Wolmer 
gives a very misleading picture. The problem is by no means one 
to be ignored, but it will not benefit by being made a peg on which 
to hang the mythical advantages of Woman Suffrage.

- - - - - - - - +- - - - - - - -
A new Branch has been formed at Henley-on-Thames. The 

President is Lady Hambledon; the Hon. Treasurer Mr. G. F. 
Gibbs; and the Hon. Assistant Secretary Mrs. A. E. Hobbs, 28, 
Hart Street, Henley-on-Thames.

The League’s stall at the Anglo-American Exhibition is being 
kept very busy these weeks. Mrs. Bray, who is in charge, has 
had the assistance of Miss Cameron, but the help of any members 
of the London Branches who will offer their services would be 
much appreciated.

CHARLES KINGSLEY AND WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE.

A correspondent calls attention to the letter written in 1870 by 
Charles Kingsley to John Stuart Mill, pointing out how much 
of what Kingsley writes is applicable to the present time.

In “ Charles Kingsley : His Letters and Memories of His Life," 
edited by his wife, the author introduces the letter with the follow­
ing explanatory remarks :—

The following letter on “Woman’s Rights'' to. Mr. John Stuart 
Mill, who, hearing that he had withdrawn from the movement, 
wrote to ask his reasons, gives Mr. Kingsley’s latest views on 
this question. The proceedings of some of its advocates were so 
distasteful to him that he refused to attend their meetings; and 
‘donly branch of the subject which had his entire sympathy and support was the medical education of women. This he had held 
for years before the question of “ Women’s Suffrage ” was mooted 
to be one of deep importance.

“ My Dear Mr. Mill,—As you have done me the unexpected 
honour of asking my opinion on an important matter, I can only 
answer you with that frankness which is inspired by confidence 
and respect. . , . There exists, in all ranks in England, and in 
none more than in the highest rank, women brave, prudent, pure, 
wise, tried by experience and sorrow, highly “cultivated and 
thoughtful, too, whose influence is immense, and is always exer­
cised for good, as far as they see their way. And unless we 
can get these, of all ranks, and in each rank, down to the very 
lowest, to be ‘ the leaders of fashion' for good, instead of evil, 
we shall not succeed. I am pained, in a very large acquaintance 
of all ranks, to find the better rather than the worst women 
against us, while foolish women, of no sound or coherent opinions, 
and of often questionable morals . . . are inclined to patronise 
us in the most noisy and demonstrative way. I am aware of the 
physical and psychical significance of this fact. I know, and 
have long foreseen that what our new idea has to beware of, lest 
itashould be swamped thereby, is hysteria, male and female, 
istianity was swamped by it from at least the third to the 
sixteenth century, and if we wish to save ourselves from the same 
terrible abyss, and to—I quote my dear friend Huxley’s words, 
with full agreement, though giving them a broader sense than 
he would as yet—' to reconstruct society according to science,’ we 
must steer clear of the hysteric element, which I define as the 
fancy and emotions unduly excited by suppressed sexual excite­
ment. It is all the more necessary to do this, if we intend to 
attack ' social evils,’ i.e., sexual questions, by the help of woman 
raised to her proper place. That you mean to do so I take for 
granted. That I do, I hope you take for granted. If not, I 
should be glad some day to have the honour of talking over with 
you this whole matter, on which. I have long thought, and on 
which I have arrived at conclusions which I keep to myself as 
yet, and only utter as Greek Quvavra truveroiai, the principle of 
which is, that there will never be a good world for woman till 
the last monk, and therewith the last remnant of the monastic 
idea of and legislation for woman, i.e., the canon law, is civilised 
off the earth.

" Meanwhile, all the most pure and high-minded women in 
England and in Europe have been brought up under the shadow of

canon law, have accepted it, with their usual divine self- 
—crifice, as their destiny by law of God and nature, and consider 
their own womanhood outraged when it, their tyrant, is meddled 
with. It is to them, therefore, if we wish (as I do) for a social 
revolution, - that we must address ourselves mildly, privately, 
modestly, rationally. Public meetings drive them away, for their 
experiences, difficulties, wrongs are too sacred to be detailed 
even before women of whom they are not sure, much more before 
men, most of all before a press which will report, and next morn- 
ing cynically comment on, the secrets of their hearts. A free press, 
with all its •innumerable' advantages, is the great barrier (I say 
it to you deliberately) to the moving in this matter of that great 
mass of matrons for whom, in the long run, the movement is set on 
foot, and by whom alone it can be carried out. At least, so it 
seems to me, who fight not for the maiden so much as for the 
matron, because if the mother be benefited, the child is benefited in 
her. And therefore I deprecate the interference in this movement 
of unmarried women. . . . But I see with pain this movement 
backed up by men and women who, unknown themselves to the 
English nation, and knowing nothing of it and its actual opinions 
and habits for good and evil, in a word, sectarians (whether they 

know it or not), seem ready to scramble back into a society which 
they have in some oases forfeited, by mixing themselves up with 
questions which it is not for such as they to speak of, either in 
the study or the forum. I object, also, to the question of woman’s 
right to vote or to labour, and, above all, to woman’s right to 
practise as physicians and surgeons, being mixed up with social, 
i.e., sexual questions. Of woman’s right to be a medical prac- 
titioner, I hold that it is perhaps the most important social ques­
tion hanging over us. I believe that if once women can be al­
lowed to practise as freely as men the whole question as to the 
relation of the sexes, according to natural laws, and therefore 
according to what I believe to be the will and mind of God, the 
author of nature, will be made clear. . . . But for inat very 
reason I am more anxious that women should not meddle with these 
sexual questions—first, before they have acquired a sound, and 
also a general, scientific physiological training, which shall free 
them from sentiment, and confine them to physical laws and facts 
on these matters; second, before they have so accustomed the 
public to their ministrations as to show them that they are the 
equals of men in scientific knowledge and practical ability (as 
they are); and more, that they know, as women, a hundred women’s 
secrets which no one but a woman can know truly, and which it 
is a disgrace to modern civilisation that a man should have the 
right of trying to interpret. Therefore, I deprecate, most ear­
nestly, all the meddling, however pure-minded, humane, etc., 
which women have brought to bear on certain questions during 
the last six months. I do not say that they are wrong. Heaven 
forbid ! But I do say that by so doing they are retarding, it may 
be for generations, the cause which they are trying to serve. 
And I do say, for I have seen it, that they are thereby mixing 
themselves up with the fanatical of both sexes, with the vain 
and ambitious, and, worst of all, with the prurient. Prurience, 
sir, by which I mean lust, which, unable to satisfy itself in act, 
satisfies itself by contemplation, usually of a negative and seem­
ingly virtuous and Pharisaic character, vilifying, like St. Jerome 
in his cell at Bethlehem, that which he dare not do, and which is, 
after all, only another form of hysteria—that is the evil which 
we have to guard against, and we shall not do so unless we keep 
about this whole movement a tone of modesty, delicacy, lofty 
purity, which (whatever it knows, and perhaps it knows all) will 
not, and dare not, talk aloud about it. That tone will not be kept 
if we allow the matrons, and after them the maidens (by whom I 
mean women still under the influence of their fathers and mothers) 
or women having by their own property a recognised social posi­
tion, to be turned out of sight in this movement by ′ emancipated ’ 
women.

“ I know that the line is very difficult to draw. I see how 
we must be tempted to include, nay, to welcome as our best 
advocates, women who are smarting under social wrongs, who can 
speak on behalf of freedom with an earnestness like that of the 
escaped slave. But 1 feel that we must .resist that temptation.; that 
our strength lies not in the abnormal, but in the normal type of 
womanhood. And I must say that any sound reformation of the 
relations between woman and man must proceed from women who 
have fulfilled well their relations as they now exist, imperfect 
and unjust as they are—that only those who have worked well in 
harness will be able to work well out of harness, and that only 
those that have been (as tens of thousands of women are every 
day) rulers over a few things, will be fit to be rulers over many 
things; and I hold this—in justice to myself I must say it—not 
merely on grounds ′ theological ’ so-called, but on grounds without 
which the ′ theological ’ weigh with me very little—grounds ma- 
terial and physiological—on that voluntatem Dei in rebus reve- 
latam, to which I try, humbly, though confusedly, to submit all 
my conclusions.

“ Meanwhile I shall do that which I have been doing for years 
past—try to teach a noble freedom to those whom I see most 
willing, faithful, conscientious in their slavery through the path 
of self-sacrifice, and to influence their masters likewise to see 
in that self-sacrifice something far more divine than their own 
self-assertion—to show them that wherever man and wife are 
really happy together, it is by ignoring and despising, not by 
asserting, the subordination of woman to man, which they hold 
in theory—to set forth in every book I write (as I have done for 
twenty-five years) woman as the teacher, the natural and therefore 
divine guide, purifier, inspirer of the man. And so, perhaps, 
I may be as useful to the cause of chivalry, dear equally to you 
and me, as if I attended many meetings and spoke, or caused to 
be spoken, many speeches.”
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THE SONG OF THE SUFFRAGETTE.
I come from haunts of loot and coin

To make the wide world wonder, 
Through town and vale I leave my trail 

Of pillage and of plunder.

Through thirty streets I hurry down, 
Or slip between the sentries—

By twenty wiles—in sacred piles. 
To make explosive entries.

Till last in England’s hall I stand. 
Where kings are crowned in glory, 

And with a firebrand in my hand, 
Besmirch its ancient story.

I chatter on through thorny ways 
Of votes to hostile hearers,

I bubble o’er with frenzy sore, 
I babble on to jeerers.

And many a fire aflame I set 
in many a church and structure, 

With minds beset, the clerics fret, 
They fear my further fructure.

I shatter, shatter, as I go
To plan some fresh disaster, 

For while men wait and hesitate
I hack a grand “ Old Master.”

I sneak about, and in and out, 
With here a hammer nailing, 

And here and there I seat a chair. 
Or chain myself to railing.

And here and there a “ buster ” bomb. 
Upon me as I travel.

And in my wake I windows break 
With gusto—also gravel.

I shriek and shout and kick about, 
I bite a badgered “ bobby ” ;

I clout and spout at royal route 
To ride my little hobby.

I yell, I screech, I tumble down 
Like some unloosened fury, 

With scorn and frown my sentence drown. 
And heed not judge nor jury.

And wreck things all along and go 
To make the whole world shiver, 

For though men hate, they hesitate, 
So I go on for ever.

Bertha Hudson.
----------- 4-----------

THE CONSTRUCTIVE WORK OF SUFFRAGISM.
Apart from militancy the only practical work done by Suffragists 

is to support the Labour Party, and to strive to increase its repre­
sentation in Parliament. In view of this action on the part of Suf­
fragists it is of interest to learn the objects of the Labour Party, 
for which. Conservative Suffragists and others are thus working. 
Speaking at Burton-on-Trent on June 27th, 1914, Mr. Keir Hardie 
said (The Observer, June 28th): “ The Labour Party stood to 
bring about the time when the working classes of England would 
be free and independent, when there would be no House of Lords, 
no Royal Shows, no Landlords, and no Em^loyersd’

Mrs. Fawcett and those who subscribe to the funds which she 
passes on to the Labour Party have the satisfaction of knowing 
that although they may not obtain Woman Suffrage, they are help­
ing Mr. Keir Hardie towards the attainment of his ideal.

- - - - - - - - +- - - - - - - -
The Peterborough Branch of the National Union of Suffrage 

Societies, which includes amongst its members Mrs. Page (wife of 
the Dean) and Mrs. Clayton (wife of Bishop Clayton) has decided 
to withdraw from connection with headquarters “ in consequence 
of the action of the latter with regard to party politics.”—Notting­
ham Guardian, May 30th, 1914.

BRANCH NEWS.

Secretaries of Branches and others to whom flags or banners are 
■ent for use at meetings are asked to return them as won is possible 
after the meeting to the headquarters of the League.

Amersham.—By the kind invitation of Mrs. Sandford Freeman, 
a most successful meeting was held in the garden of High Wood, 
Chesham Bois. Lady Susan Truman, the President of the 
Amersham Branch of the Anti-Suffrage League, presided, and 
made a charming little speech, introducing Miss Page to the 
audience, who welcomed her very kindly, having much enjoyed 
hearing her speak on a previous visit to the neighbourhood.

Miss Page then gave an eloquent address, impressing on her 
hearers the necessity for all to show the worth of their convictions, 
and not merely to say they were opposed to Woman Suffrage, but 
to prove it by joining the League and persuading others to cob.

A vote of thanks to Miss Page was proposed by Mr. Yates, and 
seconded by Mr. Sandford Freeman.

Bristol.—A well attended garden meeting, arranged by the 
Bristol Branch of the N.L.O.W.S., took place on June 25th, at 
Holmwood, Westbury-on-Trym, by the kind invitation of Mrs. 
Stanley Badock. Mrs. H. C. Trapnell took the chair, and made a 
few remarks on the importance of the Anti-Suffrage, cause, im­
pressing on the audience the necessity of giving the matter very 
serious consideration, as it was a question which must come 
before the electorate at the next General Election. She urged 
women to use their influence with men to prevent any measure 
of Woman Suffrage being brought forward.

Miss Price then addressed the meeting, dwelling on the con- 
structive policy of the League, and emphasising the importance 
of Anti-Suffragists keeping “up-to-date” in public matters, and 
considering what they can do for the welfare of the community. 
She also drew attention to the curious fact that as men are be­
ginning to be dissatisfied with the vote, finding that it has not 
done as much for them as they expected, some women are starting 
to clamour for it.

An interesting account of work in the North of England is 
given by Mrs. Halbot, the Hon. Secretary of the Leeds Brat, 
and the following resolution, proposed by Mrs. H. C. Trapnell, 
and seconded by Mrs. Stanley Badock, was carried unanimously :_  
“ That this meeting urges the Government not to pass any Bill 
for the enfranchisement of women, on the ground that any partial 
measure would be unjust to the non-enfranchised women, and to 
give the vote to all women would be bad for women and disastrous 
to the country.”

The meeting closed with a vote of thanks to Mrs. Stanley 
Badock. * •

On June 30th, a drawing-room meeting was held at 2, Christina 
Terrace, Hotwells, by the kind invitation of Mrs. Court. Mrs. 
H. C. Trapnell gave a most interesting and convincing address 
pointing out how much women could do to help in the adminis. 
Ration of the laws, especially those affecting women and children. 
The following resolution was unanimously carried :_

" That this meeting is of the opinion that it is not desirable 
to grant votes to women until the matter has been brought before 
the country as a main issue at a General Election, or until a 
Referendum on the subject has been taken.”

Guildford.—Mr. R. M. Pearce, M.A., of Ripley, presided over . 
open-air Anti-Suffrage meeting which was held in North Streo 
Guildford, on July 17th. The speaker was Miss Mabel Smith, 
who, dealing with the question of Woman Suffrage from the point 
of view of ‘grievances and expectations, contended that the case for 
the vote had not been proved. A vote against the extension of the 
Franchise to women was carried by a large majority, and the 
chairman and speaker were thanked on the motion of the Rev. N. 
Peers Adams.

Manchester.—On Wednesday, July 15th, by kind invitation of 
Mrs. Boutflower, the first of a series of “American Teas” was 
held at her house, Stenecourt, Kersal. Owing to the precarious 
condition of the weather the “American Tea” was held indoors 
not in the garden as anticipated. A most enjoyable and pleasant 
afternoon was spent by the large number of ladies present. The 
“ American Tea ” proved to be a success in every way, and sub­
stantially added to the funds of the Manchester Branch.

Very grateful thanks are due to Mrs. Boutflower for all her 
kindness, and to the following ladies whose assistance was most 
effectual: Mrs. Battersby, Miss Smithies, and Miss Elsie G 
Croggon.

Marylebone.—On Wednesday, July 1st, a very successful sale of 
work was held in Mrs. Alexander Scott’s beautiful garden, at 34, 
Upper Hamilton Terrace, N.W. Under the large marquee were 
ranged the attractive stalls, the most important of which was the 
Irish linen stall, presided over by the hostess. Refreshments were 
served at small tables On the lawn. It was much to be regretted 
that more members did not attend, for those who came had a most 
enjoyable afternoon, and especially admired the rose garden, where 
the roses were in full bloom. The proceeds of the sale were most 
satisfactory, and as the result the committee were able to send a 
substantial donation to the funds of the League.

Newcastle.—Under the auspices of the National League for 
opposing Woman Suffrage, a meeting was held in the Lovaine 
Hall, St. Mary’s Place, Newcastle, on the 17th July, which was 
addressed by Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun. Mr. H. S. Mundahl 
presided.

Referring to militancy, in the course of his opening words, Mr. 
Mundahl said that those who performed these actions were really 
‘ ‘ Gssins or vermin ’ ‘—creatures who destroyed that which they could never create. They sneaked into churches and places where 
there was no one about. Then they set fire to edifices and left 
bombs, and then tried to sneak away. If they were caught and 
sent to prison they endeavoured to escape their due punishment 
by hunger-striking—thus trading once more on the chivalry of 
men.

Mrs. Colquhoun said that there was no doubt whatever that the 
vast majority of women in the country were apathetic on the 
question of the vote, and did not want it. The matter had not 
been placed before the electors, and there had been no election 
fought successfully on the question. The speaker affirmed that 
women did not need a vote to take part in important reforms 
of social character. Women wanted a vote to take a share in 
the control of the country’s affairs. What did they know about 
commerce? They could not hope to decide questions of trade 
and commerce, which were essentially matters for men. Nor 
could women take any part in the defence of the country. Women, 
she declared, stripped of the attributes with which civilised men 
had clothed her, would be, as she was in past ages, a beast of 
burden, and the property of any male stronger than herself.

Iaconclusion, Mrs. Colquhoun dealt with the question of mili- 
tart from a woman’s point of view; and said that if people 
wanted an argument against granting the vote to women, 'they 
had only to look at the length to which these women were prepared 
to go on account of an idea with which they were obsessed.

Purley.—A well-attended meeting and garden party, arranged by 
the Purley and Sanderstead Branch of the National League for 
Opposing Woman Suffrage, was held at ‘ Rednal," Purley Oaks 
Road (by the kind invitation of Mrs. Wenham and Mrs. Smiles), 
on June 26th. Mrs. Harold Norris presided, and the speaker 
was Mrs. Austin, who well sustained the interest of her audience, 
and made a. powerful plea for all those who were opposed to 
the enfranchisement of women to come forward and join the 
League. The Chairman thought that everyone was blaming the 
Government for its inaction, but she said that if women would 
only come in their thousands and join the Anti-Suffrage move- 
went it would wonderfully strengthen the Government’s hands. 
A vote of thanks was proposed by Mrs. Grigg and carried. Dur­
ing the course of the afternoon tea was served, and various com­
petitions had been arranged to take place, but, owing to a sudden 
storm, these contests had to be abandoned.
Richmond.—A very successful garden party was given by Mrs 
ughby Dumergue, the President of the Richmond Branch of

National League for Opposing Woman Suffrage, to members 
and friends, on July Sth, at 5, Mount Ararat Road, Richmond. 
During the afternoon, tea and refreshments were served, and a 
concert was given in the garden.

After tea, Mrs. Harold Norris, of Chiswick, gave a forceful 
address dealing with the underlying danger of the Suffragist de- 
hands, and the hopeful position which was at present occupied by 

the Anti-Suffrage League. r •
At the conclusion, the Chairman, Mr. E. Jesty, proposed a 

vote of thanks to the speaker, which was seconded by Lady Wyllie 
and carried. Several new members were enrolled, and Mrs’ 
—umergue was warmly thanked for her kind hospitality.
. On June 29th the Richmond Branch organised an open-air meet­
ing at the Gasworks Bridge, Lower Mortlake Road. Mr. Samuels from. Caxton House headquarters, gave a spirited and forcible 
address to a large audience, chiefly composed of working men and women, and the resolution against Woman Suffrage, on being

to the meeting, was carried with only one dissentient. Much 

literature was distributed, and several new members joined the 
local Branch.

Shepperton.—A meeting of the Weybridge and District Branch 
of the National League for Opposing Woman Suffrage was held 
at “ The Hoo,"' Shepperton, by kind permission of Mrs. Hunter, 
on June 25th. Mr. Lovett Cameron presided, and a letter was 
read from the Hon. C. T. Mills, M.P., expressing regret that his 
party duties prevented him from being present. Miss Gladys 
Pott gave a very closely-reasoned address, arguing that the exer­
cise of the Suffrage was part of the man’s function in the State, 
that the difference of function was a mark of advancing civilisa­
tion, and a confounding of function a retrogade movement in 
racial history. Incidentally, she defined the home as that place 
in which the care of the individual is paramount. Mr. Algernon 
Moreing moved a vote of thanks to Miss Pott for her address, 
and Mrs. Gore Browne expressed the thanks of the meeting to Mrs. 
Hunter for her hospitiality.

Stocksfield.—On the 16th July, in the Institute at Stocksfield, 
a meeting was held under the auspices of the National League for 
Opposing Woman Suffrage. Mr. C. O. E. Gibson occupied the 
chair, and an interesting address was given by Mrs. Archibald 
Colquhoun, of London.

Mrs. Colquhoun, in the course of her speech, said that the 
time had now arrived when it was possible to hear arguments 
on both sides of the Woman Suffrage question, which sooner or 
later would have to be decided; and advanced proofs to show 
that the women ‘of this country did not want votes. She pointed 
out the anomalies that would occur if women were given votes, 
and thus were enabled to put forward legislation which men alone 
could enforce. In speaking of militancy, Mrs. Colquhoun said 
that the development of women upon political lines was exempli­
fied by the Suffragettes, who were simply defying the law for their 
own ends.

At the conclusion of her address Mrs. Colquhoun answered most 
effectively questions put to her by members of the audience, and 
it was announced that she would speak the next night in the 
Lovaine Hall, Newcastle.

Windsor.—A very successful and largely attended garden meeting 
was held on June 25th, under the auspices of the Windsor and 
Eton Branch of the National League for Opposing Woman Suffrage, 
in the grounds of Abbey House, Windsor (by kind permission of 
Miss Hunter).

The Chairman, Mr. G. H. Peters, in the course of his opening 
remarks, spoke of the special loss to Windsor caused by the mili­
tants; and referred to the indignant feeling aroused among the 
general public by the desecration of churches.

Mrs. Harold Norris proposed the Anti-Suffrage resolution, and 
made an eloquent and most convincing speech on the chief features 
of the . Suffrage question. She dwelt much on the danger of 
Suffragist teachers in all classes of schools, and the consequent 
hardship entailed on parents who are obliged to send their children 
to schools where such doctrines are taught. She was carefully 
listened to, and her speech was very much appreciated by the 
audience, many of whom were of the working class.
. Mr. A. A. Somerville, of Eton College, seconded the resolution 
in an excellent speech. Although written questions were invited, 
none were forthcoming, and the resolution was put to the meeting 
and carried without opposition.

A vote of thanks, proposed by Dr. Crouch, ended the meeting. 
A large number of badges were sold and many new members were 
enrolled ’ the numbers of the Branch having now reached 520, in 
addition to many sympathisers. .

The Beehive.—A successful meeting was held at Strathtyrum 
on July IIth, at 3.30. It was a lovely afternoon. The visitors 
were received in the flower garden by Lady Griselda Cheape. 
After opening with prayer. Lady Griselda Cheape gave each visitor 
a rose, and in the course of an address pointed out how roses had thorns the trials of life—but the bloom was like pure woman, 
hood, fragrant and pure. Women should try to be like flowers Tea was served on the lawn. There was a goodly throng, 22 mem- 
bers joining. The guests then wandered about under the trees. 
A hearty vote of thanks to Lady Griselda ended a very pleasant afternoon. j -—

The Beehive ^Presl^ Lady Griselda Cheape; Hon. Secretary, Mrs. Cuthbert, II, Alexandra Place, St. Andrews) issues a brief 
report of its activities during the past year. The report shows that the Bees worked well. Between May, 1913, and Avril 
1914, 246 members joined.. Collections for philanthropic purposes 
were made nearly every month, and resulted in useful contributions 
being sent to various societies and institutions.
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BRANCHES.
BEDFORDSHIRE.

BEDFORDSHIRE—
President: Lord Ampthill, C.I.
Vice-Presidents: The Lady Ampthill, C.I., The

Lady Isabella Whitbread, Mrs. S. Howard Whit- 
bread, Sir Frederick Howard, Samuel Whit- 
bread, Esq., S. Howard Whitbread, Esq.

Chairman of Committee: Mrs. Howard.
Hon. Treasurer: Hon. Alice St. John.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Bull, Hughenden, Bedford.

BERKSHIRE.
NORTH BERKS—

President: The Lady Wantage.
Hon. Secretary: Mias Gladys Pott, Little Place, 

Clifton Hampden, Abingdon, Berks; and 7, 
Queensborough Terrace, Hyde Park, W.

Abingdon (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary: Lady Norman, Stratton House, 

Abingdon.
Faringdon (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Turnbull, The Firs, Lon- 
don Street, Faringdon, Berks.

Steventon (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. F. Townsend, Steventon.

Wantage (Sub-Branch)-
Hon. Secretary: Miss Keble, Lockinge 

Vicarage, Wantage.
SOUTH BERKS—

President .*
Hon. Secretary and Hon. Treasurer :

CAST BERKS—
President: The Lady Haversham.
Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary: Mri. Addington Howkins, Sindle 

sham. Wokingham.
Ascot (Sub-Branoh)—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Herbert Crouch, Shep- 
herds* Corner, Ascot.

Joint Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Edward Donner, 
Woodleigh, Sunninghill.

Binfield, Bracknell and District—
Vice-President: Mrs. Luard.
Hon. Secretary : Lady Cunningham, Park Lodge.

Binfield.
Maidenhead (Sub-Branoh)—

Hon. Secretary:
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Miss Marion Roberta, 

Courthouse Lane.
Wokingham (Sub-Branoh)—

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Garry.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Addington How- 

kins, Sindlesham, Wokingham; Mrs. Antony 
Hawkins, Bear Wood, Wokingham.

NEWBURY—
President:
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Miss Ross, 

Speen Elms, Speen, Newbury.
READING—

President: Mrs. G. W. Palmer.
Hon. Treasurer: Dr. Secretan.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Thoyts, Furze Bank, Red 

lands Road. Reading.
WINDSOR AND ETON—

President, Hon. Secretary and Hon. Treasurer
Lady Mary Needham, 53, Frances Rond 
Windsor

BIRMINGHAM AND DISTRICT.
President • The Right Hon. J. Austen Chamber 

lain. NLP.
Vice-Presidents : Maud Lady Calthorpe; Mis» 

Beatrice Chamberlain.
Hon. Treasurer: Murray N. Phelps, Esq., LL. B.
Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Saundby; W. G. W 

Hastings, Esq.
Secretary: Miss Gertrude Allarton, 109, Colmor- 

Row. Birmingham.
Erdington (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Treasurer: F. C. Allday, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Allday, 65, Holly Lane, 

Erdington.
Hands worth (Sub-Branoh)—

President:
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Bob Allday.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Ernest Lawton, 31, 

Handsworth Wood Road, Handsworth.
Solihull (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary: Miss Maud Pemberton, Whit- 
acre. Solihull

Stourbridge—
President: Lady Georgina Vernon.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Evers.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Timmis, Pedmore, Stour- 

bridge.
All communications to be sent for the present 

to Miss Round, Ellerton, Pedmore, Stourbridge.
Button Coldfield—

Hon. Treasurer: Miss Muriel Addenbrook.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Grinsell, Combernere 

Oak, Four Oaks.

Walsall (Sub- Branch)—
Chairman: Mrs. S. M. Slater,
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Mrs. 

Greatrex, Highbury, Mellish Road, Walsall.
Wednesbury—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Shirlaw, 35, Rooth Street, 

Wednesbury.
BUCKINGHAMSHIRE.

AMERSHAM—
President. Lady Susan Trueman.
Hon. Treasurer: Sandford Freeman, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Sandford Freeman, High 

Wood, Chesham Bois.
BEACONSFIELD—

President: Hon. Lady Hulse.
Vice-Presidents: Miss Charsley, Mrs. Cowan, 

Mrs. Hanbury, Mrs. Inglefield, Mrs. Joy, Mrs. 
Moore, Mrs. Reckitt, Mrs. Simpson, Hoc. Mrs. 
Stopford, Lady Warner, Mrs. Young.

Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Min Schmidt. 
Uplands.

THE CHALFONT8 AND GERRARDS CROSS—
President: Mrs. Moore.
Chairman : Mrs. Guy.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Leeming.
Hon. Secretary. Mrs. Macdona’’, Dun Erin, 

Chalfont St Peter.
HADDENHAM—

President: Mrs. Stevenson.
Hon. Treasurer: Dr Newcombe.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Newcombe, The Haw 

thornes, Haddenham, Bucks.
HIGH WYCOMBE—

Hon. Secretary (pro tom.): Miss Schmidt, Up- 
lands, Beaconsfield.

MARLOW—
Hon. Treasurer: Mr Alfred Davin.
Hon. Secretary: Miss N. Forrest, New Court. 

Marlow.
SLOUOH—

Hon. Treasurer and Secretary •
WENDOVER—

President: The Lady Louisa Smith.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary:
St. Leonards (Sub-Branoh)—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Westcombe, St. Leonard* 
Tring.

CAMBRIDGESHIRE.
CAMBRIDGE—

President: Mrs. Austen Leigh.
Hon. Treasurer: Lady Seeley.
Hon. Secretaries : Mrs. Boughey. 4, Cranmer 

Road; Mrs. Vernon Jones, Weathercote, Barton 
Road.

Ful bourn (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Miss Gardner, 

Barns bury House, Fulbourn.
Great Abingten (Sub-Branoh)—

Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Miss N. Cox, 
Ivy Lodge, Great Abington, Cambs.

Swatham Priory (Sub-Branoh)—
Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Mri. Fisher.

The Vicarage, Swafham Priory, Cambridge.
CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY-

President: C. C. Perry, Esq., M.A.
Hon. Secretaries: Herbert Loewe, Esq., M.A., 6, 

Park Street, Jesus Lane, Cambridge; B. F. 
Betteridge, Esq., Christ’s College, Cambridge.

CHESHIRE.
ALDERLEY EDOE—

(See Lancashire Districts.)
ALTRINCHAM—

President: Ladv Stamford.
Chairman: F. O. Arnold, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer: A. K. Wotton, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Jarrett, Oakdene, Bower 

Road, Hale.
HOOTON AND OAPEN HURST—See Liverpool
MARPLE— 

(See Manchester.)
WINSFORD AND OVER—

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. T. H. Cooke.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Chirnside, Westholme, Over 

Cheshire.

CUMBERLAND AND WESTMOR- 
LAND.

CUMBERLAND AND WESTMORLAND—
President * Mist Cropper.
Vice-President: Lady Mabel Howard.
Hob. Treasurer : A. Spedding, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Howard, Greystoke Castle 

8.0. t Cumberland.

Ambleside and Grasmere— 
President:
Hon. Secretary:

Appleby—
President:
Vice-President : Lady Wynne.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Darwell, Bongate Hall, 

Appleby.
Arnside—

Mrs. Shepherd, Shawleigh, Arnside, Westmor- 
land.

Carlisle (Sub-Branch)—
President: Lady Allison.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Spencer Ferguson, 37, 

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

President: Mrs. Green Thompson, Bridekirk. 
Cockermouth.

Hon. Secretary:
Kendal (Sub-Branch)—

President: The Hon. Mrs. Cropper.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Cropper, Tolson H all, 

Kendal.
Wigton (Sub-Branch)— a

President: Miss Ida Kentish.
Hon. Secretary: Mia a Helen Wildman, M.A., 

Thomlinson School.
KESWICK—

President: Mri. R. D. Marshall.
Hod, Treasurer: James Forsyth, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. J. Hall, Greta Grove, Kg»- 

wick.
KIRKBY STEPHEN—

President: Mrs. Thompson, Stobars Hall.
Vice-President: Mrs. Breeks, Brough.
Hon. Secretary :

DERBYSHIRE.
ASHBOURNE AND DISTRICT—

President: The Lady Florence Duncombe.
Chairman : Mrs. R. H. Jelt
Vice-Chairman: Mrs. Sadler.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Wither.
Hon. Secretary: Miss M. L. Bond, Alrewas House, 

Ashbourne.

DEVONSHIRE.
BIDEFORD—

Joint Hon. Secretaries: Miss Vincent, Glen- 
ville. Bideford, Miss McLaren (progm.). 
Woodside, Bideford.

EXETER—
President: Lady Audrey Buller.
Chairman: C. T. K. Roberts, Esq., Fairhill, 

Exeter.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Miss 

Templeton, 27, Marlborough Road, Exeter.
EAST DEVON—

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

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: Miss Browning, " Becenhent,” 

Sidmouth.
EXMOUTH—

Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Min Elfrida 
F. Gillum, Vernham Dean, Exmouth.

OTTERY 8T. MARY—
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Willock.
Hon. Secretary:

TORQUAY—
President: Hon. Mrs. Bridgeman
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Parker. .
Hon. Secretary: Miss M. C. Philpotts, Kilc con, 

Torquay. 59
ESSEX.

SHENFIELD AND BRENTWOOD BRANCH—
President (pro torn.): Miss B. Heatley.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Dawe, Trevosper. Worrin 

Road, Shenfeld.
SOUTHEND AND WESTCLIFF-ON-SEA—

President: J. H. Morrison Kirkwood, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer:
Joint Hon. Secretaries: The Misses Smith, 35, 

Pern bury Road, Westcliff-on-Sea.
WOODFORD—Including the districts of

Woodford, Chigwell, Buokhurst Hill, Wanstead.
President: Mrs. E. North Buxton.
Hon. Treasurer: W. Houghton, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss L. C. Nash, Woodcroft, 24, 

Mostalt Road, Woodford Green.

GLOUCESTERSHIRE.
BRISTOL—

Chairman: Mrs. S. H. Badock.
Hon. Treasurer: Professor R. M. Ferrier.
Secretary: Mrs. Archbold. Office (pro tom.): 12, 

Aberdeen Road, Redland, Bristol.

Brislington (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Wilson, 47, Langton 

Road, St. Ann's Park, Brislington.
Burnham (Sub-Branch)—

President: The Hon. Mrs. Arthur Rogers, The 
Towans, Burnham.

Midsomer Norton and Radstock (Sub-Branch)— 
Hon. Treasurer: M. H. Taverner, Esq., The 

Old Vicarage, Midsomer Norton, to whom all 
communications should be sent.

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Wilson Ewer.
Nailsea (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Perkins, Nailsea.
Thornbury (Sub-Branoh)—

President: Miss Margaret D. Cheater Master.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Meech, Bank Cottage, 

Thornbury.
CIRENCESTER—

President: Countess Bathurst
D^^residcnt: Mrs. Gordon Dugdale.
FBTreasurer: R. W. Ellett, Esq.
Hol. Secretary: Mrs. Leatham, Bagendon, Ciren- 

cester.
Hon. Organiser: Miss Marsh.

CHELTENHAM—
President:
Hon. Treasurer: Miti Cates.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Vickers, 5. Lani down Ter- 

race, Cheltenham.
GLOUCESTER—

Chairman : Mrs. R. I. Tidswell.
Vice-Chairmen: Mrs. Nigel Haines, Mri. W. 

Langley-Smith, and Mrs. Grimke-Drayton.
Hon. Treasurer: W. P. Cullis, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Millington, 4* Kingsholm 

Square, Gloucester.
TETBURY-

President:
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary: Mrs. Arthur 

Balfour, The Close, Tetbury.

HAMPSHIRE.
BOURNEMOUTH—

Presidents: The Lady Abinger, Mrs. Roberts 
Thomson.

Chaan : Dr. Frost
Hcreasurer : W. Raywood, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Sherring, St. Michaels, 

149, Southcote Road.
Assistant Hon. Treasurer: Miss Medwin,

HANTS (West), Kingio I ere Dietriot—
President:
Vice-President: Lady Arbuthnot.
Hon. Treasurer: A. Helsham-Jonea, Esq., Tile 

Barn, Woolton Hill.
NORTH HANTS—

President: Mri. Laurence Currie.
Hon. Secretary: Mri. Allnutt, Hazelhurst, Basing- 

stoke.
Basingstoke (Sub-Branch)—

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

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

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

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

Vice-President: Mrs. Berkeley.
All communications to be addressed to Mri. All- 
amatt, Haielhurat, Basingstoke.
Look—(See under Surrey.)

PETERSFIELD—
President: The Lady Emily Turnour.
Vice-President: Mrs. Nettleship.
Hon. Secretary:

PORTSMOUTH AND DISTRICT—
President: Mrs. Gillum Webb.
Vice-President: Mrs. Robertson.
Hon. Treasurer: Admiral Pollard.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Kinipple, 7, Portland Ter- 

race.
Acting Secretary: Mrs. Marriott, a7. Clarendon 

Road, Southsea.
All communications to be addressed to Mrs. 

Marriott for the present.
SOUTHAMPTON

President: The Lady Swaythling, Towa Hill Bitterne.
Chairs an : Mr a. Sinkins.
Hob. Treasurer: Thomas Brook, Esq., South 

ampton.
Secretary: Miss H. M. Swanston, Upper Brown- 

hill, Rownhams, near Southampton.

WINCHESTER—
President: Countess of Northbrook.
Chairman: Leonard Keyser, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Nairne.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Smith Dampier, 49, South 

gate Street, Winchester.

HEREFORDSHIRE.
HEREFORD AND DISTRICT—

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 Mri 
Edward Heygate.

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

West Bank, Ross.

HERTFORDSHIRE.
BARNET AND HADLEY-

President:
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary: Mrs. Smithett 

Romsdal, New Barnet.
ST. ALBANS—

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Worssam.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Kingdon, The Glen, Rad- 

lett, Herts.
WEST HERTS, WATFORD—

President: The Lady Ebury.
Chairman : Miss Dorothy Ward.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss E. P. Metcalfe.
Clerical Hon. Secretaries: Miss H. L. Edwards, 

The Corner, Cassio Road, Watford; Miss M. K 
Hopkinson.

Berkhamsted (Sub-Branoh)—
President: A. J. Ram, Esq., K.C.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Miss

Hyam, The Cottage, Potten End, Berk 
hamsted.

Boxmoor and Hemal 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.
Rickmanswerth (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Treasurer: Miss M. Denison Hill, Oving. 
Rickmans worth.

ISLE OF WIGHT.
ISLE OF WIGHT—

President: Mrs. Of lander.
BEMBRIDGE—

Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Miss Tabuteau, 
Woodlands, Bembridge.

RYDE—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Perrott, Cluntagh, near 

Ryde, Isle of Wight
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Lowther Crofton.

SANDOWN—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Le Grice, Thorpe Lodge 

Sandown.
SHANKLIN—

Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Miss Mabel 
Brumwell, Dunelm, Victoria Avenue, Shanklin.

VENTNOR—
Hon. Secretary and Treasurer : Mrs. Edward 

Evans, Belgrave View, Ventnor.
WOOTTON—

President: Mrs. Scott.
Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Miss Scott, 

Bridge House, Wootton.
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Miss Dorothy Brown.

KENT.
BROMLEY—

President: Lady Lubbock.
Hon. Treasurer: G. F. Fischer, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mr*. Fischer, Appletreewick 

Bickley.
CANTERBURY-

Hon Treasurer: Miss Moore.
Hon. Secretary (pro tom.): Mrs. Preston, Cray 

ford House, Lower Bridge Street.
CRANBROOK—

President: Miss Neve, Osborne Lodge.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Addison, West Terrace 

Cranbrook.
Hon. Secretary: Strangman Hancock Esq.. 

Kennel Holt. Cranbrook.
DEAL AND WALMER—

President: Lady George Hamilton.
Hon. Treasurer: William Matthews, Esq.
Deal—

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

Walmer—
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Mita Lapage, Sheer 

House, Upper Walmer; Miss A. Bowman 
Claremount, Cattle Read. Walmer.

DOVER—
Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Mrs. Cowper 

a, Park Avenue, Dover.

ELTHAM—
Hob. Treasurer: Miss Ethel Themas,
Hon. Secretary

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

Terrace, Shorncliffe Road, Folkestone.
HAWKHURST—

President: Mrs. Ready, Fileralie, Hawkhurst.
Hon. Treasurer: Mri. Beauchamp Tower.
Hon. Secretary: Mri. Carter, School Cottage, 

Flimwell.
ISLE OF THANET—

President: Mrs. C. Murray Smith.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Fishwick.
Hon. Secretary:
Herne Bay (Sub-Branoh)—

ROCHESTER—
Hon. Treasurer: Mri. Conway Gordon.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Pollock, Holly Lodge, Cob- 

ham, Rest
SALTWOOD—

President: Mrs. Deedes.
Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary: Miss I. Stigand, Elmleigh, Salt- 

wood.
SEVENOAKS—

President: Mrs. R. Herries.
Deputy-President: Mrs. Mordecai.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Herbert Knocker.

Hon. Secretary: Miss Tabrum, 3, Clarendon Road 
Sevenoaks.

TONBRIDGE—
President: Lady Harriet Warde.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Crowhurst, 136, Hadlow 

Road, Tonbridge.
TUNBRIDGE WELLS—

President: Countess Amherst
Vice-President: Mri. E. L. Pontifex
Hon. Treasurer : E. Weldon, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss M. B. Backhouse, 48, St. 

James’ Road, Tunbridge Wells.

LANCASHIRE.
HAWKSHEAD—

President : Mrs. Hadley.
Hon Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Humphrey Boddington.

LIVERPOOL—
Local Vice-Presidents : Lady Royden. Mrs. F. E.

Smith, The Right Hon. F. E. Smith, K.C., 
M.P., Colonel Chaloner, M.P., Leslie Scott,
Esq., K.C., M.P., Gershom Stewart, Esq., M.P.,
Harold Smith, Esq., M.P., Canon Paiz- Cox, 
M.A., J. S. Rankin, Esq., de F. Pennefather, 
Esq.

Chairman: Aid. M. H. Maxwell, T.P.
Hon. Treasurer and Assistant Hon. Secretary: 

Frank A. Goodwin, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Min C. Gostenhofer, 16, Beres- 

ford Road Birkenhead.
Secretary: Miss M. Winifred Hughes, Century 

Buildings, 31, North John Street

LIVERPOOL FEDERATION OF BRANCHES.
Abercromby—

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Milner, 66, Mount 
Pleasant, Liverpool.

Hon. Secretary: Miss Gladdis Bernard, 57, Rod- 
ney Street, Liverpool.

Birkenhead—
Hon. Treasurer: Alex Wilson, Esq., Meds Drive, 

Hoylake.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Maud Henry, 51, Devon- 

shire Road, Birkenhead.
Blundellsands and Crosby—

Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Miss J. 
Owen, Rhianva, Blundellsands.

East and West Toxteth—
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Crosfield, 31, Alexander 

Drive, Liverpool.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. R. H. Case, 7, West 

Albert Road, Sefton Park, Liverpool.
Hooton and Capenhurst—

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Wyatt, The Priory, 
Hooton.

Hon. Secretary: Miss Gladys Moore, Engayne, 
Spital.

Wallasey—
Hon. Secretary and Hon. Treasurer : Miss E. C. 

Williams, Ellerslie, Claremount Road, Wal- 
lasev

MANGWESTER—
President : Lady Sheffield.
Chairman: Russell Allen. Esq.
Hon Treasurer: Percy Marriott, Esq
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Arthur Herbert.
Oreanising Secretary: Miss Q Moir, 1, Princess 

Street, Manchester.
Secretary: Miss A. Muriel Croggon, 1, Princes.

• Street, Manchester.
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Manchester South (Sub-Branel)— _ — _ 
President: Philip G. Glazebrook, ESg-, 
Vice-Presidents: Lady Hopkinson, Dr. Feather- 
stone, Mrs. Seel, A. C. Gronno, Esq.

Chairman: Thomas Macpherson, Esq.
Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: P. Riddell, Esq., 

8, Greame Street, Whalley Range.
Manchester, South-West (8ub-Branoh)— 

Chairman: H. H. Gibson, Esq., 461, Stretford 
Road, Old Trafford.

DISTRIOTS.
Alderley Edge (Sub-Branch)— 

President: Mrs. Moorhouse.
Chairman: J. M. Dale, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Rayner.
Co. Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Dale, Rose Lea, 

Alderley Edge; Mrs. Roberton-Carver, The 
Meadows, Alderley Edge.

Didebury (8ub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Henry Simon, Lawnhurst, 

Did s bury.
Levenshuime, Burnage, Heaton Chapel, and Hea 

ton Moor (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. N. Smith, 9, Roseleigh 

Avenue, Burnage.
District Hon. Secretaries:

Levenshuime and Burnage : Mr. and Mrs. H.
W. Barber, Highfield, Burnage Lane, Withing- 

ton, Manchester.
Heaton Chapel and Heaton Moor: Miss L. 

Bennett, " Parkleigh," Elms Road, Heaton 
Chapel.

Marple (Sub-Branch)—
President: Miss Hudson.
Chairman of Committee: Mr. Evans.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Mrs 

Sugden. Newlyn. Marple
Bt. Anne's and Fylde (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Treasurer: Miss Norah Waechter.
Hon. Secretary: W. H. Pickup, Esq., 8a, St 

Anne’s Road West, St. Anne’s.
Urmsten (Sub-Branch!—

Hon. Treasurer: Mr. Jackson.
Hon. Secretary: Miss A. Nall, Bruntwood, Urm-

•ton.

LEICESTERSHIRE.
LEICESTER—

President *. Lady Hazelrigg.
Hon. Treasurer: Thomas Butler, Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Butler, Elmfield Avenue;
Hon. Asa. Secretary: Miss Barlow, Rivington, 

Knighton Drive.

LINCOLNSHIRE.
HORNCASTLE DIVISION—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Richardson, Halton House, 
Spilsby.

Hon. Treasurer: Dr. Dean.
Ilford (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary (pro Um.) : Miss D. Higgins.
East Kirkby (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Robinson, the Manor 
House.

Splisby (Sub-Branch)— __
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Steinmitz, The Vicarage.
Hon. Treasurer * Dr Dean

LONDON.
BATTERSEA AND DISTRIOT—

President: Mrs. Whittick.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Miss Turn- 

bull, 9a, Upper Brook Street, Grosvenor Square.
OHEL8EA—

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

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

sions, Cheyne Gardens, S.W.; Miss S. Wood- 
gate, 68. South Eaton Place, S.W.

OROUOH END—
President • Lord Ronaldshay.
Hon. Treasurer: G. H. Bower, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Rigg, 29, Haringey Park, 

Crouch End.
DULWICH—

President: J. G. Dalzell, Esq.
Vice-President: Mrs. Teall.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Parish.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Carr, 5, Carson Road, Dul- 

wich.
EABT DULWICH—

President: Mrs. Batten.
Hon. Treasurer! Mrs. Hawkes, Woodbridge, Ey- 

sella Road, Lordship Lane.
Hon. Secretary:

ELTHAM (See Kent).
FINCHLEY—

President : The Countess of Ronaldshay.
Hon. Treasurer: Mr. Rabbidge.

Hon. Secretary: Miss Lucie Alexander, 5, Red | 
bourse Avenue, Church End, Finchley.

FULHAM—
President: Mrs. Richard Harrison,

Hon. Treasurer: Min King .
Hon. Secretary: Miss Winthrop, 5®, Scarsdale 

Villas, Kensington, W.
COLDER’S GREEN—

President:
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Mrs. 

H artl ey-Rus sell, 33, Hallswelle Road, Golder’s 
Green

Assistant Secretary: Miss Wright
HACKNEY—

President: A. J. Brough, Esq.
Vice-Presidents: Councillor E. Clifford, Ernest 

Goulston, Esq.
Hon. Secretary and Hon. Treasurer: Mr. Manrice 

G. Liverman, 23, Bethune Road, Stamford Hill, 
N.

HAMPSTEAD—
President: Mrs. Metzler.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Stuart Herbert.
Secretary: Miss Orchard, 88, Vauxhall Bridge 

Road, S.W. (to whom all communications are 
to be addressed).

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

Frognal
NORTH-EAST HAMPSTEAD—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Van Ingen Winter, M.D., 
Ph.D., 41, Willoughby Road, Hornsey, N.

HIGHBURY-ISLINGTON—
President: The Right Hon Sir Edward Clarke, 

K.C.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Wagstaff.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Dorothy Housden, 19, 

Compton Road, Highbury.
HIGHGATE—

President and Hon. Secretary: Mrs. J. W. Cowley, 
57, Dartmouth Park Hill, N.

Hon. Treasurer: Colonel J. W. Cowley.
KENSINGTON—

President : Mary Countess of Ilchester
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Archi­

bald Colquhoun, 26, Iverna Gardens, Kensing- 
ton, W.

MARYLEBONE—
President : Lady Georze Hamilton.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Lock.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Jeyes, II, Grove End Road, 

St John’s Wood, N.W.
MAYFAIR AND BT. O EO ROE’S—

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

of Ancaster.
Hon. Treasurer * Mrs. Carson Roberta.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Blenkinsop, 35, St. George’s

Square, S.W.
PADDINGTON—

President of Executive: Dowager Lady Dims d&le.
Deputy President • Lady Hvde..
Hon. Treasurer: Miss S. Shand.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. A. Page, 58, Inverness 

Terrace, W.
BT. PANCRAS EAST.

Hon. Treasurer:
Hon Secretary: Miss Sterling, 14, Bartholomew 

Road, N.W.
STREATHAM AND NORBURY—

Chairman: Dr. Ernest Lunge.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Wood.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Nichols, 40, Mount Nod 

Road, Streatham Hill.
UPPER NORWOOD AND ANERLEY—.

President: The Hon. Lady Montgomery Moore.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss E. Constance Smith.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Austin, Sunnyside, Crescent 

Road South Norwood.
WESTMINSTER— , _ .

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

House, Tothill Street, S.W.
w H ITECHAPEL

Hon. Secretary: Lady Wynne, St. Thomas’ Tower, 
Tower of London, E.C.

MIDDLESEX.
EALING AND EALING SOUTH—

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

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

Road, Ealing.
EALING DIAN—

Joint Hon. Secretaries : The Misses Turner, 33, 
Laving ton Road, West Ealing-

CHISWICK—
President: Mrs. Norris. . -
Hon. Treasurer and Hoa. .Secretary,, —

Mackenzie, 6, Grange Road, Gunnersbury-

HAMPTON AND DISTRIOT, AND TEDDINQ- 
TON—

Hon. Treasurer: H. Mills, Ese.
J oint Hoa. Secretaries: Mrs. Ellis Hicks Beach 

and Miss Goodrich, Clarence Lodge, Hampton 
Court.

HANWELL—
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Mise 

Dalton, *1, Denmark Road, West Ealing.
PINNER AND HARROW—

President: Sir J. D. Reel, M.P.
Hon. Treasurer : Mr. Mayo.
Hon, Secretary:

UXBRIDGE AND HAREFIELD—
Hon. Treasurer: Walter J. B. Byles, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Harland, Harefield Vicar- 

age, Uxbridge.
MONMOUTHSHIRE. •

NEWPORT—
President: Mrs. Bircham of Chepstow.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Prothero, Malpas Court
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Mrs. MacFarlane, 

Craigmore, Chepstow Road.

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE.
WELLINGBOROUGH—

President:
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Hey gate, The Elms, Well- 

iagboro".
OUNDLE—

President : The Hon. Mrs. Fergusson.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Coombs.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Newman, Bramston House, 

Oundle.

NORTHUMBERLAND.
NEWCASTLE AND TYNESIDE—

President: Miss Noble, Jesmond Dene 
Newcastle-on-Tyne.

Hon. Treasurer: Arthur G. Ridout, Esq.
Secretary: Miss Moses, 36, Cavendish 

Newcastle.

House,

NOTTINGHAMSHIRE.
NOTTINGHAM AND NOTTS—

President: Countess Manvers.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Percival W.

Pine, Esq., 1, Wheeler Gate, Nottingham.

OXFORDSHIRE.
BANBURY—
. President: Mrs. Eustace Fiennes.

Vice-President : The Hon. Mrs. Molyneux.
Hon. Treasurer: J. Fingland, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Gurney, 17, Oxford Road, 

Banbury.
BLENHEIM AND WOODSTOCK—

President: Lady Norah Spencer Churchill.
Hon. Treasurer: W. Poore Clarke, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Clarke, Market Street, 

Woodstock.
OXFORD—

Chairman: Mrs. Mai Muller.
Vice-Chairman : Mrs. Massie. h
Hon. Treasurer I Mrs. Gamlen.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Tawney, 63, Banbury Road.
Co. Hon. Secretary : Miss Wills-Sandford, 40, St.

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

Hon. Secretary: Miss Dickins.
THAME—

President: Mrs. Philip Wykeham.
Hon. Treasurer : W. Ryder, Esq.
Hon. Secretary:

SHROPSHIRE.
OHUROH STRETTON-

President: Mrs Hanbury Sparrow
Hod Treasurer: Dr. McClintock.
Hon. Secretary! Miss R. Hanbury Sparrow, Hill- 

side.
LUDLOW-

President: Hon. G. Windsor Clive.
Hoa. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary:

OSWESTRY—
President : Horace Lovett, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer I Miss Kenyon.
Hob. Secretary: Misu Corbett, Ashlanda, Oswestry.

SHREWSBURY—
President: Miss Ursula Bridgeman.
Hon. Treasurer : E. L. Mylius, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss H. Parson Smith, Abbots- 

mead, Shrewsbury .

SOMERSETSHIRE.
BATH—

President: The Countess of Charlemont.
Vice-President and Treasurer: Mrs. Dominic 

Watson.
Hon. Secretary: Miss M. Codrington, 14, Grosve- 

nor, Bath.
Walcot District Branch—
Weston District Branch—

BURNHAM—
(See Bristol.)

OLEVEDON—
President: A. E Y. Tre a trail, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Margaret Donaldson, Deefa, 

Princess Road, Cicvedon.
MISMER NORTON AND RADSTOCK— ("ristol.)
NAILSEA— 

(See Bristol.)
TAUNTON—

President: The Hon. Mrs. Portman.
Vice-President: Mrs. Lance.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Somerville.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Birkbeck, Church Square, 

Taunton.
WESTON-SUPER-MARE—

President: Mrs. Portsmouth Fry.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss W. Evans.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. E. M. S. Parker, Welford 

House, Weston-super-Mare.
WELLS and the CHEDDAR VALLEY— 

President: Jeffrey Mawer.
Hon. Treasurer •
Hon. Secretary: Mra. Hippisley, Northam House, 

Wells.
STAFFORDSHIRE.

HAND8WORTH—
(See Birmingham District.)

WALSALL— 
(Su Birmingham District.)

WEDNE8BURY—
(See Birmingham Distriot.)

a SUFFOLK. 
FELNTOWE—

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

Felixstowe.
IPSWICH—

President: Lady Cuninghame.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Cuninghame, Edge Hill, 

Ipswich.
BOUTHWOLD—

President: The Countess of Stradbroke.
Chairman: Mrs. Morrison.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary : Miss Coley, 

to, Lorne Road, Southwold.
WOODBRIDGE—

Hon. Treasurer: Mra. Brinkley, Cumberland 
Street, Woodbridge.

Hon. Secretary ('pro Um.): Miss Nixon, Priory 
Gate, Woodbridge.

SURREY.
OAMBERLEY, FRIMLEY. AND MYTCHELL—

President: Mra. Charles Johnstone, Graitney, 
Camberley.

Via President : Miss Harris.
FCSecretary and Treasurer: Mrs. Spens, Athal 

M Grange, Frimley, Surrey.
OROYDON—-

President: W. Cash, Esq., Coombe Wood.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss B. Jefferis.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Narraway, 5, Morland 

Avenue, Croydon.
DORKING—

President: Lady Margaret Ryder.
Chairman: Mrs. Wilfrid Ward.
Hon. Treasurer: Major Hicks, The Nook, Dork- ing.
Ben. Secretary: Miss Loughborough, Bryn Der- 

wen, Dorking.
DORMANSLAND—

President: Mrs. Jeddere-Fisher.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary: Miss B. Pelham, 

Ladycross, Dormansland.
EOHAM AND DISTRICT—

Hon. Treasurer: Miss F. Cross, Ivy Cote, Egham. 
Hon. Secretary:

Green (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary:

Virginia Water (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary * Miss Peck. Virgina Water.

EPSOM division.
President: The Dowager Countess of Ellesmere 
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Buller.

Hob. Secretary: Mrs. Sydney Jackson, Dane- 
hurst, Epsom.

BANSTEAD
Banstead, Tadworth, Walton-on-the-Hill, Headley. 
President:

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

President: Mrs. Bowen Buscarlet,
Oxshott—

Hon. Secretary:
Stoke d’Abernon—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Nelson, Stoke d’Abernon.
ESHER—

Esher—
Hon. Secretary:

Thames Ditton—
Hon. Secretary:

East and West Molesey—
Hon. Secretary and Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Gar- 

land, " Farrs,” East Molesey.
EWELL—

President:
Hon. Secretary: Miss Dormer Maunder, " Lans- 

downe,” Worcester Park,
Cheam—

Hon. Secretary: Miss West, Cheam.
Worcester Park—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Auriol Barker, Barrow 
Hill, Worcester Park.

LEATHERHEAD—
President: C. S. Gordon Clark, Esq.
Fetoham—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. C. S. Gordon Clark, 
Fetch am Lodge, Leatherhead.

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

Bookham.
BUTTON—

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

Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Prance, Springhaven, Wick­
ham Road, Sutton.

QUILDFORD AND DISTRIOT—
President: Miss S. H. Onslow.
Vice-President: Lady Martindale.
Horn Treasurer: Admiral Tudor.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Clifton, Westbury Cottage, 

Waterden Road, Guildford.
00DALMING—

Preaident: Mrs. Pedley.
Hon. Treasurer: Colonel Shute.

KEW-
Hon. Secretary: Miss A. Stevenson, 8, Clarence 

Road, Kew Gardens.
MORTLAKE AND EAST SHEEN—

President: Mrs. Kelsall.
Hon. Treasurer : Dr. Cecil Johnson.
Hon. Secretaries : Miss Franklin, Westhay, East 

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

PURLEY AND SANDERSTEAD—
President: The Right Hon. Henry Chaplin, F.C.. 

M.P.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Doughty.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Atterbury. Trafoi. Russell 

Hill, Purley.
REIGATE AND REDHILL—

Hon. Treasurer: Alfred F. Mott, Esq.
Relgate—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Randall, West View Rei- 
gate.

Redhii—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Frank. E. Lemon, Hill 

crest, Redhill.
RICHMOND—
President: Mrs. Willoughby Dumergue, 5, Mount 

Ararat Road.
Hon. Treasurer: Herbert Gittens, Esq., A.C.A.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Cassan Simpson, 9, Chis- 

holm Road, Richmond Hill.
BHOTTERMILL CENTRE AND HASLEMERE—

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

termill, Haslemere.
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Arthur Molyneux, Esq.

Downleaze, Grayshott,
Liphook (Sub-Branch)—

SURBITON—
Hon. Secretary:

WEYBRIDGE AND DISTRIOT—
President: Lady Knollys.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Frank Gore-Browne.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Godden, Kincairney, Wey- 

bridge. -
WIMBLEDON—

President : The Rt Hon. Heavy Chaplin, M.P.
Vice-President: Lady Eillott.
Hon. Treasurer: F. Fenton, Esq.

Hon. Secretary: Miss B. McLeod Nairne, Hs, 
Queen Alexandra's Court, Wimbledon.

WOKINO—
President: Susan Countess of Wharncliffe.
Vice-Presidents: Lady Arundel, H, G. Craven 

Esq.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: The Hon. 

R. C. Grosvenor, Morrisburne House, Woking.

SUSSEX.
BRIGHTON AND HOVE—

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

Road, Brighton.
CROWBOROUOH—

President: Lady Conan Doyle.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Melvill Green, Whincroft.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Rawlinson, Fair View, 

Crowborough.
EASTBOURNE—

President : Mri. Campbell.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary (pro tom.) : Mra. 

'Campbell, St. Brannocks, Blackwater Road, 
Eastbourne.

EAST GRINSTEAD—
President: Lady Musgrave.
Chairman of Committee: E. Lloyd Williams, Esq. 
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Du Boulay.
Hon. Secretary: Mra. Hindley Cooke, Wood- 

bourne. East Grinstead.
West Hoathly, Turner’s Hill, and Ardingly (Sub- 

branch)—
Vice-President: Lady Stenning.
Hon Secretary:

HASTINGS AND DISTRICT—
President: Lady Webster.
Chairman of Committee: Mrs. Bagshawe.
Hon. Treasurer : Madame Wolfen.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Miss Finlay, 45, Kenil- 

worth Road, St. Leonards-on-Sea; Mrs. Basil 
Wood, Telham Hill, Battle.

HENFIELD—
President: J. Eardley Hall, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary: Mrs. Blackburne, 

Barrow Hill, Henfeld.
LEWES—

President : Mrs. Powell.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. R. Parker.
Hon. Secretary:

WEST SUSSEX—
President: The Lady Edmund Talbot.
Hon. Secretary: Mra. Travers, Tortington Hons 

Arundel, Sussex
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Miss Rhoda Butt, Wil 

bury, Littlehampton.
WORTHING—

Chairman: Miss Boddy.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Cooper, 5, Bath Road 

West Worthing.
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Olive, “ Clifton 

ville,” Salisbury Road, Worthing.

WARWICKSHIRE
BIRMINGHAM—

(See Birmingham District.)
RUGBY—

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. van den Arend.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Crooks, Moultrie Road, 

Rugby.
Assistant Secretary: Mrs. Marshall, 17, Murray 

Road, Rugby.
80LIHULL—

(See Birmingham District.)
STRATFORD-ON-AVON—

President: Lady Ramsay Fairfax-Lucy
Hon. Treasurer: R. Carter, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Field, Talton House, Strat 

ford-on-Avon.
BUTTON COLDFIELD—

(See Birmingham District.)
WARWICK, LEAMINGTON, AND COUNTY— 

President:
Hon. Treasurer: Willoughby Makin, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: C. B. Wrench, Esq., 78, Parade, 

Leamington.

WILTSHIRE.
SALISBURY AND SOUTH WILTS—

President: The Lady Muriel Herbert.
Hob. Treasurer: Miss Fussell.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Richardson, The Red 

House, Wilton.
Salisbury (Sub-Branch)—

Vice-President, Miss Jacob.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Bowie, Mill House, Salis- 

bury.
Alderbury (Sub-Branch)—

Vice-President: Mrs. Ralph Mac an.
Hon. Secretary: Hiss Hill, Avonturn, Alderbury.

Chaika Valley (Sub-Branoh)—
Vice-President: Miss R. Stephenson.
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Hon. Secretary: Miss Hulbert, Bodenmam, Salle- 
bury.

Witten (Sub-Branch)—
Vice-President: Mrs. Dubourg.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Q. Carse, The Square, 

Wilton.

WORCESTERSHIRE.
HANLEY SWAN—

President: Mrs. G. F. Chance.
Hon. Treasurer: A. Every-Clayton, Esq., S.

Mary’s, Hanley Swan.
Hon. Secretary:

MALVERN—
President: Lady Grey.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Monckton.
Hon. Secretary: R. W. Wright Henderson, Esq., 

Abbey Terrace, Malvern.
STOURBRIDGE— 

(Set Birmingham District.)
WORCESTER—

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

cester.

YORKSHIRE.
WEST RIDING FEDERATION—

President: Lady Gunter.
Vice-Presidents : Mrs. G. Hoffman, Miss J. B. 

Kitson, Mrs. F. Steinthal.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Halbot.
Organising Secretary: Miss L. Murray Hunter, 

50, Victor Road, Manningham, Bradford.
ERADFORD—

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

don, Esq., J.P.
Hon. Treasurer: Lady Priestley.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Weitz, 293, Toller Lane, 

Bradford.
District Secretaries: Miss Watson, " Heaton 

Rise,” Bradford; Mrs. S. Midgley, 1071, Leeds 
Road ; Mrs. G. A. Mitchell, Jesmond Cottage, 
Toller Lane, Bradford.

BRIDLINGTON—
No branch committee has been formed; Lady 

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

MLKLEY-
President: Mrs. Steinthal.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Newbound, Springaend.

LEEDS—
President: The Countess of Harewood.
Chairman: Miss Beatrice Kitson.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss E. M. Lupton.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Halbot, Claremont, Newton 

Park, Leeds.
District Secretaries: Miss H. McLaren, High- 

field House, Headingley; Miss M. Silcock, 
Barkston Lodge, Roundhay.

METHLEY-
President: Mrs. Armstrong Halt
Hob. Treasurer: Miss Shepherd.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Armstrong Hall, Methley 

Rectory, Leeds.
MIDDLESBROUGH—

President: Mrs. Hedley.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Lowthian Bell, Rounton 

Grange, Northallerton.
BOARBOROUQH—

President: Mrs. Cooper.
Hon. Treasurer: James Bayley, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Kendell, Oriel Lodge, Scar- 

borough.
SHEFFIELD—

President: The Duke of Norfolk.
Vice-Presidents : The Lady Edmund Talbot, Lady 

Bingham, Miss Alice Watson, Col. Charles 
Clifford.

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. V. Pearson, 37, Clarke- 
house Road, Sheffield.

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. E. Bramley, 26, Tapton 
Crescent Road, Sheffield.

Asst Secretary: Arnold Brittain, Esq., Hoole's 
Chambers, 47, Bank Street, Sheffield.

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

The Mount, Whitby.
YORK—

President: Lady Julia Wombwell.
Vice-Presidents : Dowager Countess of Liverpool; 

Lady Dera more.
Hon. Secretary and Hon. Treasurer :

WALES.
ABERQWYNOLWYN—

Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Miss A. J.
Thomas, The Post Office.

ABERDOVEY—
Hon. Treasurer: Mr. Jones Hughes.
Hon. Secretary: Miss S. Williams, " Ardudwy,” 

Aberdovey.
Asst. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Bell, " Mor Awe! on.” 

BANCOR—
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Williams.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Hughes, " Bod nan t," 

Upper Bangor.
BLAENAU FE8TINIOQ—

Hon. Treasurer: Mr. W. Jones, " Bryfdir."
Hon. Secretary:

CARDIFF—
President: Lady Hyde.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Linda Price.
Hon. Secretary: Austin Harries, Esq., Lyaweed, 

Clare Street, Cardiff.
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Miss Eveline Hughes, 

68, Richards Terrace.
CARNARVON AND PEN-Y-QROES—

President: Lady Turner.
Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary: Miss R. Lloyd Jones, "Bryn 

Seiont,” Twthill, Carnarvon.
Croesion (Sub-Branoh)—

Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Mrs. Roberta, 
The Vicarage, Upper Llandwrog.

CORRIS—
Hon. Secretary:
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Kate Evans, Liverpool 

House.
ORIOCIETH AND LLANYSTUM DWY-

Hon. Treasurer: Mr. H. R. Cruffydd.
Hon. Secre'ary:

MACHYNLLETH—
Hon. Secretary and Hon. Treasurer (pro tem.) : 

Mr. Alfred Jones, The Square.
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Miss Rees, Trinallt.

NEWTOWN—
Branch formed, but no officials elected as yet.

NORTH WALES, No. 1—
President: Mrs. Cornwallis West.

TOWYN—
Hon. Treasurer: Mr. Lawrence Jones.

IRELAND.
DUBLIN—

President: The Dowager Countess of Desart.
Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Mrs. Albert E.

Murray, 2, Clyde Road, Dublin.
Secretary: Mrs. A. E. de C. Potterton, 4, Merrion 

Row, Dublin.
Office hoars, 3.30 to 4.30.

AFFILIATED SOCIETIES. 
the Scottish league for 
opposing woman suffrage.

Presidents: The Duchess of Montrose, LL.D ; Mrs. 
Charles Lyell; Lord Glenconner; Sir John Stir- 
ling Maxwell, Bart.

Vice-Presidents: Miss Helen Rutherfurd, M.A.; 
Mrs. Wsuchope, of Niddrie.

Finance Committee : Sir Hugh Shaw Stewart, Bart; 
Professor J. H. Millar; Wn. Laughland, Esq.; 
C. N. Johnston, Esq., K.C.

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

BRANCHES.
AYR—

Hon Secretory : Miss Vincent, 20, Wellington 
Square.

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

Elder Bank. Duns, Berwickshire.
BURNTISLAND—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Shepherd, Stonybank, 
Burntisland.

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Arott.
CUPAR—

President: Lady Anstruther, Balcaskie.
Vice-Presidents: Mrs. Sharp; Dr. Douglas.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Mrs. A 

Lamond, Southfield, Cupar.
Assistant Secretary: Mrs. D. Wallace, Gowan 

Park.
DOLLAR—

President: Mrs. Dobie.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary; Mrs. 

Mitchell, Norwood, Dollar.
DUNDEE—

Presidents: The Marchioness of Tullibardine; 
Mrs. Wedderburn.

Vice-Presidents : Mri, Moodie and Mies Allee A. 
Mackensie.

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Kinnear.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Harben, Beach House. 

Droughty Ferry.
EDINBURGH—

President: Mr*. Wauchope of Niddrie.
Vice-President: The Lady Marjory Mackenzie.
Chairman: Lady Christison.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. J. M. Howden.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Johnston, 39, 

Walker Street; Miss Kemp; 6, Western Ter- 
race, Murrayfield, Edinburgh.

GLASGOW—
President: The Countess of Glasgow.
Chairman of Committee: The Countess of Glas 

gow.
Vice-Chairman of Committee: Mr. William Laugh- 

land.
Hon. Treasurer J Mr. Andrew Aitken.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Eleanor M. Deane, 18e, 

Hope Street, Glasgow.
Camiaohle and Dennistoun (Sub-Branch)—.

Hon. Secretary: Miss Paterson, 14, Whitevale 
Street, E. Glasgow.

Kllmaoolm (Sub-Branch)— D
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. A. D. Ferguson, —an- 

des, Kilmacolm.
KIRKCALDY—

Vice-Presidenta: Miss Oswald and Mrs. Hutchi- 
son.

Hon. Treasurer: Miss A. Killock, Craigour, Mil­
ton Road, Kirkcaldy.

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Pye, Bogie, Kirkcaldy. 
LARGS—

President: The Countess of Glasgow.
Vice-President: The Lady Kelvin.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Andrews.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Horstmann, Hutton Park, 

Largs.
NAIRN—

President: Lady Lovat.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Miss B. 

Robertson, Constabulary Gardens, Nairn.
PERTH—

President: Lady Dewar.
Vice-President: Lady Georgina Horne Drum- 

mo nd.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Plenderleath, 10, Rose 

Terrace.
8T. ANDREWS—

President: Mrs. Grogan.
Vice-President: Mrs. G. H. Moncrief. a
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Burnet 6
Hon. Secretary: Miss Playfair, 18, Queen Gar- 

dens, St. Andrews.

THE GIRLS’ ANTI-SUFFRAGE 
LEAGUE.

President 1 Miss Ermine M. K. Taylor. 
LONDON—

Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary .* Miss Elsie 
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.
BRISTOL—

President: Miss Long Fox.
Hon. Secretaries: Miss Griffiths, 43, Maywood 

Road, Fishponds; Miss Showell, 56, Jasper 
Street, Bedminster; Miss Bull, St. Vincent's 
Lodge, Bristol.

ISLE OF WIGHT—
Hon. Secretary: Mist Wheatley, The Bays, Hay. 

land, Ryde, Isle of Wight.
NEWPORT (Mon.)—

Hon. Secretary : Miss Sealy, 56, Risen Road, New- 
port. A 

OXFORD—
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Miss Jelf, 

80, Woodstock Road, Oxford.

THE ALL-INDIA LEAGUE FOR 
OPPOSING WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

President:
Vice-President: Mrs. Johnson.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. A. Priestley.
Hon. Secretary: Miss De Gruyther.
Secretary: Miss E. Newman, Hazel Dell, 

Mussoorie.
Committee: Mrs. Milward Griffin, Miss Holland. 

Mrs. Vincent Mackinnon, Mrs. Gerald Milne, 
Mrs. . Walter, Mr. Oakden, I.C.S., Colonel 
Rennie, Captain Leslie Thuillier.

THE BEEHIVE.
President: Lady Griselda Cheape, Strathtyrum, 

St. Andrews.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Cuthbert, 11. Alexander 

Place, St. Andrews.
Committee: Mrs. Morris, Mrs. Newall, Miss 

Mathewson, Miss Smith.
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