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CARTOON PRIZE.

The Prize for the best idea to form 
the subject of a cartoon to be used in 
the campaign against the Grant of the 
Parliamentary Franchise to Women 
has been awarded to Mr. J. Priestman 
Atkinson, 26, crescent Grove, clapham 
Common, S.W. The winning cartoon 
will appear in a subsequent issue of The 
Anti-Suffrage Review.

THE 
CONCILIATION BILL.

At the eleventh hour, owing 
to the Coal Crisis, the Second 
Reading of the Conciliation Bill, 
which had been fixed for Friday, 
March 22 nd, was postponed until 
Thursday, March 28th. By this 
latter date the April number of 
The Anti-Suffrage Review will 
be in the press, and the course of 
the debate must be a subject for 
discussion in our next number.
. Our readers will be glad to 
know that every effort has been 
made by the National League for 
Opposing Woman Suffrage to 
secure the defeat of the Bill on 
the Second Reading. Elsewhere 
in this issue we give the views of 
some of the Members of Parlia­

ment who have had occasion to 
revise their attitude towards the 
Bill. Others have also under­
taken to vote against the measure, 
without setting forth in the Press 
the special reasons for that step.

To all those who are opposed 
to Woman Suffrage we appeal 
for more help in the campaign 
against the Suffrage movement. 
The Conciliation Bill is only a 
milestone.. The goal is Adult 
Woman Suffrage. Funds are 
needed by our League as well as 
personal effort. See to it that it 
is made clear to both Country and 
Parliament that the vast majority 
of British women and of the British 
electorate are against Woman 
Suffrage. We make this appeal 
in the interests of the Empire and 
in the interests of woman herself.
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MILITANTS AND NON-

MILITANTS.

The overwhelming success of the 
Anti-Suffrage Meeting at the Albert 
Hall on February 28th was not long in 
receiving eloquent confirmation in an 
unexpected quarter. Two days later, 
as the only possible reply to that 
Demonstration, the significance of 
which could not be explained away, 
the militant Suffragists launched an 
organised window-breaking campaign 
in some of the principal streets of the 
West End. This criminal action evoked 
the utmost resentment from the nation 
as a whole, and, following as it did the 
unmistakable evidence afforded by the 
Albert Hall Meeting of the widespread 
opposition to Woman Suffrage that 
exists in the country, threatened to 
give the Suffragist cause its coup 
de gr&ce. Realising its predicament, 
official “ Suffragism ” hastened to re­
trieve the day by throwing over its 
militant members. With a great out- 
pouring of unctuous rectitude in the 
public Press, it washed its hands of 
allied militancy and pleaded for a clear 
distinction between militants and non- 
militants among the advocates of female 
franchise.

All this attitudinizing, however, 
comes too late in the day. It is, 
moreover, insincere. So long as it 
suited their purpose the so-called 
constitutional Suffragists made com­
mon cause with the militants. On the 
part of the latter there has been no 
change of policy. They have broken 
windows before, and they declared 
that, whenever they might consider 
the step necessary, they would break 
them again. In spite of this avowed 
determination, non-militants and mili­
tants have been comrades-in-arms • 
they have held joint meetings, joint 
processions, joint banquets. Both 
belong to the body corporate of 
Suffragism, and the only suggestion of 
repudiation came from the militants 
and caused the “ constitutionalists»

to redouble their efforts to keep these 
valuable stalwarts in the fold.

HONEST REPUDIATION.

lit is idle, therefore—to use but a 
mild term—for Mrs. Fawcett,President 
of the National Union of Women's 
Suffrage Societies, to quote an academic 
resolution of 1908, or of any other date, 
when, even after the window-breaking 
campaign of last November, militants 
have been cherished and flattered as 
valuable protagonists of the cause. If 
these verbal repudiations had meant 
or were intended to mean anything, 
there would have been no need for all 
the Suffrage Societies, including the 
National Union, to publish disclaimers 
immediately after the recent excesses.

The only step that could have given 
effect to what Mrs. Fawcett would like 
the country now to believe has been her 
attitude towards militancy since July, 
1908, is indicated in a letter from a 
former supporter, a " keen Suffragist." 
When it is too late, the latter urges 
that Mrs. Fawcett and the National 
Union of Women’s Suffrage Societies, 
and all the societies which advocate 
Woman’s Suffrage on non-militant lines, 
" should combine in determining that 
they will take no further step whatever 
towards the attainment of their ends 
until there is an absolute cessation of 
the militant crusade.” That would 
have been the “ repudiation ” which 
the country had reason to expect, if 
discrimination had to be made between 
non-militants and militants.

In the eyes of the law the person who 
has received stolen goods is not 
immune because he or she has preached 
volubly on the eighth commandment. 
In the eyes of the public, which hates 
hypocrisy, the offence will have been 
aggravated by such conduct.

Again, as Miss Gladys Pott, in a 
telling indictment of Suffragist pro- 
testations points out, Mrs. Fawcett 
herself stated in January that in 
certain contingencies she would be 
“ compelled to revise her strategy.” 
There can be no doubt regarding the 
interpretation placed upon those words 
by all who read them at the time or 
have read them since, pace Mrs.

Fawcett, who would now have us 
believe that “ they did not indicate any 
weakening at all in our belief that our 
great cause is injured and not aided 
by recourse to violence.” The utter­
ances and acts of the “stars” of 
Suffiragedom — Mrs. Fawcett, Lady 
Betty Balfour and Lady Selborne— 
show that no hard and fast dividing 
line can be drawn between professing 
non-militants and professing militants.

SUFFRAGISM AND MILITANCY 
INSEPARABLE.

A prominent observer of the Suffrage 
movement in America remarks :—

One of the most lamentable symptoms 
of the extremes to which women go when 
obsessed with an idea is what we call 
“ the will and won’t ” of the Suffragists. 
Many of them . . . are signing pledges 
to give no time, no money, no service to 
any cause whatever until the full Suffrage 
is won. A prominent Suffragist said 
. . , that they were striving for the 
greatest thing in the world, and that when 
that was obtained they would be willing to 
devote themselves to the next best things.
Suffragist language in this kingdom 

is couched in similar terms. Translate 
such a state of affairs into practical 
politics,. and every adherent of the 
opposition in any parliament must 
repudiate all civic duties until .the 
next election, when the “ ins ” will go 
“ out ” and do the same.

Non-militants and militants alike 
are obsessed by the one idea, the 
“ common cause.” All other considera­
tions are excluded. It is “ the greatest 
thing in the world.” The interests of 
the country and of the Empire are of 
no moment compared with the 
possession of the vote, which the 
majority of British women are wise 
enough to know would be prejudicial 
to their sex. There could be no more 
striking illustration of the fact that 
women in the bulk are temperamentally 
unfit for political activity. The nation 
and its representatives in Parliament, 
therefore, must be brought to realise 
that as between militants and non- 
militants there can be no discrimina­
tion. A distinction of to-day becomes 
obliterated if the vote be given; for 
then emotionalism will have no need 
to squabble with itself over a question, 
of degree.

THE SUFFRAGETTE’S DREAM.
OWING to pressure upon our space in the 

March number of THE Anti-Suffrage 
REVIEW, we were unable to give any account 
of an Anti-Suffrage Bazaar, held at St. 
Andrews on February 17th. On that occa­
sion a striking entertainment was given in the 
form of tableaux, entitled " The Suffragette’s 
Dream,” which has been repeated elsewhere 
with such success that we make no excuse for 
reproducing an outline of the scenes at this 
interval. Provost Herkless was in the chair, 
and Lady Griselda Cheape spoke on Woman 
Suffrage, taking her stand by the decrees of 
Nature, and declaring that a “ mannish 
woman ” and a “ womanish man ” were very 
unpleasant creatures. The Anti-Suffragists 
believed in being women as God made them, 
and in doing the peculiar work for which they 
were intended. “ In all other countries,” Lady 
Griselda went on to say, " women were in the 
minority, and the granting of the women’s 
franchise, therefore, meant more to this 
country. Woman Suffrage had not been 
successful where it had been tried. In New 
Zealand the schools had been made secular 
since the women got the vote. In Australia 
the Labour Party had gained the ascendency 
by the women’s votes, and in Colorado the 
granting of the vote had been accompanied 
by an increase of juvenile crime?’

Professor M’Intosh, proposing a vote of 
thanks to Lady Griselda Cheape for opening 
the sale, said he favoured the Anti-Suffrage 
movement. He had already said in public 
all he had to say about it. In taking, up that 

.position he had been largely influenced by his 
long experience as a medical man in attend­
ing the sane and insane and also by general 
knowledge as well. His views gravitated to 
the old-fashioned tradition of the woman 
being the head of the home and the careful 
guardian of all household interests. (Ap- 
plause.)

TABLEAUX with a Moral.
Tableaux entitled “ The Suffragette’s 

■ Dream ” were given in the large hall, and 
were admirably staged. Miss Bertram per­
formed the introductory scene in capital style. 
She came on the stage as an excited Suf­
fragette, and, being worn out with struggling 
with policemen, she fell asleep on a couch, and 
the tableaux represented her dream. The 
first picture showed the women of Sparta who 
got full political power, and who brought 
about the downfall of the country. The 
second subject was “ Penelope, the Faithful 
Wife.” The third picture represented Alfred 
the Great learning to read at his mother’s 
knee, and it was very effective. The next 
picture showed women’s power of entreaty, 
t The School of Bologna ” represented the 
Lady Doctor of Laws who lectured veiled 
because of her beauty. Around her were her 
pupils. These women were famous for their 
beauty, their charm and cleverness, but 
mostly for their modesty. The following 
picture was “ Joan of Arc,” who had all power 
given to her because of her humility. 
“ Catherine de Medici and Charles ” repre­
sented the bloodthirstiness of the impas­
sioned women ; and the “ Petrieuses ” were 
the women who let their natures run riot 
during the French Revolution. “ Kate ” in 
The Taming of the Shrew was a familiar 
but appropriate subject. The next picture 
was a doctor and nurse with an obvious 
moral. “ The Blessed Damozelle ” illus­
trated the power of prayer. “Mercia and 
Marcus” showed the power of Christianity 

over all temptation. Then the sleeping 
Suffragette awakened. She had learned from 
her dream that the power of woman lies not 
in having the vote, but in her nobler and finer 
influences. Artistically, the pictures were 
worthy of great praise.

PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL.
[" Though we may not think some of 

the things that have been done lately are 
the best practices that Could be pursued,t we 
are with our sisters in what they are doing 
for the cause."-—Report of Caxton Hall 
meeting; March 14th.]

To our “ quiet" friends from the 
Suffragettes

A welcome sincere and hearty.
It seems that public opinion sets 

Against our militant party,
And so you cannot endorse our plea 

When public and Press attack us, 
Yet none know better, of course, than 

we
How much you have done to back us.

Your members plenish our party chest. 
And our fat account books show it, 

But it’s better far in your interest
That others should never know it; 

We thoroughly understand the move 
When you feign to " regret ” our 

capers,
For your complicity’s hard to prove, 

And it’s well to placate the papers.
On many a platform oft we meet. 

You join in our grand processions;
Our prisoners when released you greet 

With kindest of kind expressions; 
Our fetes and banquets you don’t 

refuse.
With your good repute you screen us, 

Although there isn’t a pin to choose 
Or a hayseed’s weight between us.

A.

THE WEST END RAID.
The incorrigible good temper of the 

public has hitherto remained impervious 
to Suffragist attacks. All previous efforts 
having failed to elicit more than con­
temptuous or amused indifference, a 
campaign of wanton destruction on an 
unprecedented scale was undertaken on 
Friday, March 1st. A survey of the 
scene after the outbreak suggested the 
work of irresponsible lunatics. Miss 
Pankhurst writes of the “ gratitude ” 
and “reverence” due to these mis­
guided enthusiasts, but one would rather 
agree with Dr. Leonard Williams, who 
says of these unfortunate women : “ They 
consist largely of the unclaimed, they 
are certainly irreclaimable.” As he 
points out, the real danger consists in the 
fact that these characters are being 
manufactured in enormous numbers— 
“coaxed, drawn and even driven into 
the whirlwind of a movement of which 
illegal and lawless excitement is the 
essence, and in which credit is obtained 
only by screaming and scratching and 
wanton destruction."

On Monday, March 4th, there was a 
repetition of Friday’s scenes. Bands of 
zealots wandered about the West End 
of London, and though apparently suffer­
ing from the nervousness of inexperience, 
did their best to emulate the window- 
breaking exploits of their skilled leaders. 
The raid so long promised for the evening 
of March 4th was completely frustrated 
by the police, who were frequently 
obliged to protect the Suffragists from 
the hostility of the crowd. Those 
arrested in these various, disturbances 
have had their reward in the '1 lime­
light ” of various police courts.

What is the immediate development 
and the apparent end of this movement ? 
To quote the Saturday Review : " It 
tends not. to the giving of votes to 
women, but to violence, assassination 
and anarchy. It is logical and in- 
evitable; they have been proceeding to 
it step by step. Each step makes the 
next not only possible, but necessary. 
Of the women who so valiantly enrolled 
themselves five years ago, not one in 
ten dreamed that she could come to 
justify to her own conscience the stoning 
of elderly gentlemen and the smashing 
of miles of shop windows. In the same 
way there are some who, no doubt, 
recoil to-day from the suggestion of 
assassination, whose attitude will also 
undergo what will appear to them a 
‘ logical ’ development. It is no longer 
a question of votes or no votes, it is a 
question of order or anarchy."

The following letters bearing on the 
window-breaking crusade appeared’, in 
The Times :—

WEST-END FIRMS’ PROTEST.
To the Editor of “ The Times.'”

Sir,—-The first thing that the Suffragists 
require is to be saved from their friends.

At the conclusion of the meeting at 
Queen’s Hall yesterday afternoon, a well- 
known society lady was heard to observe 
that in future she and her associates would 
no longer deal with any of the firms whose 
representatives were present at the meeting. 
In plain words, a West-end tradesman who 
dares to protest against stones being thrown 
through his window is to be boycotted. 
Comment is superfluous.

Your obedient servant, 
William Boosby.

50, New Bond Street, W., March 12th.

SYMPATHY VERSUS SUBSCRIPTIONS.
To the Editor of " The Times "

SIR,—A letter of sympathy with the 
West-end tradesmen who suffered under the 
recent outrages appears in the Press to-day, 
signed by the names of a number of influential 
ladies. Amongst these names appear those 
of Miss Lena Ashwell, Mrs. Bertha Bacon, 
Miss E. Craig, Miss Eva Moore, Lady Meyer, 
Mrs. Ronald McNeill, Lady Sybil Smith, 
Mrs. D. A. Thomas, Lady Willoughby de 
Broke.

The following subscriptions were acknow­
ledged last year by the Women’s Social and 
Political Union :—Miss Lena Ashwell, £2; 
Mrs. Bertha Bacon, 93. 6d. ; Miss E. Craig, 
5s. 3d.; Miss Eva Moore; £5 2s. ; Lady
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Meyer, £11 is.; Mrs. Ronald McNeill, £10 ; 
Lady Sybil Smith, £1 9s. ; Mrs. ft A. 
Thomas, £157 2s. 6d.; Lady Willoughby 
de Broke, IOS. 6d.

It will no doubt increase the gratitude of 
the tradesmen to know that many of the 
authors of this kind expression of sympathy 
are subscribers to the funds of the society 
which is responsible for the policy of breaking 
windows.

E. Bell, Hon. Sec., National 
League for Opposing Woman 
Suffrage.

March 12th.

NOTES AND NEWS.
Executive Changes.

Since the last issue of The ANTI- 
Suffrage Review there have been 
changes in the Executive of the 
National League for Opposing Woman 
Suffrage. We have to record with 
genuine regret the resignation of the 
Earl of Cromer from the post of 
President. In a letter to the Press, in 
which he announced this step, Lord 
Cromer pointed out that the League is 
not at the end, but rather at the begin­
ning, of its labours ; and as the Anti- 
Suffrage movement had now reached a 
definite stage, he had come to the con­
clusion that the further work of 
organisation must devolve on others 
who had the advantage over him in 
respect to years. To all those who have 
been associated with. Lord Cromer in 
the work of the League, it must remain 
an open question whether anyone, how­
ever fortunate in the matter of years, 
could have brought more zeal, more 
untiring energy to the help of the cause 
than he has shown in the two years of 
his presidency. With a thoroughness 
entirely in keeping with his life’s record, 
he devoted himself whole-heartedly to 
the work, and was never found to spare 
either time or trouble as Chairman of 
the Executive Committee in attending 
to any detail connected with the 
League’s activity. His Presidency 
secured a fitting termination in the 
great Albert Hall meeting, which 
afforded the grandest testimony to the 
success that had attended the work of 
the League under his auspices.

8 8 8
The New Officials.

As its new Presidents the League is 
fortunate in having obtained the 
services of Lord Curzon and Lord 
Weardale, The former, as a member 
of the Executive Committee, has 
already done yeoman work for the 
cause. His speech at the Albert Hall 
was one of the outstanding features of

that meeting. Lord Weardale, a dis­
tinguished member of the Liberal 
Party, has also kindly consented to 
become joint President, in order to 
emphasise the non-party character of 
the organisation. For the same reason 
we are able to welcome Lady Robson, 
already a member of the Executive 
Committee, as joint Vice-President with 
the Countess of Jersey. Colonel H. Le 
Roy-Lewis,D.S.O., becomes Chairman of 
the Executive Committee. At this point 
we may fittingly recall Lord Curzon’s 
appeal at the Albert Hall. “ The work 
of this organisation,” he said, " cannot 
be done by a few hardly-worked men 
and women in London ; neither can it 
be done by a few active and energetic 
sympathisers in the country. It can 
only be done by the co-operation of all 
men and women who are with us in this 
matter.” That appeal must be echoed 
now. Much work remains to be done 
to convince Suffragists that the Suffrage - 
movement, lacking as it does the 
support of the nation at large, must ' 
be given its quietus.

8 8 8
The “Undoubted Crisis.”

Our Suffragist friends have been so 
overwhelmed by what Mrs. Fawcett 
calls “ the undoubted crisis in the 
Suffrage movement," that it is little 
cause for wonder if they clutch at any 
straw in their efforts at self-preserva­
tion.

Their last device is to misrepresent 
the real inwardness of all that has hap­
pened since March ist. As far as Anti­
Suffragists are concerned, the latest 
window-smashing campaign might have 
been dismissed in a few words as being 
merely emphatic confirmation of some 
of the arguments that we have already 
urged against giving the vote to women. 
The people who were thoroughly 
aroused by the action were those who 
had until then ignored the force of these 
arguments. In order to save the cause, 
as they fondly imagined, the Suffragists 
proceeded to repudiate the militants; 
and it was only at this stage that Anti­
Suffragists found it necessary to inter- 
vene, to point out that this attempt at 
repudiation was sheer hypocrisy. (Sub­
scribers to the Suffragist non-militant 
organ, in cancelling their orders, call it 
" bad taste,” " unworthy,” “-jealousy,” 
and so on.) Thwarted in this effort by 
friend and opponent, Suffragists now 
appeal to their supporters with the 
cry, “ You surely are - not going to 
wreck the Cause because a handful of 
women broke some windows.” The

answer can truthfully be “ No,” and it 
should be added, “ We do not wreck the 
Cause, because windows were broken, 
but because the Cause is inherently 
unsound—as evidenced inter alia by the 
breaking of windows.”

To Anti-Suffragists the window­
breaking campaign offered proofs, not 
arguments.

8 8 8
" By Their Fruits . . .”

Another current fallacy is one con­
nected with the sentences passed on the 
militants in the police courts. If we 
are to believe Mrs. Annie Besant, Mrs. 
Cavendish-Bentinck and others, Society 
ought long since to have abandoned the 
field to anarchists, who, by the same 
line of reasoning, may with the mili­
tants also be regarded as “ martyrs.” 
The community, however, refuses to 
subscribe to the view that the smashing 
of windows of innocent citizens—in 
some cases those of foreign firms repre­
sented in London—can ever be a 
political offence. It is a criminal act 
of a depraved or unhinged mind, and 
as such had to be punished, not merely 
to correct, if possible, any erroneous 
ideas on the subject entertained by the 
culprits, but also as a deterrent to 
other would-be lawbreakers. The Suf- 
fragists, like the late Paul Kruger, are 
inclined to claim a monopoly of 
Scripture. It is a field into which we 
have no desire to follow them ; but they 
will admit that, if the nation elects to 
judge Suffragism by its fruits, it will 
argue on these lines : Suffragism spells 
militancy, and militancy spells anarchy. 
To argue that militancy will not be 
militancy when it has the vote is futile. 
The latest window-smashing campaign 
was not to procure the vote, but to 
register an objection to a particular 
line of action adopted by the 
Government.

The nation will, indeed, be blind, if 
it allows itself to be cajoled now into 
Woman Suffrage.

8 8 8
Honesty and Hypocrisy.

NON-MILITANTS are busy laying the 
flattering unction to their souls that 
they are not as other women are, who 
go about breaking windows. In regard 
to the respective morality of Suffragist 
Tweedledum and Tweedledee, there 
can be no question as to who is adopting 
the more honourable course. Militants I 
say: “ We want the vote, and the ) 
present voter shall give it us. Until he 

does, we shall break his windows or his 
head.” Their allies, who would prevent 
an appeal to the electorate, have 
hitherto said :—“ Fire ahead ; any­
thing for the cause. But personally we 
believe in ignoring the- voter and 
getting the vote over his head.”

8 8 8 
The Conciliation Bill.

Non-militant Suffragists are making 
a great effort to save the Conciliation 
Bill by representing that its acceptance 
by Parliament would be a blow to the 
militants, who, they allege, are opposed 
to the measure. . Let no one . be 
deceived by this quibble. Militants 
welcomed the Conciliation Bill and 
would still be keen enough to have it 
pass into law on its own merits. This 
fact is amply proved by the attitude 
of the militants’ organ, Votes for 
Women, which roundly denounces 
as “deserters” those 'members of 
Parliament who have withdrawn their 
support from the Bill. In its issue 
of March 21st it speaks of these 
“deserters” as the “rotten fruit” 
shaken off the Suffrage tree. Yet non- 
militants would have us believe that 
such, “ deserters ” are befriending the 
militants. - The objection of the latter 
in regard to the Conciliation Bill 
is that the Government threatens to 
deprive it of all the virtue it possesses 
in their eyes by the grant of Male Adult 
Suffrage. Hence the window-breaking. 
This is a very different thing from,the 
specious but false non-militant plea, 
“ A vote for the Conciliation Bill is a 
vote against militancy.” Non-militants 
and militants, both are aiming at Adult 
Woman Suffrage, • therefore the Bill 
must be defeated.

FEMALE SUFFRAGE.
A GERMAN VIEW.

Professor Sigismund of Weimar has 
recently published an interesting pam­
phlet on the subject of "Female Suffrage 
which contains a powerful indictment 
against the supporters of the present 
Suffragist movement. He cites numerous 
authorities in support of his arguments 
and quotes the writings not only of male, 
but also of female opponents of the 
movement. Among the latter may be 
mentioned the well-known Kathe Sturm- 
fels, the authoress of “ Krank am Weibe." 
The professor is by no means unfair to 
the female sex, and does not deny'that 
they possess many excellent and noble 
qualities, but he does deny that they 
are in any way capable of exercising 
political power. One of woman’s most 
striking qualities is her total want of 

objectivity. She is a purely subjective 
being. She could be nothing else, as 
her whole nature is formed for maternity, 
which is the most subjective of all 
functions. A woman reasons from the 
heart to the head, whereas a man reasons 
from the head to the heart. Morally and 
physically man and woman are totally 
dissimilar, but one sex is the complement 
of the other, and perfection and happi­
ness entirely depend upon each sex 
demanding and receiving from the other 
those gifts which the better alone can 
bestow.

Woman may possess talent, but genius 
belongs purely to man. The world’s 
history is that of great men; and art, 
learning, religion, lawgiving and patriot­
ism. are purely masculine. The realm of . 
the ideal is the domain of man. He is 
creative and independent, and dissemin­
ates the ideal, whereas woman is receptive • 
and is the custodian of realities in her 
own narrow circle.

Women and Genius.
If we consider the progress of man- 

kind we see the truth of the statement 
made by a woman that " genius belongs 
to man alone.” Who have been the 
pioneers of all culture ? Men. Who 
have been the founders • of religions, or 
religious reformers ? Again, men, e.g., 
Zarathustra, Buddha, Moses, Jesus 
Christ, Mahommed, Huss, Martin Luther, 
Zwingli and Calvin. Philosophy, the 
sister of religion, is essentially masculine. 
Has a- woman ever made any important 
discovery in the realm of science ? 
Whenever a woman has had any scien­
tific tendencies she has confined herself 
to imitating the particular male teacher 
from whom she has received instruction, 
The world has not yet seen a really great 
sculptress or a female painter who could 
in any way compare with male artists 

, of celebrity. Then, in music, with which 
women have occupied themselves for 
centuries, they have never produced a 
single composer who has risen to great­
ness. In fact, if everything that woman 
had effected in Art and Science were to 
disappear in dust and ashes, the world 
in general would be none the worse off.

The Professor then deals with the 
historical side of women’s rights, and 
with the different spheres of utility of 
the sexes in more or less, remote ages, 
but his remarks, though interesting and 
instructive, are too lengthy for repro- 
duction. • Coming down to modern times, 
he remarks that in Germany there were, 
in 1909, .62 political Women’s Societies, 
with 4,489 members, and it might be 
granted that the numbers had now 
risen to about 7,000, but as the female 
population of the country amounts to 
over 31 millions, he denies the right of 
this minute group of political ladies to 
speak in the name of their fellow- 
countrywomen.

The Vote IN Practice.
He then turns to America, where in 

certain States votes have been conceded 
to women, and he quotes statistics ■ to 

prove that in the States which are 
partially governed by women the moral 
and intellectual condition of the popu­
lation is lower than it is in those in which 
the old order of things prevails. Women 
have not even endeavoured to improve 
the condition of their own sex, and a 
working woman is better of in many 
ways and more carefully looked after 
by the legislation of man-governed 
New York than by that of woman- 
governed Idaho. Besides giving statistics, 
the Professor quotes at length from 
American authors who have dealt with 
these subjects.

He then passes to the consideration 
of the question as far as it affects Germany, 
and points out that were votes conceded, 
to women the only people who would 
gain would be the Socialists. He says : 
“ If the Americans for the sake of 
change like to turn their Republic into 
a ‘ Gynecocracy ’ . (Gynakokratie) they 
are at liberty to do so. The monarchical 
State of Germany,, the Imperial Crown of 
which can only be worn by men, and 
which has grown great and mighty by 
the aid of men—surrounded as. it is by 
enemies, can only be protected by 
masculine force, and can allow no 
political Amazons to grasp the helm.” 
Here follows a quotation from Meyer’s 
Conversations Lexicon, which is to the 
effect that Female Suffrage is not a 
practical requirement but a mere theory 
of doubtful value.

Professor Sigismund concludes his 
pamphlet as follows:-—" To man the 
State, to woman the Family.” Does 
this theory allow only a narrow horizon 
to women ? This the Professor denies, 
as he holds that a task of vast import. 
an.ee is confided to woman—" for the 
family is the corner-stone of the State— 
the base on which the race rests. The 
family is a planetary system in which 
the mother represents the sun— Paradise 
lies under the feet of mothers, says the 
Koran. The vocation of woman is to 
reign in this circle, to shed around her 
light; love and life, to plant and cherish 
the nourishing fruits of the good, the 
sweet flowers of the beautiful, to guard 
the tender souls of children in their 
butterfly flight through the world, to 
be the guardian of the proprieties, the 
high priestess of the Temple of Love, to 
protect the great heirloom of the past, 
and to prepare the ground from which 
the harvest of the future must sprout 
and mature. The woman who takes 
things in earnest performs her public 
duties at home.”

BIRMINGHAM GUARDIANS.
At the election for the Greater Birmingham 

Board of Guardians last month eleven women 
were successful.' Twelve in all had been, 
nominated in various wards. Of these two 
were returned without opposition, while 
nine of the remainder were elected, eight 

■ being returned, at the top of the poll for their 
wards. The only woman candidate to 
suffer defeat was the nominee of the Labour 

’ Party."
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A CANVASS OF WOMEN MUNICIPAL ELECTORS

Electorate. Anti.
IN 105 DISTRICTS.

No Reply.
(Include deceased, removed and ill.)Pro. Neutral.

138,472 48,150 22,278 9,478 58,566
The FOLLOWING Results WERE OBTAINED BY Reply-paid Postcards

District. Electorate, Anti. Pro. Neutral. No Reply.
. ................................ 114 36 • 18 .. ._ — • •• 60
Berkhamstead . ... 265 ... 88 36 I ... 140
Birkenhead 3,338 ... 1,154 861 .. —• ...1,323
Birmingham Central Division 1,739 359 230 . . 22S ... 922
Birmingham (Northern Division)

1,603(incomplete) ... ... -1 167 ... 57 •• 65 ... 1,314
Bournemouth 3,281 977 589 , ■— ... 1,715
Boxmoor and Hemel Hempsted ... 45o 131 35 • — V 3 . ... 281
Brixton ... 1,826 741 267 . 8 ... 810
Carlisle ... 1,792 514

448 ..
• 11 819

Chelsea ... 3,355 617 . 566 . . 36 i ... 2,136
Cheltenham 2,254 • •• 643 588 . •■ 513 510
Chiswick ... 1,078 ‘... 240 141 .18 ... • 679
Croydon 4,080 ••• 1,575 606 30 ... 1,869
Ealing 1,749 ... 461 229 • i 35 1,024

East Berks ... 2,355 . ... 603 . 264 415 1,073
East Toxteth (Liverpool Division) 2,188 316 239 • .. ----- 1,633
Gloucester ... 1,221 413 185 2 ... 621
Hammersmith 2,987 ... 855 512 . • • 39 ,... 1,581
Hampton ... ' ... 277 ... 92 39 • 14 132
Hastings .............. ... ... 2,610 ... 921 425 • 20 1,244
Hereford (part personal) 792 279 143 40 ., i 330
Kew .............. 155 - 96 21 .. 23 15 ■
Mayfair ... , ... - 2,217 1,118 447 . • 13 ... 639.
Mid Bucks ... 1,389 ... 248 222 ' 47 ... 872
North Hackney 1 2,044 962 453 9 ... - 620 '
North Hants 1,496 ' 426 417 25 ... 1 628
North Kensington 2,160 472 211 .. 2 ••• 1,475
North Paddington 3.700 ... 1,090 ' • 407 98 ... 2,105
North-West Manchester 1,374 ... 246 198 — 930
Oxford ... ... 2,145 . ... 571 353 22 ... 1,199
Reigate ... ... 906 338 199 23 346
Richmond ... 1,098 ... 413 98 150 437
St. Andrews ... 598 142 96 47 313
St. George’s-in-the-East 457 123 81 .. 2 251
Salisbury 594 231 163 .. — 200
Sheffield ...... 2,158 237 445 32 ••• 1,444
Shottermill Centre and Haslemere

Group ... ... 336 145 74 . 58 ... 59
Sidmouth .............. 268 97 44•..' 26 101
South Kensington ... 4,728 ... 1,183 671 33 2,841
Streatham ... ... 1,892 572 325 ■ ■ 3 992
Surbiton 469 188 45 • 9 227
Tonbridge ... 1 ... 189 ...66 ... 33 • .. — 90
Torquay ... ... 1,640 467 210 . 13 950
Watford 934 302 178 7 “. ; 447

Total ... 72,301 ... 20,915 11,869 .. 2,120 ••• 37’397

Simar
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LEAGUE QR
The-following Results were OBTAINED BY HOUSE TO House Canvass CONDUCTED by MEMBERS of the

Paid CANVASSERS:—

APRIL, 1912.

District. Electorate. Anti: Pro. Neutral. No Reply.

Ashbourne ... ... ... •■• 153 107 5 2 39
Bath ... ... ............... 2,153 1,026 230 21 876
Bristol ... ... ■•■ "... 7,615 • ■ 3.399 ... 915 2,004 1,297
Camberley and Frimley ... 271 • 119 ••• • 38 21 93
Cambridge ... ... ... ... 2,098 1,168 . 570 .271. ..
Camlachie ... 855 • 457 IIO 84 ■. 204
Central Finsbury ............... ■■■ 1,216 535 • ... 128 257 . 290

Cockermouth ... hi ... ?•• 143 74 . ...! 49 I 19
Cranbrook ... T... , " ... • ••• 88 52 7 29

Crowborough... ...... 147 100 ... 17 — 30
Dorking ■ ... G.. is ... i ■■■
Fulham ... ... ... ■••

290 
2,971

116

941
50

265
31

830
93

935
Guildford ... 776 428 67 72 209

Hampstead ... ... •■• 3,084 ' . 1,288 ... 405 233 . • 1,158

Hawkhurst ... ... -. 95 70 II 14
Holm wood ... •• •■• 69 . 33 ...j% 8 14 14
Isle of Thanet .......................... 1,082 231 180 314 357
Keswick ... ... ... ...
Liverpool (8 Divisions)—

405 -196

. 260

..• 87 122

Abercromby ... . ' ... . . ... 1,090 ... . 231 -— 599

Everton ... ... ••• 1,018 173 352 men • 493

Exchange ... .............. 728 168 ... . 141 ■ 419
Kirkdale ... ............... 1,541 386 ... 122 1,033

Scotland ... "... 716 160 ... 185 — - 371
Walton... ... ............... 2,609 1,053 ... 298 — 1,258

West Derby ... ............... 1,844 . 434 ... 559 ---  > 851

West Toxteth .............. . 1,138 . 180 ... ■ 338 626

Melton .......................... - ••• 42 s 38 I 3
Midhurst (part reply postcards) ... 73 • 27 15 20
Mid-Surrey (13 districts)............... 1,819 869 151 419 300
Newport (Mon.) ... ............... 1,291 844 ... . ■ 113 76 250
North Berks ... ... ■•• 1,291 1,085 75 63
Nottingham ... ... ••
Penrith ... ... ... . ••

8,398 
• 508

2,300
251

1,536
126

884 3,678
131

Reading ... c... 1,700 1,133 ... 166 31 370

Rogate ... ... • ••• 18 13 I 2

Romsey ... ... ... •• 130 64 17 49
Sandown and Lake, I. of W. 270 . 162 49 • •• 0 • 51
Scarborough ... ... .. 2,116 683 513 412 . 508
.Shanklin ... ... ... •• 283 163 ... 48 34 38

Southampton ......................... . 2,243 1,361 ... : 147 229 . 506
- South Berks ... . 1,368 . . 655 ... - • 217 289 . . 207

South Paddington . 2,500 . 1,161 334 335 . 070

South-West Manchester............. 1,473 441 "... 416 122 • 494
Westcote ... ... ... 48 . 28 10 6 . 4
Westminster 1,979 1,036 ... a 221 136 . . 580
Weston-super-Mare ............. • 935 . 380 . - 235 69 . 251

. Whitechapel ... ... ... 758 . 293 . IIO 34 . 321
Wigton ... ... ... . ■•
Woodbridge
York... ... ...-. •

. 224

. 212

. 2,297

203
. . 118

773

. 13
... II

516

2
29 54 

. 1,008

Total ... ,... ■ . . 66,171 • • 27,235 ... 10,409 ... 7.358 .. 21,169
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THE UPLIFT OF WOMANHOOD.
No. 3.—HELPING THE CHILDREN.

By Mrs. Archibald COLQUHOUN.

People sometimes say to me, " I 
don’t like the Chinese, they seem such a 
cruel race.” To this I feel bound to 
reply, " Neither in China, nor in any 
Oriental country, is there a Society for 
the Prevention of Cruelty to Children. 
It is not needed I ■’ Most people, I 
fancy, are convinced of the necessity and 
utility of the S.P.C.C. in our country— 
another eloquent testimony to the need 
of an uplift of motherhood and father­
hood too. It is undeniable that cases of 
deliberate cruelty occur in classes where 
poverty and ignorance cannot be pleaded 
as an excuse. Apart from the rare 
instances which are evidences of insanity, 
a large number (and many which the 
Society cannot trace) are due to in­
sobriety or some other form of indulgence 
by the mistress of the house. Probably 
the best weapon with which to fight such, 
an evil is the steady fostering of a strong 
public opinion. The next best is to 
ensure in the coming generation of 
fathers and mothers the healthy mind in 
a healthy body, and to train them in 
habits of self-control and discipline.

The Boy Scout.
Am I straining too far in seeing in the 

Boy Scouts a promise of better fathers in 
times to come ? I saw a big Boy Scout 
taking two ragged little youngsters across 
a crowded street and back to their native 
slum the other day. Big boys are often 
devoted to the baby of the family, but 
that sort of a job, with other folks’ 
babies—-that is a moral discipline of a 
most valuable kind ! The Girl Guides do 
not seem to have “ caught on ” as rapidly 
as the Scout Movement Organised effort 
is always more difficult to my sex. 
Perhaps some readers or correspondents 
can suggest possible methods for girls 
to gain the soft of mental and moral 
stiffening that scouting appears to supply. 
Domestic economy classes always seem 
to me to have the fatal drawback of lack 
of reality, and I speak from experience, 
for after trying them I learnt cooking 
and housework myself by practical 
experiment and failures in my own 
home.

At School.
When the child gets ±0 school age 

nowadays, he or she comes within the 
meshes of a social-philanthropic organisa­
tion which is rapidly improving. The 
responsibility now taken by the State 
for its children includes, theoretically at 
all events, health inspection, and the only 
logical sequence of that is medical treat­
ment. With the vexed questions involved 
in this assumption of parental duties by 
the State I am not concerned, I only 
wish to point to a development of it, 
which needs more co-operation from 
women for efficient working. The Care 
Committees attached to schools are doing

a valuable work in bringing the children 
who need help of any kind under the 
right treatment. A teacher whose class 
numbers forty to sixty children will 
know them all by name, and has often a 
shrewd idea of the family circumstances 
of many, but she cannot follow up each 
case. The doctor who inspects can 
diagnose and prescribe, but something 
more is needed if treatment is to be 
followed out in the patient’s home.

At Play.
I have no space to touch on the many 

Associations for helping sick children, or 
for convalescents. The Country Holiday 
Fund is one of the most attractive 
societies for child lovers, and its workers 
and inspectors are always anxious for 
fresh recruits. Incidentally, I should 
like to say that my own observation 
inclines me to the view that “ a day in 
the country ” is worse than useless to 
London children. A fortnight should 
be the minimum. Then there are several 
Societies which help the children to play 
—a practical need. Mrs. Humphry 
Ward’s splendid Play Centres aim at 
making organised play part of the regular 
school life. The Children’s Happy 
Evenings, of which Lady Jersey is 
President and Mrs. Bland Sutton Hon. 
Secretary, uses only voluntary help, and 
in schools lent by the L.C.C. out of hours 
35,000 children every week, in 195 
centres, have two or more hours of games, 
music, painting, drill, dancing and doll 
dressing, to mention only half the 
employments provided. The Guild of 
Play has similar evenings, and a speciality 
is made of singing and dancing games. 
London children will learn an old English 
song and dance in a couple of evenings— 
it is in the blood.

It will be seen that, just to keep an 
eye on the normal school child and 
provide for its health and amusement, 
we want an army of ready, capable 
women workers—for I can safely say 
that all the Associations I have mentioned 
are crying out for more helpers.

SUFFRAGIST DEFECTIONS.
MAJOR A. C. MORRISON-BELL, M.P.

Major Morrison-Bedi.; in a letter to 
the Chairman of the Unionist Association 
in the Honiton Division, says that, 
though he had already voted for the 
Conciliaton Bill, and had given a pledge 
to vote for it again, he has come to the 
conclusion not to support that measure 
again. The speeches at the Anti-Suffrage 
meeting at the Albert Hall, especially the 
Lord Chancellor’s, have convinced him 
that wider, issues are at stake and that 
the interests of this country are too 
complicated and vast to justify the risks 
that might be run, were such a tremendous 
experiment to be tried as that of giving 
all women the Franchise.

MR. W. P. BYLES, M.P.
Mr. W. P. By les writes to the Daily 

News as follows :—
“ Sir,—it is now pretty evident that 

the cause of the enfranchisement of women 
(in which I believe as strongly as ever) 
has been slain for this Session by the 
hands of its friends. It would have been 
no easy task to get a Bill through in any 
case. Now I. am convinced it is im­
possible. The window-breakers have 
done it—have overdone it. They have 
not tried to win opinion, but to force it. 
Now opinion can’t be forced; it must 
grow. And it was growing, very surely, 
and even rapidly, when this set-back 
came.

“ Even the Conciliation Bill will not 
pass now; many of its supporters on 
both sides of the House will not vote for 
it. For myself, I shall stand aloof, and 
shall treat the question (in Stock Ex­
change language) as a ‘ lock - up.’ I 
have been taunted with inconsistency. 
Says a redoubtable correspondent: ‘ You 
don’t throw over the Indians when the 
extremists take to bombs. How much 
have you pardoned to agrarian and 
political agitators in Ireland ? ’

“ Now, Sir, admitting, but only for the 
sake of argument, that these cases are 
parallel, I answer that if I were a mode­
rate reformer in India I should despair 
of progress till the bomb-throwing had 
ceased ; and if in Ireland just now there 
were a new outbreak of moonlighting 
and cattle-driving, if John Redmond, 
persistently insulted and interrupted 
Ministers across the floor of the House, 
and if John Dillon, taking a crowd of 
‘ the boys ’ with him, went with stones 
and hammers to break all the windows 
in Downing Street—if these things hap­
pened, then I should despair of the 
prospects of Home Rule this Session, and 
should divert my poor energies to some 
of the other great causes in which I also 
believe.

“ Home Rule for Ireland is my first 
objective. I am sent to Parliament to 
help Mr. Asquith to get it. The Pank­
hurst people ' are his avowed and per­
sistent enemy ; I am bis friend ; and I 
cannot be on both sides at the same time. 
Therefore, I must choose—and I have no 
hesitation in choosing—which I will 
serve. W. P. BYLES.

“ House of Commons, March 6th."

MR. WILFRID ASHLEY, M.P.
Mr. Wilfrid Ashley sent the following 

letter, to the. Morning Post:—
“ Sir,—The time has surely come when 

those who, like myself, have been 
inclined to favour Female Suffrage should 
reconsider our position. Undoubtedly 
there are many strong and cogent argu­
ments in favour of votes for women which 
must appeal to all of us, and if they had 
been backed by a temperate and orderly 
agitation, an enormous body of public 
opinion would have rallied in support.

■-------- ■—-------------- -—
" But this has not been the case. On 

the Contrary, personal attacks on 
Ministers, assaults on the police, destruc­
tion of public property, culminating 
during the last few days, at a time of 
grave public peril, in senseless damage 
to the premises of innocent tradesmen, 
have been the means employed to 
convince the House of Commons and the 
country of women’s fitness to exercise 
the Parliamentary Franchise. I there­
fore, for one, shall feel compelled to vote 
against the extension of the Franchise to 
women, till those who demand a share 
in the government of this country show 
by their conduct that they mean to carry 
on their propaganda in a constitutional 
manner.—Yours, etc.,

“ Wilfrid Ashley.
“ House of Commons, March 5th."

MR. PHILIP FOSTER, M.P.
Mr. Philip Foster, M.P. for the Strat- 

ford-on-Avon Division, has written to his 
committee saying that in consequence of 
recent Suffragist outrages he has decided 
to withdraw his support from the Con­
ciliation Bill.

MR. H. MALLABY DEELEY, M.P.
Mr. H. Mallaby Deeley, M.P. for the 

Harrow Division, speaking at Mill Hill 
on March 14th, said that in his election 
address he had stated that he was in 
favour of giving women ratepayers the 
vote, and he had voted in favour of the 
Conciliation Bill. Now, however, he had 
entirely altered his mind on this question, 
and would not in future support any Bill 
in favour of Woman Suffrage. He was 
convinced, after the " exhibition ” they 
had recently witnessed, that women were 
not fit to exercise the vote. They must 
be taught to restrain themselves before 
they assisted in making laws for others. 
He was convinced that the majority of 
women did not desire the vote, and he 
was not going to help them in unsexing 
themselves.

On March 7th, at the Unionist head- 
quarters, Redhill, Colonel Rawson, M.P., re­
ceived a joint deputation from the Reigate, 
Redhill and Dorking Branches of the 
National League for Opposing Woman 
Suffrage, which asked him to reconsider his 
position.

Colonel Rawson replied that he had voted 
for the Conciliation Bill, believing it to be a 
good measure. His action had been quite 
straightforward. He had, however, resolved, 
after very careful consideration, to change his 
attitude. He would not vote for the Con­
ciliation Bill oh the next occasion ; he could 
not be expected to vote against it, but he 
would not support any form of Woman 
Suffrage while this Parliament lasted, nor 
until the whole question had been first, 
submitted as a clear and definite issue to the 
country.

Mr. Perceval Keep cordially thanked 
Colonel Rawson. . .

VIEWS ON THE VOTE. I

THE PROPERTY OWNER.

In reply to an invitation to support a 
proposal to establish a Branch .at Aber- 
gavenny of the South Wales and Mon- 
mouthshire Federation of Women’s 
Suffrage Societies, Mrs. Mansel writes 
to Miss L. F. Waring, Organiser to the 
N.U.W.S.S. :—

" Maindif Court; Abergavenny, 
“December 12th, 19II.

" Dear Madam,,—I am obliged by 
your letter of the 7th instant as to a 
Branch of the above at Abergavenny. 
As a Monmouthshire woman I am 
distinctly averse to the scheme. By long 
experience, I have concluded that since 
the days of Eve (whether a figurative 
story or not) woman has ever been the 
dupe of Satan, and is now again pre­
paring for herself and this country a 
dread future, by falling into the hands 
of astute instigators, for their own 
purposes; of the Franchise, and probably 
leading to her own slavery. Can we not 
grasp that a Creator arranged one strong 
being in body and mind (man) and a 
lesser one (woman), both equally to carry 
out the many but utterly different 
occupations fitted for each-man not 
being suited for the one, neither woman 
for the other ? Hitherto she has been 
wisely spared. taking part in public, man 
having borne the brunt of life, and been, 
as intended, her natural protector. 
Should a woman be in possession of large 
estates, those serving under her (if she 
does her duty, thus gaining their confi- 
deuce and respect) would generally seek 
her advice in important questions, and, in 
any case,, her one vote would be but a 
unit to the numerous ones of her tenants. 
Women’s duties evidently are to comfort 
and elevate those around them un- 
ostentatiously, thus endeavouring to help 
the needy and to better their own 
surroundings. Theirs is, therefore, not 
publicly to decide on the leaders of the 
people, but it appears that even this 
easily entrapped sex may be one of 
the means , to work the ruin of this most 
wonderful Empire, allotted to us for 
trial by the Almighty. I should be glad 
if you would read this letter to your 
meeting.—Yours truly,

“ Lilian Augusta Mansel.”

to alleviate them, some women were 
deputed to tell the grievances of the 
workers, and that they held up a yard 
of heavy chain saying : ‘ We get a penny 
for making this.’ She then ended her 
discourse by saying that the men were 
touched, and exclaimed: ‘ Let us help 
these poor slaves ” ; but she did not go 
on fairly and state the result of that 
conference ! Undoubtedly you know all 
about that conference and its result, 
but the majority of us at that meeting 
did not."

On the authority of the National 
Federation for Women Workers we pub- 
lish the following information:—

(1) “ That women chain-makers work 
stripped to the waist on account of the 
furnace heat (like the men) ” is abso­
lutely a fabrication, and does not contain 
one element of truth.

Women’s work is altogether different 
from that of the men’s. The chain and the 
fire are very much smaller ; the work, too, 
is of a much inferior character. Women 
who make chains are dressed, speaking 
generally, as well as most women 
operatives.

(2) “ That they are paid 75. per week, 
and that a yard of heavy chain worked 
out at a penny per yard payment.”

Undoubtedly this was true to a very 
large extent before the introduction of the 
Trade Board Act, Since that Act has 
been in operation (operative from August, 
1910) a tremendous change has come over 
the industry, and the rates to-day, which 
are fixed by the law of the country, are 
based on 21d. an hour, or IIS. 3d. for a 
fifty-four hours’ week.

(3) " Regarding the statement of 
female labour displacing men’s labour, 
and if it be necessary for employers to 
employ female labour in order to keep 
their places in the market.”

Female labour does not usually affect 
men’s labour in the chain trade. The

I chain is smaller generally, and of a much 
inferior quality. Men make chains for 
ships’ cables, rigging, crane, and all kind 
of lifting chain. Chains made by women 
do not usually undergo any test, and are 
used for fencing purposes, dog chains, 
chains for hanging meat on ships, and 
for any purposes where there is no risk 
of life entailed.

As far as the industry can be dated 
back, women have made chains ; there- 
fore, most employers, because there is a 
market for the chain, employ women.

(4) “Dumping.” England seems to 
have a special advantage in the making 
of chains, and no chains are dumped from 
abroad. Therefore no foreign competition 
to affect the prices.

The women in the chain trade are very 
well organised under the National Federa­
tion. of Women Workers, and receive as 
much attention as the men. There are 
about 1,800 female workers in the chain 
trade, and these all belong to the above 
body.

THE CRADLEY HEATH CHAIN 
MAKERS.

A CORRESPONDENT writes : “ I went to 
a meeting a few weeks ago at which 
Mrs. Nevinson was speaking on Work- 
houses,.Labour, &c. She stated that the 
women chain-makers used to work stripped 
to the waist like men, in front of blazing 
furnaces, &c. That they received 7s. per 

I week wages. That at a conference held



; a 2537185552527 ”»-v 2715—775 : I

THE ANT1-SUFFRAGE REVIEW.

CORRESPONDENCE.
To the Editor of “ The Anti-Suffrage 

Review."
Sir,—Why should the Suffragists have 

the monopoly of self-advertisement ? We 
are obviously precluded from adopting 
their blatant methods to draw attention 
to our views ; but we can, in a quiet 
way, without any loss of self-respect, 
bring home to the general public— the 
man (and woman) in the street ”—the 
fact that the great majority of women 
are opposed to having the vote thrust 
upon them. For this purpose I suggest 
that it be incumbent upon every member 
of our League to wear the badge or 
ribbon on all occasions, in season and 
out of season. This procedure, if faith­
fully carried out, cannot fail to arouse 
attention, and the outbreak of black, 
white and rose would soon, I believe, 
swamp the purple, white and green of 
our opponents.—I am, &c.,

E. B. M.
Maida Vale Mansions, W.

March 1st, 1912.

To the Editor of “ The Anti-Suffrage 
■ Review” ’

Sir,—I should like to suggest through the 
medium of your columns that a referendum 
should be taken of the members of Oxford 
University on the Suffrage. Convinced as I 
am that it would reject Woman Suffrage, I 
consider it would materially assist the cause, 
especially in Oxford, and I think it could be 
worked with very little expense. I hear that 
a “ ‘Varsity ” branch, is to be formed of the 
Woman Suffrage League. Would this not be 
a suitable occasion to form a “’varsity.” 
branch of the National League for Opposing 
Woman Suffrage as a counter stroke? It 
seems a pity that the other side should always 
be the first in initiative. It seems at present 
that, unlike the Suffrage League, the Oxford 
branch of the N.L.O.W.S. is quite entirely a 
city one, and altogether apart from the Uni-

versity. I am quite sure that much would be 
gained by such a change, and that much 
enthusiasm would be found ; and I hope your 
paper will bring these proposals before the 
proper authorities.—-I am, Sir, yours 
obediently,

Oxford Undergraduate.
Oxford Union Society, 

March 13th, 1912.

a correction.
Sir,—In Miss violet Markham’s speech 

at the Albert Hall, which you report in your 
March supplement, she stated that it was 
her privilege to speak (four years ago in 
a small hall in Kensington) at the first Anti- 
Suffrage meeting held in London. This is 
incorrect. The first Anti-Suffrage meeting 
held in England was held on September 1st, 
1906, at Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet Street, 
London, E.C., and as I was the chairman, 
I delivered the first speech. You will find 
reports of the meeting in The People for 
September 2nd, and in The Times and other 
papers for September 3rd, besides comments 
in the Pall Mall Gazette, Westminster Gazette, 
Sheffield Telegraph and other journals.

I am, &c.,
Arch. Gibbs.

ANTI-SUFFRAGE DEMONSTRATION 
AT OXFORD.

One of the most crowded and most 
successful meetings ever seen in Oxford, even 
at election times, was organised by the 
Oxford Branch and held in the Town Hall 
on March 15th. Sir William R. Anson, 
Warden of All Souls, and one of the members 
of Parliament for the University, occupied 
the chair, and the chief speakers were Mrs. 
Humphry Ward and Mr. Fred Maddison, 
late Liberal-Labour member for Burnley. 
Their speeches-—the one from the woman’s 
and the other from the labour point of view— 
were in every way admirable, and produced 
a great impression. The Chairman’s speech 
was clear and incisive, and, together with the 
points afterwards made by Mr. J. F. Mason, 
M.P. for Windsor, and Mr. John Massie, late
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Liberal M.P. for North Wilts and Treasurer 
of the League (the mover and seconder of 
the vote of thanks), was heartily appreciated 
by the responsive audience, The Anti- 
Suffrage resolution (the same as that passed 
at the Albert Hall) was carried by a very 
large majority.

THE NEW RELIGION.
“ The attitude of the Suffragists 

to-day,” recently remarked Mrs. Arthur 
Dodge, President of the National Asso­
ciation Opposed to Woman Suffrage 
(United States), “ reminds us of Bishop 
Potter’s reply to the facetious Customs’ 
official who asked whether he was 
bringing in a new religion. ‘ Ah, no,’ 
said the bishop. ' The only religion 
that would be fashionable would be one 
that would be all rights and no duties.’ ”

A DEPUTATION from the Westminster 
Branch of the National League for Opposing 
Woman Suffrage waited upon Mr. W. L. 
Burdett-Coutts, M.P. for Westminster, on 
March 20th, with a view to urge upon him 
the necessity for continued opposition to the 
conciliation Bill. The members of the 
deputation included Miss G. Pott, Lady 
Craik, Mrs. Lewis Coward, Mrs. Langebach, 
Mrs. Clive Hussey, Mrs. Max Meyer, Miss 
Frewen, Miss Cotesworth (Hon. Secretary), 
Mr. Harold Wyatt and Mr. Walker. Miss 
Pott, in the absence of Lady Biddulph of 
Ledbury (President of the Branch), and Mr. 
Wyatt spoke for the deputation. Mr. 
Burdett-Coutts, in reply, made an interesting 
speech affirming his opposition to any 
measure for Woman Suffrage.

At a meeting of the Hitchin Debating 
Society, held on March 14 th, when the 
debaters were—-For the Suffrage, Lord 
Lytton ; against, Mr. A. MacCallum Scott, 
M.P., the Woman Suffrage resolution was 
defeated by two to one—a very significant 
result when one considers the Parliamentary 
representation of the Hitchin division.

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

CAXTON
Chairman:—Mrs.

SIR T. DYKE ACLAND, BT.
Mrs. MOBERLY BELL.
MRS. R. T. BLOMFIELD.
Mrs. BURGWIN.
W. R. CAMPION, Esq., M.P.

Secretary: Mrs. F.

Telegrams—" Adversaria." London.
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things you think necessary for the
country.

“ Take education, 
mothers’ business ?

Is not that the 
Are not the mothers

the people who are most actively 
education of theinterested in the

children ? How very rarely you find 
women going to meetings and asking 
Candidates if they think all is being done 
for the children that might be done. 
. . . .If your children are not efficiently 
taught in school they are not likely to get 
good places afterwards, and it is the 
women’s business to see that the Council 
attends to this properly.

The Community’s Welfare.
“ There is the question of street 

lighting. . . . Is it not your affair 
that the J back streets should be well 
lighted ? . . . Is it not your affair 
that the cleansing of the streets should 
be well done ? Is it not your aflair that 
the housing conditions should be im­
proved ? That landlords should not be 
allowed to build houses or tenements 
with water on the ground floor only ? 
Is it not your affair that the sanitation 
shall be well done ? That there shall 
be proper sanitary accommodation in the 
streets for women as well as for men ? 
I wish to encourage every woman to 
think over the things concerning the 
welfare of the general community— 
education, the cleansing of the streets, 
the gas and water supply, the free 
libraries,, the fever hospitals, the schools,
and so forth. We cannot choose

is all. We have to undo 40 years’ 
education before we shall again be what 
we were—the best housekeepers in the 
world. We want the girls to understand 
how to make use of every scrap, how to 
economise time, labour and money. This 
is housekeeping; this is knowledge. 
How best to bring up their own children ; 
how to keep them in health, the value of 
fresh air and plenty of sleep. So much 
has been taken away from our little girls, 
and so little has been given, and what 
they want is knowledge for the whole of 
their lives. . ....
. . . There are many other questions, 
for instance, the overseeing and care of 
the parks. We turn out our children 
to run in the parks by themselves, and 
the benefit of the parks often becomes a 
source of danger to them.

“ On the questions of poor laws, 
prisons, and lunatic asylums, we need 
women’s help immensely. There are no 
women visitors to the lunatic asylums. 
Can you conceive of the women laying 
their grievances of detail treatment 
before the men ? And they have no one 
else to appeal to ! In Lancashire, we 
have persuaded them to have a woman 
visitor. We are willing to serve; will 
you see that women have the opportunity 
to serve ? Because without men and 
women working hand in hand, and 
together, the work will be as badly done 
as a home without a mother. . . . 
I think you will understand from the 
amount of work there is waiting for 
women to do, how immensely important 
it is to have women on a Town Council."’

of it, I am sure Miss Ashton will agree 
with me, is wasted.
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WOMEN IN LOCAL GOVERNMENT
THE VOTER’S DUTY.

Interesting speeches on the oppor­
tunities of Local Government, and on 
the duty of the Women Municipal voters, 
were made • by Miss Margaret Ashton 
(Manchester Town Council)—and Mrs. 
Arthur Somervell, at a meeting of the

Westminster Women’s Local Government 
Association, held at Caxton Hall on 
Thursday, February 15th. We reproduce 
some extracts from them.

Miss Ashton, whose excellent work on 
the Manchester Town Council is well 
known, said:—

“ I hope that all of you who are here 
to-day are voters and feel the responsi­
bility of your work in Westminster. If

Telephone—Gerrard 8472.

the ratepayers do not get all they want 
out of the rates it is their own fault, and 
I do not think that people have ever 
taken the trouble to tell women rate­
payers what their vote will do for them. 
I want to tell you what you can achieve 
by voting for and against candidates ; 
I want to tell you that you should go to 
candidates’ meetings, that you should 
ask them questions, and press for the

our Candidates, but we ought to take 
pains to see that we get the best men or 
women to represent us. You have no 
women to represent you in Westminster, 
I understand. You ought to have, for 
the work deals largely with domestic 
matters. . . .

“ I do not know if you have sufficient 
health visitors here in Westminster, I 
know that we in that rich city of Man­
chester have not nearly enough to save 
the babies' lives—a question for women, 
surely. . . . You can say, ‘ We want 
to have women on the Midwives Com­
mittee, because they know the difficulties 
of mothers in the poor houses who are 
served entirely by midwives.’

Education of Girls.
“ Do not you think you might try to 

get better education for your girls ? 
Why should we teach them as if they were, 
all going to be typists or clerks. There 
is hardly a woman in the world who 
does not have to take up some share of 
housekeeping, some time or other, and 
these girls never have the chance of 
learning housekeeping at home. As we 
have stolen the home training away from 
them, could we not give them something 
instead ? We are now in the third 
generation of women who have entirely 
lost that home training, and, therefore, 
are not ourselves proficient, and cannot 
teach our little girls. We get along ; that

HOME WORK.

National Education.
“ We have to control and administer 

the education which will affect the 
destinies of the nation’s children. More 
and more, national education is being 
transferred from private control to public 
administration. Local government and 
the work done under it affects our chil­
dren from their birth, through infancy, 
school life, and adolescence. By our 
administration of the local government 
powers, we determine how the children 
of the nation are to grow up.

" Miss Ashton has spoken to you from 
her great experience. I want to take 
the other end of the stick, to point to 
something which those who are first 
beginning this work can set before them­
selves as a possible achievement. Let us 
see what you can do, and how you can 
do it. First of all—and most important— 
all ratepayers, men and women, should 
take the trouble to vote, and find out for 
whom they ought to vote. Here in 
Westminster one of the women guardians 
has a constituency of 2,600 voters. Only 
600 voters polled at the last election. 
And Miss Ashton has given us some idea 
of the duties which this lady would have 
to perform I

“ I do appeal to every woman here 
to-night to take her share of this work. 
It is a time in which the conditions of 
social life threaten to be destroyed by 
dry-rot, the great enemy of modern life. 
Do let us see that all men or women who 
live in our houses who have a vote, and 
that we ourselves, if we have a vote, shall 
use this great power.Mrs. Arthur Somervell said :—

“I do support with all my power 
what Miss Ashton has said about the 
necessity of this home work which needs 
to be done for the community. Men 
have done great things, but the women 
must help them, because there are many 
things they cannot do by themselves. 
The work is exactly what we have always 
had to do in our own homes, and I hope 
we have done it with some success, 
because, after all, we English have in the 
past produced some of the greatest men 
and women that the world has seen. In 
the extension of this work lies the 
greatest possible field for all our energies.

“ As with family life, so with local 
government. Certain lines have to be 
laid down for a household by the work 
and earning power of the husband ; such 
questions, for instance, as where, and on 
what scale, the house shall be started. 
Then it remains to the mother to make 
that house a home ; to see that the social 
advantages, the educational advantages, 
all the general advantages which are 
possible, shall be used to the utmost.

“So in local government, we find 
ourselves set, in certain conditions, and 
under bye-laws laid, down by Parliament, 
to administer an immense income. We 
have to use this great amount of money 
for the best advantage ; and a large part

Children’s Care.
“ Miss Ashton has touched on the work 

of the Education Committee of a County 
or Borough Council. The early stages of 
this educational work are especially suit­
able for the young ones among us. Take 
the Children’s Care Committees. They 
sorely need women, and not necessarily 
women who have children of their own. 
Just girls and women who have kind and 
sympathetic hearts and who are willing 
to learn. These Committees make an 
admirable first step for those who wish to 
undertake some local government work. 
They have to do with the feeding of 
necessitous children, with after-care, and 
many other things. Everyone who helps 
in such work will make a better mother 
when arid if the opportunity comes to her, 
for having tried in this way to help those 
who are motherless or whose mothers 
are overworked. Then from the work of 
the Care Committee we can pass on to the 
excellent work of being school managers. 
And, in time, anyone who is in earnest 
will not find it difficult to get co-opted on 
to the Education Committee itself. I 
know of one town wherethrough the work 
of a co-opted woman, a magnificent little 
school of wood-carving and cookery has
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been started. The boys learn not only 
wood-carving, but truth and accuracy and 
many other such excellent lessons. There 
is an equally attractive room, where the 
girls learn cooking. The girls and boys 
are stirred up to learn reading and 
writing quickly, because work in the 
wood-carving and cooking rooms is given 
as a reward.' That is the work of one 
woman, and I should like to point out 
to you that the school cost £500 to build 
and another £500 to equip, while the 
elementary school cost £23,000, so that 
the wood-carving and cooking is not an 
expensive part of the education.

" Among us here, I think, are women 
of all kinds. There are women whose 
children are educated in the elementary 
schools. There are women who have 
leisure for self-culture; and for artistic 
culture. But whatever women are 
present, whatever their homes, whatever 
their leisure, every one can do something 
to help on this local government work. 
Join us as Members or Associates, give 
us a subscription, however small, however 
large ; above all, give us your interest. 
For this work touches the very life of the 
nation which our forefathers have built 
up, and which, unless we see that it is not 
rotten at the core, is bound to fall as 
other great empires of the world have 
fallen.”

LADY DOCTORS AND LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT WORK.

By Mrs.VAN Ingen Winter, M.D.,D.P.H.
We hope that the time is not far off 

when a certain number of the seats on all 
Municipal Councils and Boards of 
Guardians will be allotted to duly 
qualified women. Women doctors are 
peculiarly fitted to be the “pioneers” 
of this new movement. •

It is a well-known fact that all Coun­
cils must appoint medical officers of health, 
sanitary inspectors, and, of recent years, 
health visitors.. A medical officer of 
health must be duly qualified in medicine, 
surgery and midwifery, and, since 1892, 
must also hold a diploma of public 
health, and his chief work is the preven­
tion of disease. A sanitary inspector is 
the chief agent of the medical officer of 
health, to whom multifarious outdoor 
duties fall, such as inspection of foods, 
cowsheds, dairies, bakehouses, drainage, 
&c. There are now, in addition to 
ordinary male inspectors, women inspec­
tors and lady health visitors employed 
by the Home Office and various local 
authorities, whose duties include the 
visiting of women’s workshops, home- 
workers, sick children, and the administer­
ing of the various means for the reduction 
of infant mortality. Hence, it is evident 
that the working of the sanitary depart- 
ment devolves mainly on the medical 
profession. And since it is now more 
clearly recognised that women’s points 
of view, with regard to themselves and 
their children, are best expressed by
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women; it follows that a certain per­
centage of medical women on Local 
Government Committees would be 
beneficial.

Women workers on Local Government 
have so far been successful, though as 
yet their numbers are small.

Domestic Legislation.
Much remains to be done in England 

in the direction of educational work in 
public health. Especially important is the 
training of girls in domestic hygiene, food 
values, and infant management; the 
personal guidance and teaching in the 
homes of the people ; the awakening of 
a well-informed public opinion, as to the 
inestimable value to the State of physical 
well-being, and the creation of a healthy 
national Conscience. Men would freely 
concede to women this domestic legisla­
tion ; it is probable that a good many 
changes could be effected in the home 
surroundings, the upbringing of the 
children at home, and the better planning 
of the Board School curricula; to say 
nothing of the possible suggestions that 
may, in the near future, be made re the 
value of domestic service for the Board 
School girls, and trades for the boys, 
between the ages of 14 and 16 years ; and 
conscription for lads, with further educa­
tion for boys and girls between the ages 
of 16 and iS years, making them better 
fit for parental responsibilities soon to 
follow.

As women doctors have the " entree ” 
to the homes of all classes, at all times, 
their opportunities are exceptionally good 
for getting the necessary information, for 
rectifying defects, and working on the 
lines of not only curative, but preventive 
medicine (as outlined by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer under the new Insurance 
Act) ; an ounce of the latter being worth 
a ton of the former. Hence, instead of 
asking for Parliamentary votes, instead 
of interfering with the administration 
of a vast Empire, the maintenance of the 
Army and Navy, and with questions of 
peace and war, which lie outside the 
legitimate sphere of women’s influence, 
let us encourage women to vote for their 
Parish, or Borough or County Council, to 
take, that is to say, a more active part in 
the life which is close to us, in matters 
which we ought to understand and try to 
influence.

OUR BRANCH NEWS-LETTER.
WE are asked to state that Miss Gladys 

Pott will be abroad during the month of 
April. Members of the League, who may 
desire Miss Pott to speak at meetings after 
April are asked to address their inquiries to 
the Hon. Sec. N.L.O.W.S., Caxton House, 
Westm inster.

The great impetus that has been given to 
the work of our League by recent events has, 
of course, affected our Branches strongly, 
and activity is great throughout the country. 
The most noticeable feature in the Branch 
reports which reach us, now is the record 

of “ new members joined " : and it looks 
very much as if the official Anti-Suffrage 
army will before very long have doubled its 
numbers.

Branch Secretaries and Workers’ Com- 
mittee.—There will be no meeting of this 
Committee during April. The next meeting 
will be held on May 8th at 11.30 a.m., at 
27, Queen’s Gate Gardens (by kind permission 
of Mrs. George Macmillan). Chairman, Miss 
Gladys Pott; Hon. Secretary, Miss Manisty, 
33, Horn ton Street, Kensington, W.

Abingdon.—Miss Gladys Pott, in an open 
debate with Mrs. Rackham (Cambridge), 
held in the Corn Exchange, Abingdon, on 
February 29th, put the Anti-Suffrage Reso­
lution with so much conviction that it was 
carried, after discussion, by an overwhelming 
majority. Mr. John Downing was in the 
chair.

Altrincham.—Miss Gladys Pott’s debate 
at the Public Hall, Altrincham, with Miss 
Margaret Robertson, Secretary of the Man- 
Chester Federation of Woman Suffrage 
Societies, on February 16th, was a very great 
success. Mr. W. E. Thompson was in the 
chair, and the debate was arranged by the 
Altrincham League of Young Liberals.

Miss Pott’s arguments, which were varied, 
and full of clever logic, greatly impressed 
her audience, and Miss Robertson’s resolu­
tion that the "‘ Parliamentary franchise 
should be extended to women without delay" 
was only carried by a very narrow majority.

Ascot.—A Branch is in course of formation 
here, and promises well. A meeting held at 
the Royal Hotel on March 5th (which 
Dr. Crouch, of Ascot, had organised) was 
attended by a very large number of local 
residents. The chair was taken by Mr. 
Roland Barrari, (M.P. North Leeds), and the 
speakers were Mrs. Harold Norris, Mr. A. 
Maconachie, and Dr. Crouch. Towards the 
end of the proceedings, the Anti-Suffrage 
resolution was moved by Miss Lee, put to the 
assembly, and carried by an overwhelming 
majority.

Dr. Crouch read the following very interest­
ing letter from Lord Roberts :—

“ DEAR DR. Crouch—I am very sorry I 
cannot be present at the 
meeting at Ascot to-morrow, 
meeting will be a great success. 

Anti-Suffrage 
I trust the 
I agree with

Lord Lansdowne that to grant Parliamentary 
Suffrage to women of this country would be a 
political mistake of a very, disastrous kind. 
I wish that every woman who favours W oman 
Suffrage would carefully consider the admir- 
able speech made by Miss Violet Markham 
at the protest meeting at the Albert Hall on 
the 28th ult.—Yours very truly,

ROBERTS."
Seven new members and thirty Associates 
have joined this Branch since the meeting.

Ashton-under-Lyne.— Mr. Douglas A. Cow­
burn, M.D., Miss Moir, and Mr. W. M. C. 
Martin addressed a largely attended meeting 
in Ashton Town Hall on March 15th, Dr. 
Morison being in the chair. The Anti- 
Suffrage resolution was carried by a good 
majority.

Berks (North).—A large company of Anti- 
Suffragists partook of tea in the Corn Ex- 
change, Abingdon, on February 29th. This 
was preliminary to a debate on the Suffrage 
question, at which there was a large attend- 
ance, both sides being represented, but the 
Anti-Suffragists predominated. Mr. J. F. ( 
Downing was a most impartial chairman, 
and Miss Gladys Pott ably set forth the , 
Anti-Suffrage case against Mrs. Rackham, | 

of the Cambridge N.U.W.S.S. Each lady 
had some supporters on the platform, with 
Miss Pott being Lady Norman, Mrs. George 
Morland, and Miss Randall, while on the 
right of Mrs. Rackham were Mrs. Jessop and 
Miss Sandys. . . :

An animated general discussion followed 
the principal speeches, and at the conclusion 
Miss Pott’s resolution that Woman Franchise 
would be detrimental to the best interests 
of the State and to woman herself was passed 
by a very large majority.

Birkenhead, Liverpool and Wirral.—On 
February 29th the annual meeting of the 
Birkenhead, Liverpool and Wirral Branch 
was held at the Adelphi Hotel, Liverpool. 
The meeting was very well attended, and 
after the very satisfactory ’report and 
accounts for the year had been passed, 
Mrs. Maggs gave an address on the present 
situation, and also suggested enlargement 
of the combined Branch in various practical 
ways. At the close of the meeting tea was 
provided.

Bournemouth.—The third annual general 
meeting of this Branch was held in the 
Havergal Hall on March 6th, Mr. C. J. 
Hankinson, J.P., being in the chair. A 
summary of the year's work and a statement 
of accounts was read by Mrs. Dering White, 
the Hon. Treasurer, and it is gratifying to 
record that the Bournemouth Branch is 
going steadily ahead, the membership now 
numbering between five and six hundred.

Major Dixon, of the Southampton Branch, 
gave a short address, and Mrs. Roberts- 
Thompson and Miss Mary Schofield proposed 
the votes of thanks. Mrs. Roberts-Thompson, 
who was especially, thanked for the help 
which she has given to this Branch during 
the past year, kindly entertained those 
present at tea after the meeting.

On March 5th, a drawing-room meeting 
was held at the residence of Mrs. Alan Sturdy, 
Wavenaen, Wareham. Mrs. Dering White 
addressed a large gathering, and a good 
proportion of those present joined our 
League at the conclusion of the meeting.

Bristol.—On February 24th a deputation, 
consisting of the Hon. Secretary (Miss Long 
Fox) and other members of the Bristol 
Branch, was received by the Right Hon. 
Augustine Birrell, K.C., M.P. for North 
Bristol.

Mr. Stanley Gauge, introducing the depu- 
tation, said that although those present were 
of different political parties, they all met 
with the common object of impressing 011 
Mr. Birrell their hope that the Government 
would not extend the Parliamentary 
Franchise to women.

The Hon. Secretary said that the Bristol 
Branch of the N.L.O.W.S. had 2,100 sub- 
scribing members, 390 of whom belonged to 
Mr. Birrell’s constituency, and more than 
8,000 people had signed the Bristol petition 
against Woman Suffrage.

Mrs. H. C. Trapnell drew Mr. Birrell’s 
attention to the fact that out of 7,615 
women with the municipal vote only 915 
were in favour of Woman Suffrage, while 
3,399 were opposed to it. The remainder 
sent no reply or expressed themselves as 
neutral. . -

Mrs. Rose, Mrs. Robeson, and Messrs. 
A. Langlands, J. Inskip and Gladstone Wills 
also spoke. • ,.
. The Right Hon. A. Birrell, although 
expressing himself in favour of Woman 
Suffrage on a limited scale, owned that many 
legal reforms regarding the rights and 

position of a woman as to property and other 
matters had been made by men. He 
considered that if women were able to help 
in the government of a large corporation they 
were quite capable of going to the poll and 
voting on national questions. With regard 
to the Referendum, Mr. Birrell thought that 
there would be a great deal of difficulty in 
its working. There would be numbers of 
people who would not take the trouble to 
vote, and this, in his opinion, would destroy 
the authority of it. He added that he would 
convey to his friends in the Cabinet what the 
deputation had said, and he also noted the 
numerical strength of Anti-Suffragists in 
Bristol. .

A vote of thanks was accorded to Mr. 
Birrell, on the motion of the Hon. Secretary, 
seconded by Mr. Stanley Gahge.

On February 22nd the last debate of the 
season, between this Branch and the West 
Bristol Liberal Association, was held at the 
Lesser Memorial Hall. The Anti-Suffrage 
speaker was Mrs. Gladstone Solomon, and 
Miss Baretti took the Suffrage side. An 
animated discussion followed the speeches, 
and many questions were ' asked. The 
meeting closed with a vote of thanks to all 
the lady speakers who have taken part in 
the debates of the season and to the Hon. 
Secretaries of the N.L.O.W.S. and the 
N.U.W.S.S.

On February 26th, a debate was held at 
the Queen's Hall, Clifton, under the auspices 
of the Junior Conservative Association. Mr. 
Rudge presided, and very strong opposition 
was provided by speakers from the Bristol 
Branch, of the N.L.O.W.S.

Lady Isabel Margesson spoke at great 
length from the Suffragist point of view, 
and Miss Stuart (London), Miss Price, and 
Mrs. Aitchley very ably answered Lady 
Isabel, cleverly refuting her arguments with 
their Anti-Suffrage logic.

Only two speakers supported Lady Isabel.
Bromley.—At the • Literary Institute, 

Bromley, on March 1st, a gathering of 
members and friends of the local Branch 
was addressed by Mrs. Gladstone Solomon. 
Mr. Powell was in the chair, and the Anti- 
Suffrage resolution was carried by a large 
majority.

Bromley and Bickley.—On March 4th, 5th, 
7th, 11th and 12th, meetings have been held 
at Bromley and Bickley,

Mrs. Gladstone Solomon also addressed 
‘ dinner hour " meetings of working people 
at Bromley. A large number of new members 
have been enrolled' in this district.

Camberley.—On March 13th Colonel Sir A. 
Hammond, V.C., took the chair at a well- 
attended debate on Woman Suffrage in 
Camberley Drill Hall. The greatest enthu­
siasm prevailed in the crowded hall, and 
Miss Gladys Pott and Mrs. Johnstone took 
our side against Miss K. D. Courtney, 
N.U.W.S.S., and Mrs. Bassett. So successful 
were the Anti-Suffrage arguments that our 
resolution was carried by an overwhelming 
majority.

Cambridge.—By the kind invitation of the 
President, Mrs. Austen Leigh, a most 
successful meeting was held at her residence 
on February 12th.

Mrs. Greatbatch addressed a good audience, 
and her speech was thoroughly appreciated 
by those present.

Mr. A. J. Pell was in the chair, arid, at the 
conclusion of the meeting, a vote of thanks 
was accorded to him and to the speaker 

by Mr. Boughey, and seconded by Mr. Perry 
(President of the Men’s League, Cambridge). 
The names of several new members were 
taken by Mrs. Austen Leigh.

Carlisle.—The second annual meeting of the 
Committee of the Carlisle Sub-branch, was held 
on February 22nd, at 37, Lowther Street, 
Carlisle, those present being Lady Allison 
(President of the Branch), Mrs. James, Mrs. 
Kighley Hough, Miss Wilson, Miss Lidiard, 
and Mrs. Spencer Ferguson (Hon. Secretary).

The result of the Carlisle canvass of 
municipal women votes was read, showing a 
majority of 68 to the Anti-Suffrage side, 
792 cards not being returned out of a total 
of 1,792 sent out.

The resolution as proposed by the Lord 
Chancellor'at the Albert Hall demonstration 
was passed.

Crouch End.—Mrs. Gladstone Solomon 
spoke at a drawing-room meeting at the 
residence of Mrs. E. Thompson at Crouch 
End on February 29th, and the resolution 
against Woman Suffrage was carried by a 
very large majority.

Crowborough.—The Crowborough. Branch 
sends in a very encouraging account of the 
work done here, and of the interest displayed 
in Anti-Suffragism in the town. Forty-eight 
new members have been enrolled since last 
month.

Croydon.—Under the auspices of the 
Croydon Branch of the National League of 
Young Liberals, a debate on Adult Suffrage 
was held at the Braithwaite Hall on February 
14th. • Mr. Percy Cohen put forward the case 
against Woman Suffrage and Miss Ward, of 
the People’s Suffrage Association, put the 
resolution that “ the time had come to confer 
the Parliamentary franchise on all men and 
women on the short residential qualification." 
Although Miss Ward’s resolution was carried, 
feeling in the meeting was of strong Anti- 
Suffragism.

There was a very representative gathering 
in the Small Public Hall, Croydon, on 
February 26th, to hear Miss Gladys Pott 
debate with Miss L. F. Morland. Mr. 
Aldous was an admirably impartial Chairman. 
Miss Pott’s arguments were listened to with 
the greatest attention, and several points 
raised by both speakers were afterwards 
discussed.

Dublin.—Mrs. Marcus Goodbody presided 
at the annual general meeting of the Dublin 
Branch, held at 6, Stephen’s Green, on 
March 15th.

Mrs. A. E. Murray (ITon. Sec.) read the 
annual report, which showed a most satis- 
factory state of affairs, and that the member- 
ship of this Branch is steadily increasing. 
Mrs. Starkie read an interesting paper on 
“ The Forward Policy of the League/’ and 
Mrs. Pim, Mrs. Pollock and Miss Stronge 
made most interesting short speeches. The 
Anti-Suffrage resolution was carried unani- 
mously.

East Berks (Windsor).—The Guildhall, 
Windsor, was crowded to its utmost capacity 
on March 14th, when a debate took place 
between Miss Gladys Pott and Mrs. Swan- 
wick, of the L.S.W.S. Sir Frederick Dyson, 
Deputy -M ay or, was in the chair. Mr. A. 
Wenyon Samuel was to have spoken for us, 
but was unable to attend. Mrs. Swanwick, 
who was supported by Mr. K. Cholmondeley, 
put the Suffrage resolution, but after the 
audience had heard Miss Gladys Pott 
Mrs. Swanwick’s resolution was defeated by 
an overwhelming majority.
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East Devon.—On March 5th, 6th, 7th and
8th, highly successful meetings were held in 
South Devon, in which officials of the East 
Devon Branch very actively interested 
themselves. The Rt. Hon. Sir John Kenna- 
way, Bart., C B. (President of the Branch) 
was the Chairman of a crowded meeting, 
held in the Church Institute, Ottery St. 
Mary, on March 5th. Mrs.'Greatbatch and 
Mrs. Lane, who were the speakers, were 
enthusiastically received, and at the close 
of the meeting were given a cordial vote of 
thanks. On the motion of Sir Ernest Satow, 
seconded by Mr. Rennell Coleridge, a hearty 
vote of thanks was also accorded the Chair- 
man, Sir John Kennaway briefly responding.

Another very interesting meeting was that 
held at Exmouth, in the Temperance Hall, 
on March 6th. The Rev. Dr. Way presided, 
and addresses were given by Mrs. Greatbatch 
and Mrs. Lane. The vote of thanks to the 
speakers and Chairman was proposed by 
the Rev. Sub-Dean Martin, and seconded 
by Dr. H. Martin. So Convincing were the 
arguments di the speakers that no . less 
than eighty adherents were gained for our 
League, and the resolution was carried by 
a very large majority.

Mrs. Greatbatch and Mr. Arthur Pott were 
the speakers at a largely attended meeting 
at Sidmouth on March 7th. The Manor Hall 
was packed, and Sir Ernest Satow made 
a brief speech from the chair. A telegram 
from Major Morrison-Bell, M.P. for the 
Honiton Division (who was previously 
pledged to support the Conciliation Bill) 
was read, Major Morrison-Bell saying, that in 
consequence of the recent Suffragist dis- 
turbances, and a study of the leading speeches 
made at our Albert Hall meeting, he now 
intended to vote against Woman Suffrage. 
This message was received with the greatest 
enthusiasm, and the audience carried the 
Anti-Suffrage resolution by a very large 
majority.

At Exeter, on March 8th, Mr. C. T. K. 
Roberts, a town councillor and ex-mayor of 
the city, presided over a crowded and sym- 
pathetic meeting. Letters of regret for 
absence were read from Lord Fortescue, 
Lord Lieutenant of the county, and Sir 
Thomas Acland, Bart.

Mrs. Greatbatch and Mr. Arthur Pott were 
given a very attentive hearing, and at 
the conclusion of the meeting a vote of 
thanks was accorded to Mrs. Lane, who was 
responsible for the successful organisation 
of the series of Devonshire meetings.

Hants. (North) (Fleet).—A very successful 
meeting was held in the Pinewood Hall at 
Fleet on March 12th. The hall, to which 
admission was free, was well filled, some 300 
to 350 persons being present. Mrs. Laurence 
Currie took the chair, and Miss Gladys Pott 
gave an address upon the principles of Anti- 
Suffrage. A .resolution against Woman 
Suffrage was then put to the meeting and 
passed. A notable and pleasant feature of 
the afternoon was that, at the end of the 
proceedings, those in the audience who 
advocated Woman Suffrage proposed and 
passed a vote of thanks to Miss Pott for her 
speech and replies to questions from her 
opponents, an action which Miss Pott told 
them was the greatest honour she had ever 
received.

Hooton and Capenhurst (Cheshire).—On 
March 12th a drawing-room meeting was 
kindly given by Mrs. Wyatt, at The Priory,

Hooton, Cheshire. Mrs. Maggs was the 
speaker, and the room was quite full, and 
many more people who wished to be present 
could not be accommodated, Nearly every­
one present joined the League.

Leicester.—A very animated discussion 
took place between the members of the 
Leicester Parliamentary Debating Society, 
in the Memorial Hall, Leicester, on February 
16th. After some: nine or ten .speeches for 
and against had been heard, a resolution 
against votes for Women was well carried.

Leyton.—At a debate arranged by the 
Leyton Liberal Political Committee, and held 
on March 6th, at the Leyton Liberal Club, 
Mr. A. Maconachie proved an admirable 
opponent to the extraordinary arguments of 
Miss Nina Boyle. Mr. E. J. Davey presided 
over a crowded meeting. It is not remarkable; • 
in view of Miss Boyle’s statement that “ she. 
would not repudiate or apologise for those 
responsible for the window smashing, neither 
did she or her colleagues feel ashamed of 
them,” that the sympathies of the audience 
were with Mr. Maconachie 1

Mr. A. Maconachie debated very success­
fully with Mr. Theodore Gugenheim, at 
the Newport Road Schools, on February 
20th, in connection with the Leyton Central 
Liberal and Radical Association. The 
attitude of the meeting was decidedly in 
favour of the opinions of our League.

Manchester.—Two hundred new members 
have joined the Branch, and many meetings 
have been held. Mrs. P. W. Craven and 
Miss C. Moir have debated at the Prestwich 
Church Institute Literary Society and the 
Accrington Women’s Co-operative Guild, on 
February 23rd and 24th. Miss Moir debated 
alone at the Cheadle Society for Women’s 
Suffrage, and addressed the. New Moston 
Mutual Improvement Society and the 
Northenden Literary Society. The results of 
these meetings and debates have been very 
satisfactory to us. . On February 27th 
Mr. A. C. Gronno spoke to an interested 
audience, at the invitation of the North 
Division of the Manchester Liberal Federa­
tion, and on the same date a public meeting 
was held at the St. Clement’s Schools, 
Urmston. The speakers were Miss Moir and 
Mr. W. M. C. Martin, councillor H. Nall 
being in the chair; Another successful 
debate was that arranged by the Mellor 
Women’s Association at Marple Bridge, 
Miss Moir speaking against Miss Margaret 
Ashton. David Thompson, Esq., was in the 
chair.

Many semi-social gatherings have been 
held during the past month, invitations being 
sent to sympathisers in certain of the Parlia­
mentary Divisions. It is hoped soon to hold 
a meeting in each division covered by this 
Branch with the object of having local 
sub-committees to watch our interests. At 
each meeting so far held new members have 
joined and officials and working committees 
appointed.

These meetings have been held in North, 
East and South-west Manchester, North 
Salford and Levenshulme.

Marylebone.—The annual general meeting 
of the Marylebone Branch took place on 
March 15 th, at 34, Upper Hamilton Terrace, 
N.W., by kind invitation of Mrs. Alexander 
Scott. In the absence of Lady George 
Hamilton, the chair was taken by the 
Dowager Lady Hastings. The reports of the 
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary showed 
that the Branch was in a satisfactory con­
dition and working well. The Executive

Committee for the year was elected. Mrs.' 
Alexander Scott retires from the treasurer- 
ship in favour of Miss Emily Luck. After 
the business meeting a most interesting 
address was given by Mr. Rowland White- 
head, K.C.

Mayfair and St George’s Branch. — The 
Countess Dowager of Ancaster presided over a 
meeting held at Claridge’s Hotel, on Friday, 
March 22nd, for the purpose of re-organising the 
work of the Branch and strengthening the Com- 
mittee, and to enlist interest and support in the 
work of the League. An Anti-Suffrage resolu­
tion was proposed and carried unanimously. It 
was decided that the resolution should be sent to 
the Rt. Hon. Alfred Lyttelton, Member for the 
Division, and that a deputation from the Branch 
should call on Mr. Lyttelton in the course of the 
next few days. Several new members were 
enrolled, and a substantial addition made to the 
Branch funds.

Newport.—The Hon. Secretary of. the 
Newport Branch of the Girls’ Anti-Suffrage 
League-, Miss L. Sealy, has, written to us, 
pointing out that the drawing-room meeting 
held at Chesterholme on February 17 th, at 
the residence of Mrs. Wallis, was under the 
auspices of the Girls’ League and not of the 
adult Branch. The Girls’ League in Newport 
is doing much energetic work, and we are 
glad to take this opportunity of acknow­
ledging it.

North St. Pancras.—A number of ladies 
attended as guests the weekly meeting of 
the North St. Pancras Junior Imperial Club 
on February 26th, at the Unionist Club, 
Kentish Town, to hear an address on Anti- 
Suffragism by Mr. A. Maconachie. Mr. 
Maconachie’s remarks were principally a 
reply to a Suffrage lecture given at the Club 
during the previous week, and an interesting 
discussion followed.

Penge.—At a debate organised by the 
Conservative and Unionist Club on March 9th 
Miss Mabel Smith v. Miss Abadam, the 
Anti-Suffrage resolution was almost unani­
mously carried.

Purley and Sanderstead.—A very successful 
drawing-room meeting was held by the 
Purley and Sanderstead Branch on March 
16th, by kind invitation of Mrs. Lanyon, at 
her residence, Red Gables, Purley Downs. 
Dr. Newnham presided, and Mrs. Archibald 
Colquhoun gave a most convincing speech. 
A resolution against Woman Suffrage was 
carried, and a large number of new members 
joined the League.

Scottish National Anti-Suffrage League. 
Glasgow.—The annual meeting of the Glasgow 
Branch of the Scottish National Anti- 
Suffrage League was held on February 28th 
in the Christian Institute, and there was a 
large attendance.

Mrs. John M. MacLeod, who presided, 
read a telegram from Lady Glasgow ex­
pressing regret at her inability to be present, 
and wishing the meeting every success. 
Mrs. MacLeod, in the course of an interesting 
speech, said that they were justified in looking 
back over the past year and feeling greatly 
cheered and encouraged by what had been 
accomplished. People hitherto quiet were 
arousing themselves for the first time to the 
great danger to the country, and they must 
all make an effort to keep that feeling alive 
and do their utmost to prevent the feminine 
vote becoming the dominant power in the 
State and Empire. Mr. A. D. Ferguson also 
spoke; and the reports read were ample 

testimony to the success of this very active 
Branch of the Scottish League.

An active campaign was carried through 
by the Glasgow Branch of theS.N.A.S.L. 
during the bye-election in St. Rollox. Commit- 
tee-rooms were opened, and some thousands 
of leaflets were distributed. Over 300 
working men and women gave in their names 
as being in sympathy with the objects of the 
League.

Kirkaldy.—There were about one hundred 
people present at an enjoyable “ At Home ” 
given by Mrs. Michael Nairn, Dysart House, 
on March 18th.

Mrs. Greatbatch gave an address, and a 
hearty vote of thanks was accorded Mrs. 
Nairn. Eighteen new members were enrolled.

South Norwood.—The Upper Stanley Hall, 
South Norwood, was crowded on February 
29th, when Mr. A. Maconachie debated with 
Miss Abadam, of the N.U.W.S.S. Alderman 
F. W. M. King acted as chairman, and several 
speeches on both sides of the question were 
made by members of the audience. The 
Suffrage resolution was passed, but a great 
diversity of opinion was very apparent.

Southsea.—Mrs. Harold Norris took the 
Anti-Suffrage side at a very interesting 
debate at the Imperial Debating Club, 
Southsea, on March 1st, and very cleverly 
opposed Miss Mercer, Organising Secretary 
of the C.U.W.F.A. Many questions were 
put and answered by both speakers at 
the conclusion of the speeches.

Southampton.—Mrs. Dering White ad­
dressed a very successful drawing-room 
meeting at Redheugh, the residence of 
Mrs. Elliott, on February 26th, when a number 
of new members joined the Branch. Mrs. 
C. M. Cotton (President) was in the chair, and 
Lady Abinger was amongst those present. 
The Anti-Suffrage resolution was well carried.

Tonbridge.—A meeting of the Tonbridge 
Branch of the N.L.O.W.S. was held at the 
Public Hall Chambers, Tonbridge, on Feb­
ruary 22nd. Mr. P. Babington occupied the 
chair. Mrs. Harold Norris and Mr. A. Pott 
gave most, instructive addresses^ Both held 
that before a constitutional change of the 
magnitude of granting the Suffrage to 
women could justly be made, it was necessary 
that the direct approval of the electorate 
should be obtained.

Watford.—A successful meeting was held 
at the Victoria Schools, Watford, on March 
15th. Mr. Walter Smith, J.P., presided, and 
among others on the platform were Lady 
Ebury, Mrs. Schreiber, Mr. E. A. Mitchell 
Innes, K.C., and Mr. Arnold Ward, M.P. for 
the division. Letters of regret at absence 
were received from Miss Kemp Welch, 
Mr. Bray Christopherson, J.P., Mr. Abel 
Ram, K.C., and the Hon. Arthur Capell.

Mr. Arnold Ward moved the Anti-Suffrage 
resolution. In the course of his speech he 
referred to the great number of meetings 
which he had recently addressed in and 
around Lancashire, and to the great interest 
and sympathy evinced by the large audiences 
to whom he had spoken. Mrs. Greatbatch 
seconded the resolution, which was carried 
by a very large majority. A vote of thanks 
to the Chairman and speakers, proposed by 
Mr. Bromet and seconded by Mr. Clark, was 
passed, and the proceedings terminated. .

Wednesbury.—There was a very large 
audience at the Wednesbury Town Hall on 
February 29th, when a number of prominent 
local residents supported Anti-Suffrage princi­
ples. Mr. J. G. Thursfield was in the chair, 
and Mr. Fred Maddison (ex-M.P. for Burnley)

— THE----------
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and Mrs. Harold Norris gave most interesting 
addresses. The Anti-Suffrage resolution was 
carried by a good majority.

West Hants.—A very successful meeting 
was held at Ecchinswell on February 7th, 
at the house of Mr. and Mrs. Lionel 
Wasey, who kindly placed their drawing- 
room at the disposal of the Branch. About ■ 
eighty people attended, and Miss Mabel 
Smith spoke very ably on the reasons why it 
would be disastrous to the Nation to admit 
women to the Suffrage. Over thirty new 
members were added to the Branch at 
the conclusion of the meeting. Tea was after­
wards served to those present.

Wimbledon.—At the residence of the 
Hon. Mrs. Van Zandt, The Chestnuts House, 
Wimbledon Common, a most successful 
drawing-room meeting was held on February 
23rd, Mrs. Gladstone Solomon and Mr. 
A. MacCallum Scott both giving unusually 
interesting addresses.

Woodford.—The Woodford Branch held 
an interesting meeting on February 17th 
in the Woodford Green Lecture Hall, when 
Mr. E. North Buxton presided over a large 
attendance.

Mrs. Greatbatch gave an excellent address, 
and Mr. J. Arthur Pott and Mr. Andrew 
Johnstone, J.P., also spoke exceedingly well.

The Anti-Suffrage resolution was carried 
by a large majority

Yarmouth.—A very keenly contested 
debate took place at the Assembly Hall, 
Yarmouth, on February 10th, in connection 
with the local Central Liberal Club. Miss 
Mabel Smith opposed Miss Leonard Tyson, 
and interest was strongly on the side of the 
Anti-Suffragists.

York.—A number of Suffragists attended 
a meeting of our York Branch, held in the 
Exhibition Buildings, York, on March 8th, 
with the deliberate intention of creating 
disorder, and our speakers only succeeded in 
making themselves heard amidst constant 
interruptions and noisy outcries. Mrs. H. 
Norris effectively produced silence for a time 
by asking “ if the Suffragists intended to 
deny the right of free speech.”

Miss Edith Milner was in the chair, in the 
unavoidable absence of Mr. John Massie.

Colonel Sandiland and Mr. C. A. Thompson 
also spoke.

A Debate.—Mr. Jesse Argyle (President of 
the Political and Educational Club) was the 
Chairman at a debate between Mr. H. B. 
Samuels and Mrs. Richardson at the Mildmay 
Radical Club on February 21st. The debate 
was arranged by the Political arid Educational 
Council, and the working men, who mostly 
composed the audience, showed the deepest 
interest in Mr. Samuels' Anti-Suffrage 
arguments.

Mr. Samuels has addressed open-air 
meetings at Edgware Road, Walham Green. 
Hyde Park, and Highbury Corner, and 
many other places in the neighbourhood of 
London during February and. March. At 
Bradford, Leeds, Wakefield, Doncaster, 
March, and Nottingham, Mr. Samuels has, 
during March, addressed large gatherings 
and held debates. Many new members have 
joined throughout these districts.
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44. The Lord Chancellor’s Speech at Albert 
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Street, Jesus Lane, Cambridge ; D. G. Hopewell, 
Esq., Trinity Hall, Cambridge.

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

CHEADLE—
Hon. Secretary : Miss Cordelia . Moir,

Terrace, Cheadle.
CHESTER—

Hon. Treasurer : Miss EMiott.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Ribton, Cactief, 

Park, Chester.

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

ROMILY— " ■ 3 i.
Hon. Secretary : Ernest Lafond, Esq., Homewood. 

Romily.
STOCKPORT— - , .

Hon. Secretary: Joseph Cooney, Esq., Cringledale, 
Levenshulme. '

WINSFCRD AND OVER—
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. J. H. Cooke.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Chirmside, Westholme,. Over.

CUMBERLAND AND WESTMORLAND—
President: Miss Cropper.
Vice-President: Lady Mabel Howard.

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

S.O., Cumberland.
Ambleside and Grasmere—

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

Ambleside.
Appleby—

Vice-President: Lady Wynne.
Arnside—

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

President : Lady Allison.

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

President: Mrs. Green Thompson, Bridekirk, 
■ Cockermouth.

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

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

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

Thomlinson School.
KESWICK—

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

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

Stephen.

Hon. Secretary : Miss Wood, The Close, 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 * Miss Sandford, 
5, Hartley Road, Exmouth.

OTTERY ST. MARY—
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Willock, The Manor House, 

Ottery St. Mary.
THREE IJwRS & DISTRICT (PLYMOUTH)— 

President:
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Cayley, 8, The Terrace, 

Plymouth."men - .037

SOUTHEND AND WESTCLIFF-CN-SEA--
President : J. H. Morrison Kirkwood, Esq., M.P.
Hon. Treasurer:
Joint Hon. Secretaries: The Misses Smith Etonville, 

Palmeira Avenue, Southend.
WOODFORD—Including the districts of

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

Montalt Road, Woodford Green.

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

the modern way they have published a little book 
full of interesting and useful information. It will be 
sent post free to any lady who writes, mentioning 
" The Anti-Suffrage Review,” to Messrs. Achille 
Serre Limited, White Post Lane, Hackney Wick, 
London, E.

APRIL, 1912.

Mrs. Nigel Haines and Mrs. W.

W. P. Cullis, Esq.

125115013808153’2

Vice-Chairmen :'
Langley-Smith.

Hon. Treasurer :
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Naylor, Belmont, Brunswick 

,Road, Gloucester.

Lady Arbuthnot.
A. Helsham-Jones, Esq., Tile Barn,

(Continued on page 84-).
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GLOUCESTERSHIRE.
BRISTOL—

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

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

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

Thornbury.
CIRENCESTER—

President: Countess Bathurst.
Vice-President: Mrs. Gordon Dugdale.
Hon. Treasurer : R. Ellett, Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Leatham and Miss Boyer

Brown. Park Street.
Hon. Organiser : Miss Marsh.
Bagendon (Sub-Branch)—

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

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

President: Mrs. Hardy.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss G. Henley, The Knoll, Battle- 

down.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Geddes, 4, Suffolk Square, 

Cheltenham.
GLOUCESTER—

Chairman : Mrs. R. I. Tidswell.

HAMPSHIRE.
BOURNEMOUTH—

President : The Lady Abinger.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Dering White.
Hon. secretaries : Miss Fraser, Dornoch, Landseer 

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

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

President : Mrs. Gadesden.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Hazelhurst, Basingstoke.
LYMINGTON—

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

Mansion, Boldre, Lymington, Hants,
PETERSFIELD—

President : The Lady Emily Tumour.
Vice-President: Mrs. Nettleship.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Amey.
Hon. Secretary:
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PORTSMOUTH AND DISTRICT—
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Burnell.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Craigie, Silwood Villa, Marmion

Road, Southsea.
SOUTHAMPTON—

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

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

HEREFORDSHIRE.
HEREFORD AND DISTRICT—

President : ■ — — — .
Hon. Treasurer: Miss M. C. King King.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Miss Armitage. 3: the 
. Battens,. Hereford ; Miss M. Capel. 22, King Street, 

(Hereford. - —- , - . i .
District represented on Committee by Mrs. Edward

Heygate. ' 1 .
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Sale, The Forbury. Leominster.

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

Aston Court, Ross-on-Wye.

HERTFORDSHIRE.
WEST HERTS, WATFORD—

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

Corner, Cassio Road, Watford, to whom all com- 
munications should be addressed.

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

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

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

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

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

ISLE OF WIGHT.
ISLE OF WIGHT—

President: Mrs. Oglander.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Lowther Crofton.
Provisional Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Perrott, Cluntagh, 

near Ryde, Isle of Wight.
Sandown (Sub-Branch)——

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

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

KENT.
BECKENHAM— . . - .

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

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

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

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

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

CRANBRCOK— _ . -
President: Miss Neve, Osborne Lodge.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Addison, West Terrace, 

Cranbrook. _ ,
Hon. Secretary : Strangman Hancock, —S9-, Kennel 

Holt. Cranbrook.
DEAL AND W ALM ER—

President: Lady George Hamilton.
Hon. Treasurer : Colonel Cowley.
Deal— _Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Morris, Court Lodge, Church 

Path, Deal.
Walmer— —

Joint Hon. Secretaries : Miss Lapage. Sheen House, 
Upper Walmer; Miss A. Bowman, Cas tiemount, 
Castle Road, Walmer.

FOLKESTONE—
President: The Countess of Eadnor.
Deputy-President: Mrs. Boddam Whetham.
Hon. Treasurer :• Mrs. G. E. Marsden.
Hon. Secretary: Miss M. Garratt, 2, Western Terrace, 

Shorncliffe Road, Folkestone.
GOUDHUR8T—

Hon. Secretary :

HAWKHUR8T—
President: Mrs. Frederic Harrison.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Beauchamp Tower. 1
Hon. Secretary : Miss Patricia Baker, Delmonden

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

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

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

Sandhurst, Kent.
HYTHE— • ... . , „

Hon. Secretary: Miss Weston, Holmwood, 11 
Crest Road, Hythe.

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

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

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

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

Sevenoaks.
TUNBRIDGE WELLS—

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

Road, Tunbridge Wells.
TONBRIDGE—

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

Tonbridge.

LANCASHIRE.
HAWKSHEAD—

President : Mrs. Hadley. 1
Hon. treasurer: Mrs. Redmayne, Brathay Hall, 

Ambleside. I -
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Humphrey Boddington.

LIVERPOOL AND BIRKENHEAD —
Hon. Treasurer : C. Gostenhofer, ESQ.
Hon. Secretary : Miss C. Gostenhofer, 16, Beresford

Road, Birkenhead.
MANCHESTER—

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

Marriott, Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Henry Simon.
Organising Secretary : Miss C. Moir, 1, Princess Street, 

Manchester.
Manchester North (Sub-Branch)—

District Secretaries : Miss Buckley, 4, Lesmo Street,
Church Street, Harpurhey. G. J. H. Nicholls, 
Esq., 4, La verack Street, CoUyhurst, Manchester.

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

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

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

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

District Secretaries : Miss May Gill, 47. Moss Bank, 
Crumpsall. J. R. Tolmie, Esq., The Poplars, 
Crescent Road, Crumpsall.

Manchester, South-West (Sub-Branch)—
District Secretary: H. H. Gibson, Esq., 481 Stret- 

ford Road, Old Trafford.

DISTRICTS.
Bolton (Sub-Branch)— -

District Secr taries {pro tem.) : Mss Podmore, 
Bolton; Mr. Taylor, 9, Henry Street, Bolton.

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

Didsbury. .
Lancaster (Sub-Branch)— I . —

District Secretary : J. W. Chalmers, —SQ., 43, 
Balmoral Road, Lancaster.

Levenshulme (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Smith.
Hon. Secretaries: Miss I,. Bennet, Parkleigh, Elms 

Road; Mr. Barber, 15, Roseleigh Avenue, 
Burnage

Oldham (Sub-Branch)—
District Secretaries {pro tem.) : Mrs. Harrison, 200, 

Manchester Road, Werneth, Oldham; William 
Schofield, Esq., Waterhead, Oldham.

Preston (Sub-Branch)— ,
District Secretary: F. Counsell, Esq., II, Knowles 

Street Preston.

Prestwich (Sub-Branch)—
District Secretary (pro tem.): Miss L. Butcher.

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

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

Road West, St. Anne’s.
Salford North (Sub-Branch)—

District Secretary: Mrs. Williams, 60, Leicester, 
Road, Higher Broughton.

Salford South (Sub-Branch)—-
District Secretary (bro tem.): Mr. Gray, 23, Alfonsus 

Street, Brook’s Bar, Manchester: -
Salford West (Sub-Branch)—

District Secretary (pro tem.) : James Dewhurst, 
Esq., 16, Hayfield Road, Pendleton.

LEICESTERSHIRE.
LEICESTER—

President: Lady Hazelrigg.
Hon. Treasurer : Thomas Butler, Es.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Butler, Elmfield Avenue.
Assistant Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Waddington, 52,

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

LONDON.
BRIXTON—

President: * .
Hon. Treasurer :
Hon. Secretary :

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

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

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

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

Village.
East Dulwich (Sub-Branch)—

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

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

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

FULHAM—
President: Mrs. Richard Harrison.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss King. .
Hon. Secretary: Miss Winthrop, 36, Fitz-Geore 

Avenue, W.
GOLDER’S GREEN AND GARDEN SUBURB—

President:
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Buck.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Miss Duncan, ‘ Penartn.

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

HAMPSTEAD—
President: Mrs. Metzler.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Squire, 27, Marlborough. Hill, 

N.W.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Talbot Kelly, 96, Fellows-, 

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

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

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

Frognal.
NORTH-EAST HAMPSTEAD—

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

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

President: The Right Hon. Sir Edward Clarke, K.C.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Wagstaff.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Clarke, 89, Aberdeen Road, 

Highbury, N.
KENNINGTON—

President :
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Millington, 101, Fentiman 

Road, Clapham Road, S.W.
KENSINGTON—

President: Mary Countess or Ilchester.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Jeanie Ross, 46, Holland Street, 

Kensington, W.
Hon. Secretary 1 Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun, 25, 

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

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

of the Branch, or inquirers, on Tuesday mornings, 
II—I.

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

St. John’s Wood. N.W.

MAYFAIR AND ST. GEORGE’S—
President : The Countess of Cromer.
Chairman of Committee: The Dowager Countess of

Ancaster. •
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary pro tem. :. Miss
Helen Page, Caxton House, Tothill Street, Westminster, 

to whom all communications should be addressed.
PADDINGTON—

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

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

Thursday morning to answer questions and give 
information.

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

Road N.W.
STEPNEY—

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

STREATHAM —
Hon. Secretary : Miss Cameron, 87, Amesbury Avenue,

Streatham Hill, S.W. ’
UPPER NORWOOD AND ANERLEY—

President; The Hon. Lady Montgomery Moore.
Hon. Treasurer; Miss E. H. Tipple.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Austin Sunnyside, Crescent 

Road, South Norwood.
WESTMINSTER—

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

House, Tothill Street, S.W.

MIDDLESEX.
EALING—

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

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

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

Prendergast Walsh for the next four months.
EALING DEAN—

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

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

as above.
CHISWICK—

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

Gunnersbury.
HAMPTON AND DISTRICT—

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

Miss Goodrich, Clarence Lodge, Hampton Court.
HARROW—

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

Kingsleigh, Peterborough Road, Harrow.
PINNER—

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

MONMOUTHSHIRE.
NEWPORT—

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

NORFOLK.
NORFOLK COUNTY BRANCH—

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

Hall, Norfolk.

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE.
WELLINGBOROUGH—

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

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

Oundle.

NORTHUMBERLAND.
NEWCASTLE AND TYNESIDE—

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

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

NOTTINGHAMSHIRE.
NOTTINGHAM AND NOTTS—

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

vard.

OXFORDSHIRE.
GORING—

Hon. Secretary (pro tem.): Miss Evans, Ropley, 
Goring-on-Thames.

OXFORD—
Chairman : ’ Mrs. Max ‘Muller.
Vice-Chairman: Mrs. Massie.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Gamlen.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Tawney, 62. Banbury Road.
Co. Hon. Secretary; Miss Wills-Sandford, 40, St.

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

Hon. Secretary : Miss Dickins.

SHROPSHIRE.
SHROPSHIRE COUNTY—

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

Vicarage, Church Stretton, Salop.
CHURCH STRETTON—

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

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

OSWESTRY—
President: Horace Lovett, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Kenyon.

. Hon. Secretary : Miss Corbett, Ashlands, Oswestry.
SHREWSBURY—

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

Shrewsbury.
WELLINGTON—

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

Alexandra Road, Wellington.

SOMERSETSHIRE.
BATH—

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

Bath.
BRIDGWATER—

President : Miss Marshall. •
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary pro tem.: Thomas 

Perren. Esq., Park Road, Bridgwater.
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.

STAFFORDSHIRE.
LEEK—

president: Mrs. Sleigh.
Hon. Sec. : Miss Wardle, Leekbrook, Leek.

SUFFOLK.
FELIXSTOWE—

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

stowe.
WOODBRIDGE—

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

SURREY.
CAMBERLEY, FRIMLEY, AND MYTCHELL—

President: Mrs. Charles Johnstone, Graitncy, 
Camberley.

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

Grange, Frimley, Surrey.
CROYDON—

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

Croydon.
DORKING—

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

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

DORMAN8LAND—
President : Mrs. Jeddere-Fisher.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary : Mrs. Kellie, Merrow, 

Dormansland.
EG HAM AND DISTRICT—

Hon. Treasurer : Miss F. Cross.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Paice. The Limes Egham.

Engl efield Green (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Shipley, Manor Cottage, 

Englefield Green.
Virginia Water (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary: Miss Beardsley, Ulverscroft, 
Virginia Water.

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

Epsom.
BANSTEAD—

President:
Banstead—
Tad worth—
Walton-on-the-Hi..—
Headley—

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

President : Mrs. Bowen Buscarlet.
Oxshott—

Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Lugard, Oxshott.
Stoke d’Abernon—

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

Esher—
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Hervey, Hedgerley, Esher.

Long Ditton—
Hon. Secretary: Miss Agar, 9, St. Philip’s Road, 

Surbiton.
Thames Ditton—

Hon. Secretary : Miss Sandys, Weston Green, 
Thames Ditton.

East and West Molesey—
Hon. Secretary and Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Garland, 

" Farrs," East Molesey.
EWELL—

President: Mrs. Auriol Barker.
Cheam—

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

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

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

Fetcham—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. C. F. Gordon Clark, Fetcham

Park, Leatherhead.
Bookham —

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

SUTTON—
Hon. Treasurer: Col. E. M. Lloyd, Glenhurst, 

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

Road, Sutton.
GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT—

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

Road, Guildford.
KEW—

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

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

Hill.
MORTLAKE AND EAST SHEEN—

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

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

PURLEY AND SANDERSTEAD—
President: The Right Hon. Henry Chaplin, P.C., M.P.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Doughty.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Atterbury, Trafoi, Russell Hill, 

Pur ley.
REIGATE AND REDHILL—

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

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

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

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

Ararat Road, Richmond.
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THE LAW AND THE WOMAN

Woodsley3,

19,General, Miss Kendell,

Edmund Talbot, Lady

were

* * * * * * * * * *
their

WALES.

Warwick.
1

Leonora Lockhart.

Highfield 
Barkston

Lady Conan Doyle.
Miss Rawlinson, Fair View, Crow-

CARDIFF—
President: Lady
Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary :

Hyde.
Miss Linda Price.

Austin Harries, Esq., Glantaf, Taff

THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW.

LEAMINGTON AND COUNTY— .
President: Lord Algernon Percy.
Hon. Treasurer : Willoughby Makin. Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: C. W. Wrench, Esq., 78, Parade, 

Leamington.

Hon. Secretaries: Clerical, 
Princess Royal Terrace 
Oriel Lodge, Searborough.

SHEFFIELD—
Vice-Presidents: The Lady

Embankment, Cardiff.
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Miss Eveline Hughes, 

68, Richards Terrace.
NORTH WALES (No. |)— •

President: Mrs. Cornwallis-West.

ISLE OF WIGHT— — _
Hon. Secretary : Miss Wheatley, The Bays, Hayland, 

Ryde, Isle of Wight.
NEWPORT (Mon.)— * •

Hon. Secretary : Miss Sealy, 56, Risca Road, Newport
OXFORD— „

Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Miss Jelf, 34, 
Norhan Road, Oxford.

Campbell.
and Secretary (pro tem.) : Mrs. 

. Brannocks, Blackwater Road,

Hon. Treasurer : James Bayley, Esq.
" * Miss Mackarness,

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

Cleveland, Northallerton.
SCARBOROUGH—

President: Mrs. Cooper.

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

District Secretaries: Miss H. McLaren, 
House, Headingley; Miss M. Silcock, 
Lodge, Roundhay.

MIDDLESBROUGH—

(In affiliation with the National League for 
Opposing Woman Suffrage.)

BRANCHES:

NEW BRANCHES.
The following new Branches have recently 

been opened:—
KENT.

SHOTTERMILL CENTRE AND HASLEMERE—
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Andrews.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. H. Beveridge, Pitfold, Shotter- 

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

leaze, Grayshott.
SURBITON—

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

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

bridge ; Miss Heald, Southlands, Weybridge.
WIMBLEDON—

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

WOKING—
President: Susan Countess of Wharncliffe.
Vice-Presidents: Lady Arundel, H. G. Craven, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer : The Hon. R. C. Grosvenor.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Peregrine, The Firs, Woking.

BRIGHTON AND HOVE—
President :
Hon. Treasurer: F. Page Turner, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Curtis, " Quex," D’Avigdor 

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

Brighton.
CROWBOROUGH—

Hon. Treasurer :
Hon. Secretary : 

borough.
EASTBOURNE—

President: Mrs. (
Hon. Treasurer

Campbell, St.
Eastbourne.

EAST GRINSTEAD—
President: Lady Musgrave.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Stewart.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Woodland, Turley Cottage, 

East Grinstead.
HASTINGS AND DISTRICT—

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

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

Bexhill (Sub-Branch)—1
Local Hon. SecretaryMiss Madeleine Rigg, East 

Lodge, Dorset Road.
MIDHURST—

Hon. Treasurer : Miss Vigers.
■ Hon. Secretary -: Miss L. D. Fenn, Dodsley Gate, 

Midhurst.
LEWES—

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

- Hon. Secretary: Miss Lucas, Old Maling House, 
Lewes.

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

Arundel, Sussex.
- Assistant Hon. Secretary : Miss Rhoda Butt, Wilbury, 

Littlehampton.

WARWICKSHIRE.
BIRMINGHAM—

President: The Right Hon. J. Austen Chamberlain, 
M.P.

Vice-Presidents : Maud Lady Calthorpe ; Miss Beatrice 
Chamberlain.

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

Esq.
. Secretary : Miss Gertrude Allarton, 109, Colmore Row, 

Birmingham.
Handsworth (Sub-Branch)—

President :
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. C. A. Palmer, Park Hill, 

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

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

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

WILTSHIRE.
SALISBURY AND SOUTH WILTS—

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

The Red House, Wilton. - .... .. •
Hon. Secretary for Salisbury: Miss Ethel Cripps, 

Hillbrow, Fowler’s Road, Salisbury.
Alderbury (Sus-Branch)—

Vice-President and Hon. Secretary (pro iem.): Mrs.
Ralph Macan, Alward House, Salisbury.

Chalke Valley (Sub-Branch)—
Vice-President.: Miss R. Stephenson, Bodenham 

House, Salisbury.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Hulbert, Bodenham, Salis- 

bury.
Wilton (Sub-Branch)— .

Vice-President: Mrs. Dubourg. The Mount, Wilton.
Secretary : Miss Q. Carse.

WORCESTERSHIRE.
MALVERN—

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

Terrace, Malvern.
WORCESTER—

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

YORKSHIRE.
BRADFORD—

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

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

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

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

BRIDLINGTON—— .
No branch committee has been formed ; Lady Bosville 

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

HULL—
Chairman !
Hon. Treasurer : Lady Nunburnholme.
Hon. Secretary :

ILKLEY—
President: Mrs. Stein that
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Newbound, Springsend.

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

Terrace. Clarendon Road, Leeds.

Bingham, Miss Alice Watson.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss M. Colley, Newstead, Kenwood

Park Road. : I
The Hon. Secretary, National League for Opposing 

Woman Suffrage, 26, Tapton Crescent Road, 
Sheffield.

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

Mount, Whitby. ..
YORK—

President: Lady Julia Wombwell.
Hon. Treasurer: Hon. Mrs. Stanley Jackson.
Hon. Secretary]:

THE GIRLS’ ANTI-SUFFRAGE
LEAGUE.

President: 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.

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

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

the Scottish national ANTI
SUFFRAGE LEAGUE.

President: The Duchess of Montrose, LL.D.
Vice-President: Miss Helen Rutherfurd, M.A.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Aitken, 8, Mayfield Terrace, 

Edinburgh. - —
Hon. Secretary: Miss Gemmell, Central Office, 10, 

Queensferry Street, Edinburgh.

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

Elder Bank, Duns, Berwickshire.
DUNDEE—

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

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

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

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

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

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

Kllmacolm (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary ; Mrs. A. D. Ferguson, Lynnden, 

Kilmacolm.
Tradeston (Sub-Branch)—

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

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

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

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

ST. ANDREWS—
President: The Lady Griselda Cheape.
Vice-President: Mrs. Hamar.

■ Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Burnet. •
Hon. Secretary: Miss Playfair, 18, Queen’s Gardens,

St. Andrews.

Miss G. LOWTHIAN Bell
Mrs. Burgwin
Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun

Mrs. Frederic Harrison
Mrs. Massie
Miss Pott

E. A. Mitchell-Innes, Esq., K.C., Arnold Ward, Esq., M.P. ... .
Co-opted Members: Mrs. Moberly Bell, Mrs. Henry Wilson, Lord CHARN WOOD, HEBER Hart, Esq.

Charles Mallet, Esq., Kenneth Chalmers, Esq.
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.)

The next issue of The
Anti-Suffrage Review will 
appear on May 1st.

The Editor will be glad to 
receive contributions to the Review, 
and payment will be made, if 
necessary, for those published.
Articles should not exceed 1,000
words in length; they need not 
deal with the Suffrage question, 
but should have some bearing on 
women’s interests.

Eltham.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Ethel Thomas.
Hon. Secretary (pro tem.) : Miss M.

Davies, 64, West Park, Eltham.
WARWICKSHIRE.

Sutton Coldfield.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Muriel Adden- 

brooke.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Grinshill, Comber- 

mere, Mere Oak, Four Oaks.
SCOTTISH NATIONAL ANTI-SUFFRAGE 

LEAGUE.
Largs.

President: The Countess of Glasgow. 
vice-President: Lady Kelvin.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Andrews.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Jeanette Smith, 

Littleraith, Largs,

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

• Westminster, S.W.
Telegraphic Address: Adversaria,London." 

Telephone Nos.: {1472 Gerrard.

PRICE ld.

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

COLONEL LE ROY-LEWIS, D.S.O., Chairman of Executive Committee.
Hon. Treasurer: J. Massie, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Moberly Bell.

MRS. Humphry Ward 
A. MacCallum Scott,

■ Esq., M.P.

J. W. Hills, Esq., M.P. 
Lord Haversham
A. MACONACHIE, Esq.

" Rebel not. The things
The odds are against us

“ What is won or spared 
But the things that are

worth winning can never be won by strife, 
ever when we are at odds with life.”
in battle may in battle be lost or slain; 
won by waiting can never be lost again.

She heard it and paused and listened ; knew it to be the law;
Laughed in her folly and blindness, and shackled her spirit with war;
Fought for conditions that were not; struck at conditions that were, 
Dreaming that all surrenders to them that shall greatly dare ;
Laughed as she heard them murmur—those wise in the ways of life— 

‘ Rebel not, for things worth winning can never be won by strife.”
. For patience to her seemed folly ; battle was in her blood;
A new and a wayward passion bore her on like a flood.
What is it cometh by waiting ? What, oh ye Prophets, has come 
She shouted her scornful challenge, but the lios that had spoken 

dumb. , - , in)

The days of her folly and blindness, shall pass with their moil and 
fret;

The challenge she flung to the Prophets remaining unanswered yet. 
But she shall obtain her answer in different guise than by word, 
When (Experience understanding what Ignorance only heard) • 
The good that shall come by waiting, no longer delayed by war, 
is safe in the hands of women who hear and obey the law.
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THE
CONCILIATION BILL— 

AND AFTER.

The defeat of the Conciliation 
Bill has helped to clear the air. 
Instead of a mischievous and dis­
honest measure, that sought to 
throw dust in the eyes of the 
moderates while smoothing the 
path for the extremists, we have 
now an issue that offers no scope 
for self-deception. So long as the 
fate of the Conciliation Bill hung 
in the balance, there could be little 
clear thinking in Parliament or 
the country on, the .question of 
Woman Suffrage. Interests over­
lapped ; pledges had to be re­
deemed against better judgment; 
the whole business was inextric- 
ably tangled. Although our op- 
ponents may seek to explain 
away the majority of four­
teen against the Bill by a 
score of theories, they would 
have had to admit that a different 
verdict would in turn have been 
based on a variety of fortuitous 
circumstances. Now, by com­
mon consent, the Bill is dead, 
and it has died, as it deserved to 
die, unwept, unhonoured, and 
unsung. With it, we trust, 
will lie buried all those rash 
promises that were wrung from 
unwary candidates at the crucial 
moment of an election, or from 
unwilling Members in some other 
political predicament The grave 
constitutional question that was 
behind the Conciliation Bill is no

longer to be. decided by an at­
tempt to adjust a nice balance 
between conflicting emotions. 
Quibbles and deceits have now 
to be abandoned, for the issue 
before the country is Adult 
Woman Suffrage, and no specious 
half-way measure to lure an un­
thinking public on to an unreal­
ized but inevitable goal.

On a clear issue it will prove 
a simpler task to marshal the con­
tending forces. Those who are 
opposed to Womali Suffrage need 
no longer stultify their principles 
on the mistaken plea that a 
limited franchise might prove 
harmless, while there would still 
be time to prevent the universal 
vote. Suffragists have been 
driven from the cover of the Con­
ciliation Bill, and may be seen 
hurrying to and fro in the open, 
searching out likely ground for 
a fresh determined assault. 
Both sections have declared for 
the full measure of female enfran­
chisement. The militants, wholly 
unrepentant, are prepared for a 
frontal attack, and have announced 
that “ there is now time to make 
a vigorous fight for a measure 
which shall be initiated by the 
Government, and shall guarantee 
complete equality to women 
under present and future franchise 
laws.” Non-militants, through 
the executive committee of the 
National Union of Women’s 
Suffrage Societies, have declared 
it to be their first object “ to 
strengthen the support of a 
woman suffrage amendment to

the promised Government Reform 
Bill,” adding threateningly, “the 
committee feel that the responsi­
bility for ensuring the passage of 
such an amendment is laid upon 
those who opposed the Con- 
ciliation Bill, because they 
preferred a wider measure.”

The situation that presents 
itself to Anti-Suffragists is thus 
obvious. On April 2nd, the 
Prime Minister, in answer to a 
question, repeated his promise 
that the contemplated Govern­
ment measure of electoral reform 
would be so drafted as to be 
capable of amendment in the 
direction of including the fran­
chise for women, and that, if the 
present House of Commons chose 
to include women as voters in the 
Franchise Bill, the Government 
would not hold it to be its duty 
to oppose such amendment. 
There are also before Parliament 
two private measures dealing 
with the same question ; one in 
the. name of Sir W. Byles, " to 
establish a single franchise at all 
elections, and thereby to abolish 
University representation, and 
to remove the disabilities of 
women” ; the other put forward 
by the Labour Party, stipu­
lating that “ Every person not 
under 21 years' of age (whether 
male or female; married or un­
married) . . . shall be entitled 
to be registered as a voter for a 
Parliamentary election.” Against 
one and all of these measures 
Anti-Suffragists must concentrate 
their efforts.

NOTES AND NEWS.'
The Anti-Suffrage Review.

It has long been apparent that a 
monthly publication does not do justice 
to the steady growth of the National 
League for Opposing Woman Suffrage, 
nor is it adequate to meet the demands 
on the space of an organ devoted to the 
Anti-Suffrage cause. In due course, 
therefore; we hope to be able | to 
announce that arrangements have 
been made for a more frequent issue 
of The ANTI-SUFFRAGE Review. The 
last Review was published on the day 
of the Second Reading of the Concilia­
tion Bill, and it was only possible, to 
include in a certain number of the 
copies that had not been issued a 
one-page Supplement dealing briefly 
with the defeat of that measure. To 
allow a whole month to elapse before 
the subject could be referred to 
again was felt to be inconsistent with 
our contention that the present moment 
—the period between the defeat of the 
Conciliation Bill and the introduction 
,of the Government’s Reform Bill—is 
one of critical importance to the cause 
that the League has at heart. Accord- 
ingly, an interim issue of The ANTI- 
Suffrage Review makes its appear- 
anoe with this number.

8 8 8
Co-operation.

The special attention of the many 
thousands of the League’s supporters 
is called to the impending changes in 
the publication of the Anti-Suffrage 
organ. Not the least of the disadvan­
tages of a monthly Review was the fact 
that subscribers and others were often 
deterred by the long intervals between 
the issues from contributing to its 
pages, and felt compelled to seek the 
hospitality of other columns. A more 
frequent issue, it is hoped, will remove 
this drawback. To make its pages'a 
reflex of the widespread opposition to 
the Woman Suffrage movement and at 
the same time to bring home to the 
general reader the necessity for testi- 
tying, however passively, to that 
opposition will be the continued purpose 
of the Review. The policy of the 
League, however, is also constructive, 
and in order to set forth this side of its 
activity these pages will always be 

. open to contributions dealing with 

. those aspects of public life in which 
women’s work, beyond the limits of the 
home, finds its fullest and best ex- 
pression.

Mr. Asquith’s Support.
In searching for explanations of their 

defeat the supporters of the Concilia­
tion Bill, we are glad to see, do not 
under-rate the service that Mr. Asquith 
has rendered the Anti-Suffrage cause. 
“ The Prime Minister’s active oppo­
sition alone,” avers the Women’s Social 
and Political Union, " was more than 
enough to account for the hostile 
majority of 14 votes.” Few who heard, 
or have read, the speech delivered by 
Mr. Asquith on the Second Reading of 
the Bill can fail to appreciate the 
encouragement that his carefully 
reasoned and eloquent utterance gave 
to the opponents of the measure. It 
was spoken with all the tense feeling 
that the Prime Minister knows so well 
how to use on occasion, and we can 
well imagine that to many of his 
audience it threw into rather crude 
relief the lack of consideration that 
some of his colleagues had shown to 
Mr. Asquith’s position in their handling 
of the Suffrage question. It is true 
that he has made a startling concession 
to the enemy in offering Government 
support to a Woman Suffrage amend­
ment to the promised Reform Bill. 
The effect of that pledge cannot yet 
be gauged, and Anti-Suffragists can 
only hope that it will not result in the 
betrayal of the fort, in one of the out­
posts of which Mr. Asquith himself has 
put up such a stalwart defence.

8 8 8
Teachers in Conference.

It would be affectation on our part 
not to regard the decision of the Hull 
Conference of the National Union of 
Teachers as yet another convincing 
proof that the voice of the nation is 
against Woman Suffrage. Here was 
the happiest of hunting grounds for 
the Suffragists, and they, had made the 
most of their opportunities. A care­
fully organised campaign had been- 
carried on throughout the year with a 
view to capturing the Conference, and 
it was a campaign that could not well 
be countered by Anti-Suffragists. The 
latter had to rely mainly on the good 
sense of the individual teacher that 
would find expression at the Conference. 
Right thinking has again prevailed, 
for the Suffrage motion was defeated by 
36,225 votes against 22,284. But while 
we do not wish to surrender any of the 
advantage that the Hull decision gives 
the Anti-Suffrage cause, we welcome 
it no less for the sake of the National 
Union of Teachers and for the honour

89 

of their calling. A more insidious 
attempt to degrade that splendid 
profession by making it a mere pawn 
in the Suffragist political campaign 
could not be imagined. It should open 
still further the eyes of the country to 
the ■ viciousness of a movement that 
tries to masquerade under the high- 
sounding names of citizenship and 
equality.

s 8 s
“War to the Knife.”

It is not necessary to be an adherent 
of any “ milk and water ” school of 
thought to have brought home to one 
the reflection that the Suffragist move­
ment threatens to abolish once and for 
all . the old conceptions of woman’s 
pacific mission in life. We have already 
seen how the moment of a grave 
national crisis has been utilised for the 
attempt to force Female Suffrage 
through an unwilling Parliament upon 
an antagonistic country. If ever an 
occasion presented itself to the women 
who claim that their voice is not heard 
in the nation’s counsels to promote 
the national welfare, it was during the 
period immediately preceding and 
following the declaration of the coal 
strike. There was an opportunity for 
substantiating the contention—if, 
indeed, it were capable of substantia- 
tion—that the nation is neglecting to 
make use of more than half of its 
collective intelligence. But what was 
the Suffragist contribution to the 
alleviation of that crisis ? • First and 
foremost, the organised breaking of 
shop windows ; secondly,damorous 
insistence for the vote from platform 
and in Parliament. It is Suffragist 
logic to meet these charges with the 
retort, “ Did Anti-Suffragists stop the 
strike?”; even as taunts are levelled 
at Miss Violet Markham because Anti- 
Suffragists have not secured wider 
representation of women on Local 
Government bodies. But the answer 
is obvious. Anti-Suffragists are not 
complaining of the lack of opportunity 
for woman’s activities in public life ; 
they accept the openings that already 
exist, and they know that when this 
ill-advised movement for the dangerous 
extension of the Parliamentary vote 
has been suppressed, there will be more 
time for the right type of woman to 
give her attention to the opportunities 
that exist. During the coal strike 
Anti-Suffragists have been working on 
the very lines that, according to their 
contention, belong properly to woman’s 

| sphere in such matters—the lines of
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meeting unostentatiously, but no less 
effectively, the distress caused by the 
strike. Married or unmarried, as Mrs. 
Somervell and Miss Markham remind 
us, woman has the mothering work of 
the world to do. Compare with this the 
very essence of the Suffragist move­
ment which, as the first of its measures, 
has ransacked the glossary. of military 
terms to keep itself before the public 
eye. Its temperament knows no 
change, whatever the national need. 
The latest war bulletin comes from 
Ireland, where, we learn, the Irish 
Women’s Franchise League has made 
a declaration of " war to the knife” 
against the Irish’Nationalist Party.

8 8 8 
The Boycott.

“Verily, verily, travellers have seen many 
monstrous idols in many countries : but no human 
eyes have ever seen more daring, gross, and 
shocking images of the Divine nature, than we 
creatures of the dust make in our own likenesses, 
of our own bad passions.—LITTLE Dorrit.”

—Charles Dickens.
It is difficult, to say whether His 

Majesty’s Government or the National 
League for. Opposing Woman Suffrage 
ought to be the more alarmed by the last 
and most terrible flat of the Suffragist 
camp. What the maddest militancy 
has failed to wrest from a hostile public, 
what threats and appeals have failed to 
cajole from a distracted Government, 
is now to be achieved by the sight of 
Mrs. Despard without a hat. The 
Women’s Freedom League is to be 
congratulated on the statesmanship 
that directs its policy, which is 
thoroughly in keeping with the wisdom 
underlying its origin and its objects. 
There is some uncertainty regarding 
the numbers of the Women’s Freedom 
League, but we can well imagine the 
anxiety prevailing in the millinery 
world lest the annual output of a score 
or more million hats should be 
diminished by a few thousand self- 
denying Suffragists. Then comes the 
boycott of seaside places. Bourne- 
mouth, Eastbourne and Hastings are 
to be deprived of the presence of a 
hundred hatless Suffragists. If it were 
possible to add to the attractions of 
these popular resorts, Mrs. Despard’s 
mot d'otdre will have provided the 
method. It would be difficult to 
imagine a more delightful accompani­
ment: to a holiday than the certainty of 
being freed from the Suffragist craze. 
May we hope that the Suffragist Socie- 
ties will announce, at as. early a date 
as possible, the seaside places from 
which they propose to remove their

troublesome presence ? The only in­
terests that are likely to be perturbed 
by the announcement are the news­
papers that have taken the wrong side 
in this controversy. One, indeed, is 
already alarmed, and has been eagerly 
canvassing the views of '“ prominent 
Suffragists and others.” It can reassure 
itself that the true interests of seaside 
Britain are not likely to be affected.

8 8 8
The Future of the Child.

In a German book on the question 
of women’s rights, “ Die Anmassungen 
der Frauenbewegung,” by Karl Ert, 
one aspect of the Suffrage movement 
is touched upon which has hitherto 
escaped the notice, we believe, of 
English observers. The author, as we 
learn from a letter from Madame de 
Longgarde to the Outlook, sets out 
to prove with masterly clearness and 
force that, if women attain the Suffragist 
ideal, it is the child that will, in the 
first line, suffer; for all the qualities 
of the feminine mind—even its very 
defects—have been cunningly calcu­
lated by nature to meet childish needs. 
The more these qualities become modi­
fied—as they are certainly capable of 
being modified by contrary habits— 
the more successful a woman is in 
assimilating man’s fashion of. thought 
(as, again, she must do in order to 
compete with him), the greater failure 
will she be as a mother, the less will she 
be suited for what will always remain 
her supreme mission—the upbringing 
of the child. Karl Ert continues : 
“ Women have set out to conquer,for 
themselves a personality, and are" thus 
on the road to barter that personality 
—-which. as loving wives and mothers 
they possessed:—for an unattainable 
phantom, a senseless travesty, and not 
only do they ruin their own personality, 
but that of the man is involved in the 
ruin. In naive ignorance the axe is 

. laid to the root of all culture—^mascu­
line initiative. Women cannot and 
should not act and debate with men ; 
that would be the end. But what shall 
I say of those degenerates of the mascu­
line sex, the ‘feminists,’ who likewise 
completely overlook the significance of 
male initiative, and out of the depth 
of their blindness support the women’s 
demands ? ”

88
Infant Mortality.

The reduction of the infant death­
rate is held out by Suffragists as one 
of the aims in view to - be achieved 

by the vote—-and, the public is asked 
to infer, by the vote alone. Acor- 
respondent in the Daily Telegraph 
recalls the well-known fact that the 
infant death-rate in the principal French 
cities and departments has been reduced 
more than one-third within a single 
decade as the result of the good work 
done by Consultations des Nourrissons, 
whereby mothers are freely assisted 
and instructed in the care of their owr. 
infants, and he adds, what is perhaps 
little known, that the German infantile 
death-rate has been reduced one-fourth 
in five years by like means.

In 1905 Berlin followed the example 
which had been given by Paris first in 
the year 1894, and there are now 251 
German “ infant care stations ” open 
in 165 towns of the empire. Berlin has 
seven large municipal “ infant care 
stations ” open daily, and the annual 
expenditure on each averages £2,400. 
The staff of each school consists of a 
senior physician with several assistants, 
the “ sister-in-charge,” a number of 
trained nurses, and attendants. In 
1909 the babies brought to Berlin 
“ stations ” numbered 13,494, being 
nearly 30 per cent, of all born alive, 
and 156,510 consultations were given, 
with 38,266 visits to homes.

When these'“ stations " 
established 60 per cent, of 
were bottle-fed, but last 
percentage was only 35, 

were first 
the babies 
year the 
and the

mortality among the children has been 
reduced from 8:4 to 4 per cent. During 
the same period the infant death-rate 
of the city has been reduced from 
20-6 to 15-6. The working mothers of 
Germany are now protected from 
employment statutorily during a period 
of two weeks before and six weeks after 
childbirth, and the sick insurance fund 
must compensate compulsorily for loss 
of wages all who have been insured for 
six months, and entitles to free medical 
attendance, with nursing, either at 
home or in hospital, at choice.

Both in Germany and France, as in 
Great Britain, great strides have been 
made in reducing the infant death-rate, 
and this good work is being and can be 
done entirely without reference to the 
possession of votes by women.

8 8 8 
Suffragettes and America.

In connection with the report that 
Miss Christabel Pankhurst has fled to 
the United States, it is of interest to 
note that the American Press claims 
to have discovered that all Suffragettes 
who have suffered imprisonment belong 

to a class excluded from the United 
States by the immigration laws. The 
language of the statute, it is pointed 
out, is clear and mandatory, and the 
immigration authorities are being in­
vited to " take note.” Visitors to 
America are familiar with the questions 
now put to those who intend to set foot 
on American soil, and in due time we 
may expect yet another ′ ′ Are you or 
have you ever been a Suffragette ? ” 
We cannot pretend to feel otherwise 
than disappointed at the proposed 
application of this embargo on certain 
Suffragists. America’s powers of 
absorption are so great that we had 
hoped that there would be a general 
exodus after the leader who, in that 
case, would not be lost but merely gone 
before. Such emigrants would have the 
satisfaction of knowing that here they 
would be missed—but not regretted.

THE NATIONAL UNION 
OF TEACHERS.

THE HULL CONFERENCE.
(from our SPECIAL CORRESPONDENT.)

The tale of Suffragist disasters continues 
to grow. On the thirteenth day after the 
rejection by the House of Commons of the 
Conciliation Bill, an amendment at the Hull 
Conference of Teachers, known as “ the 
Previous Question/’ the number of which on 
the agenda paper was 13, was carried by a 
majority of over I 3,000, and the attempt to 
saddle the National Union of Teachers with a 
declaration in favour of Woman Suffrage 
was defeated. Thirteen seems to be an 
unlucky number for our opponents.

It may seem strange to the layman— 
unacquainted with Suffragist tactics—that 
the programme of the National Union of 
Teachers, overburdened as it always is with 
questions of vital educational interest, 
should have been loaded with a question in 
which the public would be far better pleased 
that the teachers of their children should not 
meddle; but it would appear that the 
Suffragists are under the impression that 
they can carry out a revolution by means of 
a resolution, and they lose no opportunity cf 
endeavouring to brand upon every kind of 
organisation the magic device—“ Votes for 
Women.”

On paper, they claim to prove that many 
millions of the nation desire Woman Suffrage. 
Perhaps their recent experiences in the 
House of Commons, and at the Hull Con- 
ference, may cause them to reconsider the 
value of artificial majorities achieved by 
wire-pulling and importunity. Patience and 
grace in the hour of defeat are not con- 
spicuous among Suffragists ; but they are 
virtues which have to be cultivated in order 
to carry on any campaign which is really 
sound and great. It may be doubted also 
if the finesse which so often characterises 
the tactics of our opponents really pays in 
the long run.

The resolution which Miss Isabel Cleghorn 
proposed at -the Hull Conference was 
evidently drawn with a view to achieving the 

maximum appearance of colourless inno- 
cence. It ran as follows :—

" That this Conference expresses its 
sympathy with those members of the 
National Union of Teachers who desire to 
possess and exercise the Parliamentary 
franchise, but because they are women, 
and for that reason alone, are by law 
debarred from it.”
The innocence is, perhaps, rather over-done. 

The pathetic appeal contained in the sentence, 
“ Because they are women, and for that 
reason alone, are by law debarred from it," 
is not a very candid admission of the funda- 
mental differences between the sexes, which 
render the proposal to grant the Parliamen­
tary franchise to women such a perilous, and 
as many people believe, disastrous experi­
ment. Miss Cleghorn did not take very high 
ground; she was unequal to the task of 
showing the propriety of introducing the 
topic of Woman Suffrage at the Conference, 
and the analogies which she brought forward 
in support of her action were hollow. Miss 
Cleghorn is an ex-President of the National 
Union of Teachers who is universally 
respected, and it is difficult to understand 
that she believes in such clap-trap as her 
contention that, because the man who digs 
her garden has a vote, and because she has 
not a vote, that therefore she is classed 
among paupers, lunatics, and infants. We 
then had the familiar catchword about 
taxation and representation, the historical 
origin and application of which Miss Cleghorn 
evidently does not know. There was some 
curiosity as to whether Miss Cleghorn would 
condemn militant methods, but her only 
allusion to them was frivolous, and we waited 
in vain for a practical or serious repudiation 
of the scandalous scenes which have been 
borne on militancy.

It fell to the lot of Mr. A. E. Cook, of 
London, to move the " Previous Question ” 
—a task which he carried out with trenchant 
and uncompromising vigour. His indictment 
of the Executive Committee for allowing the 
question of Woman Suffrage to appear on 
their agenda evidently interpreted the 
feelings of a large majority of the Conference. 
His allusion to militant tactics drew from 
Miss Palmer the protest that the subject 
under discussion was one of principle and 
not of tactics; Miss Palmer is evidently 
endowed either with great nerve or with 
complete innocence of any sense of humour, 
the resolution upon which she had set her 
heart being bare-faced tactics on the part 
of the Suffragists, as Mrs. Burgwin pointed 
out in her speech when she said that—-

" She knew the tactics of the Suffragists. 
They wanted the Union to pass this 
resolution, that they might boast through- 
out the country that they had this great 
body of teachers added to those supporting 
their movement.”

Mrs. Burgwin’s speech was the feature of 
the debate. When she rose to address the 
meeting she met with a reception which 
indicated the expectation that she would 
succeed in interpreting the views of the great 
majority of the audience. When she sat 
down, she was greeted with an ovation which 
showed that the expectation had been 
satisfied to the full.

Mrs. Burgwin (Director of Special Schools 
to the London County Council) said : First 
let me express my regret that I have to 
oppose any motion which is put forward 
by my dear friend, Miss Cleghorn. But 
there are times and occasions when it would 

be mere cowardice not to express freely and 
fully one’s own opinions. And so I stand 
here to-day to oppose the resolution which 
has been submitted to you. Why do I 
do this ? Because, I tell you frankly, all 
the arguments, the sophistries of the Suffrage 
associations dissolve when I think of the 
actualities of life as I know them. (Cheers, 
and a voice : " Traitor.”) I am sorry that 
that lady in the gallery apparently finds a 
difficulty in hearing me. It is so often said 
that the thing is logical. Very often I have 
had to oppose questions which are logical, 
because commonsense did not support them. 
Now, here let us be perfectly frank. It is 
no argument to say that because a man 
lias a vote a woman should have a vote. 
Who are the women who are to have the 
vote ? My colleagues, I am told. I can 
only say that I hope that during the next 
year some of you may become happy wives. 
(Cheers.) I want to point out to you that 
immediately you start your married life you 
start with a grievance ; for you will say 
to the man who is your husband : " There I 
see what I have to give up. I am no longer 
considered fit to have a vote.” So often 
it is said—-Man is man, woman is woman. 
There is positively no argument in that: it 
is a fact. There is a side of this question 
which I should like to discuss with my young 
friends, but I cannot discuss it here ; it is 
a sex question this. Sometimes the friends 
of Woman Suffrage tell me that in Finland 
the women have the vote. Good gracious, 
you cannot compare Finland with the City 
of Hull 1 Often and often I have been 
asked: Don’t you believe in the equality 
of the sexes. I believe neither in the equality 
of the sexes nor in the superiority or in­
feriority of man or woman. I say that 
both, of course, are absolutely necessary to 
civilised society. (Laughter.) Miss Cleg- 
horn told us that the Conference of the 
National Union of Teachers had discussed 
many political questions. Granted, but 
every one of those political questions con- 
cerned education. I say the giving the vote 
to women does not concern this National 
Union of Teachers.

I think of two neighbours of mine, two 
maiden ladies, whose father worked hard 
and provided them with the money they 
now spend. I go to them sometimes to 
ask them to vote for So-and-so, I was a 
worker to get the votes for women for the 
London School Board 
County Council. When 
you vote,” they reply : 
rate up a halfpenny, 
They know nothing of 

and the London 
I ask them “ Will 
" Now, is not the 
Mrs. Burgwin ? " 

politics. It is not
their fault. (" Why not ? ") They have 
no man at home to instruct them in them. 
(Loud cheers and laughter.) In the very 
next house there is a woman, the mother of 
six children, managing her house, her 
servants, and her husband; and when I 
think that, if I was a party to giving the vote, 
that I should give it to the two and refuse 
it to the one who is much more capable of 
exercising it, for she has a greater stake 
in the country—I decline to do so. I cannot 
consent to giving the vote to just a few 
women.

Then, too, I have a personal grievance. 
We have a Government which would have 
carried out social reforms, reforms that are 
burning to be dealt with. (Cries of " Who 
is introducing politics now ? ”) And that 
Government has been hampered and hin­
dered by this question of women’s votes.
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(Cheers.)

Majority .. 13,941

(Stanley

■■ 36,225
., 22,284

of those supporting their cause.
The voting resulted as follows 

For the “Previous Question 
Against .....................
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"NO ROOM FOR MEI"

BOOK REVIEWS.
Woman Adrift. By Harold Owen.

Paul & Co. 6s.)

(" Shame.”) At a time when men’s passions 
might have been easily aroused, it was for 
my sex to preach " Peace, peace, peace I ‘ ‘ 
(A voice : " Peace with honour, yes.”) But 
they went about and disgraced the sex to 
which I belong. (Loud cheers.) Here let 
me tell the Conference a story of fact. I 
asked the Right Hon. John Burns to come 
down to the Teachers’ Orphanage to the 
Old Boys’ reunion to distribute the prizes 
to our boys, because- T thought he could tell 
them how he had struggled and worked, 
and then they would see the proud position 
to which he had attained. I was obliged to 
ask him not to come, because I did not want 
our boys to see any row between men and 
women. Then we had floating over our 
Orphanage the Union Jack of England. It 
was cut down and the flag torn and trampled 
upon by women—and that on an occasion 
when, surely, we were bound, as teachers, to 
set the highest example. (" Shame.”) And 
so it is, ladies and gentlemen, because my 
sex, my womanhood, my motherhood, con- 
vince me that this is not the time to give 
the vote to women, that I ask you to-day 
to say emphatically that in this National 
Union of Teachers we do not wish to waste 
time on these pious opinions. We will not 
pass this resolution, for what is the nature 
of it ? I know the tactics of the Suffragettes. 
Their object will be to go and boast through- 
out the country that they have added 
this great body of teachers to the number

To Mr. Harold Owen belongs the merit 
of having first put the case against Woman 
Suffrage in a form lucidly exhibiting its 
connections and its consequences. Hitherto 
we have had booklets and pamphlets, many 
of them excellent, but for the most part 
dealing with sections of the subject rather 
than treating it as a whole. Mr. Owen, on the 
other hand, digs down to the foundations 
of the Suffragists’ claims and investigates 
the justice, wisdom, and propriety of their 
demands stone by stone as the building 
rises,, until he reaches the summit, that full- 
blown feminism of which the " vote " is 
only one of the intermediate stages. For, 
just as a Socialist is almost invariably a 
Suffragist, though " votes for women ” is 
only an ingredient in his programme, so 
the Feminist is necessarily a Suffragist, 
though, in this case also, Woman Suffrage 
is merely subsidiary to the fuller consum­
mation.

The specially satisfying and convincing 
part of what Mr. Owen has set himself to do 
is his clear and incisive demonstration, out 
of the mouths of Suffragists themselves, 
of the morass of troubles—social and poli- 
tical—into which the extension of the 
Parliamentary franchise to women would 
sooner or later plunge society and the nation 
at large. He shows that if women are to 
receive complete equality with men, then, 

of course, any privilege now accorded to 
women must go, and women must be self- 
dependent. As says Mrs. Billington Greig : 
" The new demands and the old condition 
cannot subsist together. But the abolition 
of the old condition must place upon the 
very women who make the new demands 
a heavy burden-—the burden of personal 
economic independence.” Mr. Owen points 
out that the " old guard ” of the Suffragists 
try to escape from this dilemma by the 
expedient of “Wages for wives.” But it 
is only an escape out of the frying-pan into 
the fire. The wife under the present regime 
they brand as a parasite, but to transform 
her into a claimant for wages is to force 
upon her the cry : " Make me as one of thy 
hired servants,” and to deal a deadly blow 
at marriage and wifehood. The last state 
of that woman would be worse than the 
first. The feminist position which is pre- 
pared honestly to impose upon woman the 
burden of self-dependence in all respects 
equally and similarly with man—even to 
the maintenance of her children, if she has 
any—has, at all events, the merit of courage ; 
but, as Mr. Owen irrefutably proves, it 
would destroy not only individual happiness 
but, in the end, the race itself. His con- 
elusion is that " the only difference between 
the Suffragist and the Feminist is that the 
Suffragist is the Feminist mi^us her intel- 
lectual honesty and perception.”

To a writer of Mr. Owen’s insight and 
literary facility it is child's play to demolish 
the well-worn Suffragist arguments with 
which the speeches and literature of that 
school have made us already too familiar : 
such as that “the vote affects wages” and 
that " taxation and representation must go 
together." He offers a concrete and recent 
illustration of the truth that votes and wages 
have no connection in the railway strike of last 
year, when " the rise of wages conceded by the 
railway companies had no more to do with 
the fact that their employees had votes than 
with the fact that they had hats. Indeed, 
the whole economic uprising of that summer 
showed very vivildy not only the power 
behind the vote in one direction, but the 
power apart from the vote in another direction 
that men possess.”

We are glad to see that Mr. Owen hys 
great stress on the impropriety of the present 
Parliament presuming to deal with a measure 
so revolutionary as a Woman Suffrage Bill. 
As he remarks, there would be an " ignoble 
irony in a Parliament which owes its exis- 
ten.ee to its determination to uphold the 
‘ will of the people ’’ being prepared to ignore 
it upon a matter more vital to it than any 
it could touch..” " If,” Mr. Owen 1 con­
tinues, " it is said this is a woman’s question 
only, or even mainly, why is a Parliament 
of men going to decide it without making 
any attempt to find out what women think 
about it ? " And since this is the first time 
on record, when it has been proposed to give 
the vote to a section of the population many 
(possibly most) of whom are actively and 
acutely hostile to the reception of it, Mr. 
Owen's demand that some attempt should 
be made to find out the opinion of women 
before the vote is imposed upon them is, 
surely, worthy of consideration.

If, among our warm acknowledgments, 
we may offer a word of criticism, we think 
that Mr. Owen is too sweeping in depreciating 
the activities of woman outside " the price- 
less work” within and connected with the 
home. No doubt, as he says, the work of 

the State could go on without- her ; but we 
believe that the State would suffer serious 
loss by the withdrawal of women from the 
administrative, as distinguished from the 
governmental, function. We cannot ignore 
the fact that if woman’s work had been 
severely confined to the home and its imme- 
diate relations, we should have lost the 
beneficial activities of Miss Nightingale and 
Mrs. Fry, as well as of the women who have 
proved their administrative capacity in 
connection with education and the Poor Law. 
Mr. Owen has clone marked service in 
showing that opposition to political govern- 
meat by women is entirely consistent with 
an- exalted idea of womanhood, but we 
think lie would have done well not to leave 
his approval of administrative activity so 
much to the inference of his readers.

"WOMEN AND THE NATION.”
Britannia Poems. By Hedley Vicars Storey.

(Shelley Book Agency, Oxford.)
. The greater part of this volume of verse 

is devoted to the apotheosis of patriotic 
Socialism or, rather, Socialistic patriotism. 
Mr.H. V. Storey is - enthusiastically 
enamoured of an abstract conception which 
he calls England, Britain, Britannia, &c. ; 
but for everything connected with the 
geographical, social, or political entity that 
we understand by these names he has nothing 
but contempt and malediction. " England’s 
half in hell,” because' Queen Britannia (to 
adapt our poet’s forceful imagery), suffers 
from a toothache or a sore finger for half 
an (hour. Patriotism that cannot look 
behind and ahead is jaundiced egotism. 
Towards industrial tyranny Mr. Storey is 
particularly bitter, but in the one sphere 
in which he shows himself to us as an em- 
ployer, he does not scruple to subject a 
willing, apt, but withal, delicate assistant 
to such " sweated labour ” as the following : 
" I am doing another preface." " If an 
editor wished to do an Anthology of modern 
poetry.” - " It (a book) does in prose very 
nearly what I would {sic) like to do in poetry.” 
“I do not Say I have got {sic) the thing 
{i.e.t punctuation) right or have done it 
consistently or perfectly.” These quota - 
tions are not from Mr. Storey’s verses. 
They prepare us, however, for much lack 
of polish in the body of the book. In 
spiration is the essence of poetry, but the 
technical side of the art cannot be altogether 
neglected. A writer who can perpetrate 
the atrocities quoted above has to be par- 
ticularly careful that he does not overlook 
crudities in language and prosody that 
will jar upon the more sensitive ear of the 
average person who takes up a book of 
poems. Mr. Storey’s verse is forceful and 
full of life, but sadly uneven. He promises 
us “Songs of Earth and Sky,” and we 
cannot help thinking that he will be happier 
in such, a subject than in his political dia- 
tribes. We may be prejudiced, but to out 
mind in the poem entitled " Women and 
the Nation ” our author is at his best. He 
is, it is true, opposed to Woman Suffrage, 
but he pleads his cause on the ground of 
the loftiness of woman’s natural place in 
the world, and does not press ■ his point 
with the bitterness of partisanship. The 
poem shows that Mr. Storey is capable of 
higher flights than he has achieved in the 
first part of the book, and it is worthy of 
being removed from its present context to 
another volume.

if



PRIL 16, 1912. 1 HE AN 1 l-»U FT RAGE REVIEW.------------------------------------------- 93

HUMPTY DUMPTY SAT ON A WALL; HUMPTY DUMPTY HAD A GREAT FALL.
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THE CONCILIATION BILL.
SECOND READING, MARCH 28TH, 1912.

The following analyses represent various 
features of the Division on the Second
Reading of the Conciliation Bill:—

SUFFRAGE.
Voted. Paired.

Liberals ... ... 118 • 17
Unionists ... ... ... 64 ••• 13
Labour ... ... ... 25 ... 2
Ind. Nationalists 3 ... —

210 ... 32
ANTI-SUFFRAGE.

Liberals ... ... ... 74 ... 8
Unionists .... ... ... 115 •. 23
Nationalists ... ... 35 ••• I

224 ... 32

Totals .........434 ... 64
Could not find pairs :

Liberals ... ... ................... I
Labour ... ... ... ........... I

Did not vote or pair :
Liberals ... ... ... ••• ••• 48
Unionists ... ... ... ... ... 63
Labour ... ... ... ... ••• 14
Nationalists .................. ... 45

The following Members voted Anti- 
Suffrage, March 28th, 1912, for the first time. 
They had never voted at all before, except 
those marked (*), who had previously only 
voted that the 1910 Bill be referred to a 
Committee of the whole House:

LIBERALS.
Allen, C. P. Greenwood, Hamar
Beck, A. C. *Morton, A. C.
Booth, F. IT. Russell, T. W.
Davies, T. - Webb, Hy.
Gladstone, W. G. G.

UNIONISTS.

Houston, R. P.
Joynson-Hicks, W....
Kebty-Fletcher, J. R.
Locker-Lampson, G.
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. V 
MacCalmont, Col. J.
Meysey-Thompson, E.

Moore, W., K.C. ...
Neville, R. J..............
Parkes, Ebenezer ...
Pole-Carew,Lt.-Gen.Si:

... Liverpool, Toxt’th 
Brentford.

... Altrincham.

... Salisbury.
T. Penrith, Cumbrid.
... Antrim, East.
2. Stafford, Hands- 

worth.
... Armagh, North.
... Wigan.
... Birmingham, Cen.
R. Bodmin.

170
Total Members of Parliament : 670.

*Baker, Sir R. 
Campbell, Rt. Hon.

J. H. M.
"Coates, Major Sir Ed.
Collings,Rt. Hon. Jesse
Featherstonaugh, G., 

K.C.
Finlay, Sir Robt. .
Glazebrook, P. J.
Guinness, Hon. R.
Harris, H. P.
Herbert, Hon. Aubrey
Hewins, W. A. S.

National
Brady, P. J.
Dillon, J.
Donelan, Capt. A. J. C.
Meehan, P. A.
Molloy, M.
Nolan, Jas.
O’Connor, J.

Kimber, Sir Hy.
Larmor, Sir J.
Magnus, Sir P. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Mildmay, F. B.
Smith, Rt.Hon.F.E.

Smith, Harold.
Sykes, Mark.
Wright, F.
Yate, Col. C. E.

ISTS.
O’Kelly, E. P.
O’Kelly, Jas.
O’Neill, Dr. C.
Redmond, J. E.
Roche, A.
Smyth, T. F.

Labour.
Thorne, Will . . .  .........West Ham, Sou til.
Wadsworth, J.....................Hallamshire,

Yorks.

Boyle, Daniel ...
Cotton, W. F. 
Crean, Eugene 
Field, Win.

Nationalists.

FitzGibbon, Jno. .
Guiney, P...............
Healy, Maurice
O’Connor, T. P.
O’Doherty, P.
O’Donnell, T..........
O’Shee, J. J. ... .
Redmond, W. H. K.
Sheehan, D. D.
Sheehy, D.................
Walsh, J. ... .

... Mayo, North.

..... Dublin, South.

... Cork, South-east.

... Dublin, 
St. Patrick’s.

... Mayo, South.

... Cork, North.

... Cork.

... 17pool (Scotland);
... Donegal, North.
... Kerry, North.
... Waterford, West.
... Clare, East.
... Cork Co., Mid.
... Meath, South.
... Cork, South.

The following Members have at different 
times expressed support for the Anti- 

Suffrage cause, but did not vote :—
Aitken, Sir Max ...U. Ashton-u-Lyne.
Baird, J. L..................... U. Rugby.
Carson, Rt. Hon.Sir Ed.U. Dublin Univ.

...U. East Grinstead.

...L. Aberdeenshire.

...U. Bucks, Wycombe.

...L. Mid. Lothian.

...N. North. Longford.

...L. Ipswich.

...L. Caithness.
Lab. Chesterfield.

Members who have only shown their views 
by voting “ That the 1910 Bill be referred to 
a Committee of the whole House " :

’Members who voted against the Concilia- 
tion Bill on March 28th, 1912, but who voted 
for the Suffrage previously :

Liberal.
Ward, J............. ... ••• Hanley.

CONSERVATIVES.
Cautley, H. S.
Cowan, W. L.
Cripps, Sir C. A.
Elibank, Master of 
Farrell, J. P. ... 
Goddard, Sir D. F.
Harmsworth, R. L. 
Haslam, J.............
Holt, R. D.
Horne, W. E.
Jackson, Sir J. ...
Kebty Fletcher, J. R.
Kilbride, D.................
Kinloch-Cooke, Sir C..
Mallaby Deely, H. C.
Nugent, Sir W. R. 
Richards, Tom ...
Richardson, Albion 
Roche, J.
Rutherford, Col. J.
Valentia, Viscount 
Ward, W. Dudley 
Wheeler, G. C. IT. 
Young, S. ... ...

Liberals ...
Unionists ...
Labour ...
Nationalists

Dalziel, D. ... ...
Duke, H. E. ...........
Jackson, Sir J. ...
Kinloch-Cooke, Sir C.
Wheeler, G. C. H. ...

... Buxton.

... Exeter.

... Devonport.

... Devonport.

... Faversham, Kent.

Armitage, R.............  
Black, A. W.......... .
Buxton, Rt. Hon. S. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W.
Collins, G. P. ... ... 
Crawshay-Williams 
Dawes, J. A.............
Edwards, A. Clement 
France, G. A.
Haslam, Lewis ... 
Havelock-Allan, Sir 
Lambert, R. C.

LIBERALS.

.L. Hexham.

.U. Guildford.
,U. Devonport.
U. Altrincham.

.N. Kildare.
..U. Devonport.
U. Harrow.

.N. Westmeath.
Lab. Monmouth, West.
...L. Peckham.
...N. Galway, East.
...U. Darwen.
...U. Oxford.
...L. Southampton;
...U. Faversham.
...N. Gavan, East.
.. ... ... ■ ........ 7
.........  ** "* 13

.. ... ... ... 5 ■

M embers who have never declared them- 
selves in a Division:

Liberals.
Cory, Sir Clifford J. 
Greenwood, G. G. ... 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. 
Hogge, J. M.............
Logan,. J. M. ... ••• 
Macpherson, J-'J- ... 
Norton, Capt. C. N.
Phillips, Col. Ivor ... 
Richardson, Albion 
Waring, Capt. Walter 
Whitley, Rt. Hon. J. H. 
Williams, Llewellyn 
Wilson, Hon. G. G.
Wilson, H. J.......... .
Wilson, J no. .....
Wilson, Rt. Hon. J. W.

.. Cornwall, St. Ives.

.. Peterborough.

.. Luton.

.. Edinburgh, East.

.. Harborough.

., Ross & Cromarty.

.. Newington, West.

.. Southampton.

.. Peckham.

.. Banffshire.
. Halifax.
.: Carmarthen.
.. Hull, West.
.. Holmfirth, Yorks.
... Durham, Mid.

Worcester, North
Unionists.

Lowe, Sir Freak. ...

Leeds, Central.
Biggleswade,Beds. 
Poplar.
Southwark.
Greenock.
Leicester. 
Walworth.
Glamorgan, East. 
Morley.
Monmouth Burghs 
Bishop Auckland. 
Cricklade.
Norwich. 
Launceston.
Bethnal Green.

Marks, Sir G. C. -..
Masterman, C. F. G.

{voted Anti. in 1910)
{voted Suff. in 191 i)

Menzies, Sir Walter ... Lanark, South.
Murray, Capt. H. A. C. Kincardineshire. 
Pirie, D. V.......................Aberdeen, North.
Whittaker,Rt. Hon.SirT.P. Spen Valley, Yks.

Unionists.
Ashley, W. W.
Benn, X. H.
Cooper, R. A.
Fitzroy, Hon. A. E.
Foster, P. S. ...
Morrison-Bell,Major A 
Paget, A. H. ..........

... Blackpool.

... Greenwich.

... Walsall.

... Northamptonsh,S.

... Stratford-on-Avon 
C. Honiton.
... Cambridge.

NATIONALISTS.

• 27

Supported the 1912 Bill. Previously 
voted Anti :

Gardner, Ernest ...U. Berks, Woking- 
ham.

Apparently the only convert to the 
Suffrage.

Aitken, Sir Max ...
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Campbell, Capt. R. F.
Cassell, Felix, K.C.
Courthope, G. L. ...
Cripps, Sir C. A. ...
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Horne, W. E. ...
Horner, A. L. ...

.. Ashton-u-Lyne.

.. St. Andrews.,
... North Ayrshire.
.. St. Pancras, West.
.. Rye.
.. Wycombe.
.. Essex, Maldon.
.. Guildford.
.. Tyrone, South.

Clancy, J. J. ... . . 
Crumley, P. ...
Flavin, M. J.............
Hayden, J. P............
Keating, M. ... ...
MacVeagh... ...
Meager, M. ... ...
Meehan, F. E.
O’Malley, William ... 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Phillips, John 
White, P.... ... ...

... Dublin Co., North. 

... Fermanagh, South 

... Kerry, North.

... Roscommon, Sth.

... Kilkenny, South.

.... Down, South.

... Kilkenny, North.

... Leitrim, North.

... Connemara.

... Limerick, West.

... Longford, South 

... Meath, North.

THE VOTE IN AMERICA.

A RECENT issue of The Ladies’ 
Home Journal (U.S.A.) contained an 
article entitled " What Women have 
actually done where they "Vote,” which 
we reproduce in this and our next 
issue. The article by Mr. Richard 
Barry purports to have been written 
as the result of " a personal investiga­
tion into the Laws, Records and Results 
of the four Equal Suffrage States: 
Colorado, Idaho, Utah and Wyoming.” 
In these States women have enjoyed 
the Parliamentary Vote for 16, 14, 15 
and 41 years respectively, and it was 
held that they had consequently been 
voting " long enough to show what 
they would do with the ballot."

Special emphasis was laid on the 
four claims made for Woman Suffrage, 
that it would result in (i) higher wages 
and better hours for working women ; 
(2) great reforms in child-labour laws; 
(3) a decided decrease in divorce and 
better marriage laws ; and (4) a positive 
regulation of the social evil. The 
investigator was charged " to visit each 
State personally and find out, not by 
the expression of personal opinion, but 
from the actual State records and laws, 
and from authoritative officials, exactly 
what better laws for women and 
children existed in those States where 
women had voted from 14 to 41 years 
than existed in the States where they 
cannot, by law, vote.”

Mr. Barry writes :—=
In four States women have full Suffrage. 

I went there to find out the definite accom­
plishments of women’s votes.

My first step was to learn what women’s 
votes have done for women and children. 
On the statement of Eastern advocates1 for 
“votes for women,” that in States where 
women have the ballot we could expect 
conditions' that affect women and children 
to be much better than they are in those 
States where only men vote, I based my 
initial investigations.

Before I went West I ascertained that 
Oklahoma, the newest State, is commonly 
conceded to have the best child-labour laws 
in this country ; and my first surprise came 
when I found that these laws were compiled 
from the best provisions of the laws of New 
York, Illinois, Massachusetts, Ohio, Wis- 
cousin and Nebraska, and that Oklahoma ,did 
not go to any of the States where women 
vote to find a model when providing for its 
child-labour laws.

I found that Wyoming and Utah, where 
women vote, ■■ prohibit the • employment of 
children in mines only, while the States of 
Nebraska, Oregon, New York, Wisconsin and 
Illinois, as well as several others, where men 
only vote, prohibit the working of children 
under 14 years of age in 12 specified employ- 
ments during school hours.

CHILD LABOUR.
When I asked officials of the ■ Suffrage 

States how they could account for • this 
condition where women vote, they replied 
that the question had never been discussed. 
They added that such a law was not necessary 
anyway, as there is no chance of child labour 
in the mountain States, where they have no 
factories. Yet Montana, where men only can 
vote, and which is as sparsely settled and as 
free from factories as Wyoming, Utah or 
Idaho, all three States where women vote, 
has a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
the working of all children under 16 years of 
age.

While I was in Denver one of the news- 
papers undertook the expose of a revolting 
child-labour condition near the city. As it 
was the paper of the party out of power, and 
as an election was in progress, the opposition 
papers and every man in office pool-poohed 
the expose. Nothing came of it. Nor did 
the voting woman of Denver even investigate 
whether it were true or not that children 
were being overworked and abused in the 
outskirts of her own city. I sought the 
reason for this and found, for example, that 
the most prominent political women’s 
organisation of Denver was absorbed in a 
factional fight. In February, when know­
ledge of the condition of the abuse of child 
labour first became public, this woman’s 
political organisation held a meeting at which 
the members fought with their fists. Women 
who wore false hair lost it, and one woman 
lost a handful of real hair. Their debate was 
not over the outrages committed on children 
in their State ; it concerned the choice of one 
of their number for endorsement to an 
unimportant office. In May, when I was 
there and the employment of children in 
factories was more widely discussed, this 
same woman's political organisation was 
absorbed in a more desperate fight : one 
faction, was striving to have the treasurer 
arrested for refusing to distribute the funds 
of the organisation as this minor faction 
desired.

I found, too, that no proof of age, other 
than the mere statement of the child or 
parent, is required in any of the four Suffrage 
States, whereas 19 States require docu- 
mentary proof of age. None of the States 
where women vote is in this last list.

POLITICAL EXPEDIENCY.
I could not understand this singularly lax 

condition, so I sought Judge Ben Lindsey, 
of the Juvenile Court, who is outspoken in his 
theoretical belief in Woman Suffrage. He 
admitted that the conditions in Colorado 
were far from what they ought to be, and was 
frank to say that the women of his State 
are fully as much bound by the political 
expediency of the moment as are the men.

Then he told me his experience in the last 
Legislature. He had seven bills affecting

the Juvenile Court which he asked to be 
passed. They were all drawn with an eye 
to the protection of children and were 
modelled on proved legislation elsewhere. 
When it came to submitting them to the 
Legislature lie asked the one woman member 
of the lower house to introduce them. The 
woman member introduced the bills. The 
woman’s dubs publicly endorsed them, and 
women went to the State House to lobby for 
them. " Three," said Judge Lindsey, " con- 
cerned technical trivialities in the reading 
of the law and were of no particular moment 
except that they would expedite legal 
procedure. One of them was revolutionary 
and • vital. Three concerned important 
changes in the law."

The first three were passed. The last four 
never got out of committee. The un- 
important bills got through ; the important 
ones are still pigeonholed. Yet California, 
Illinois and Massachusetts, where women do 
not vote, have found no difficulty in passing 
similar laws.

Judge Lindsey could not explain why his 
laws failed of passage ; the woman member 
of the Legislature would not. But I found 
an old State Senator who told me the truth.

"The Legislature has nothing against 
children,” he said, " and if some sensible man 
had presented those bills and explained their 
need in simple, forceful language, they would 
have been passed.”

I also found that the eight-hour law for 
working- women failed in the last Colorado 
Legislature. A similar law went easily 
through the Legislature of Illinois, but was 
annulled by the Supreme Court, after which 
a ten-hour law was passed. Now why should 
such a law for women fail in Colorado, where 
the women vote, and pass in Illinois, where 
they do not vote ? I asked this of a pro- 
minent official of the State of Colorado, and 
he answered : " There is nothing that a 
woman wants to accomplish that she cannot 
accomplish without the ballot.”

In 20 States, where men only vote, laws 
have been passed limiting the hours that a 
woman may be employed. In not one of the 
four States where women vote are there any 
laws restricting the hours of labour for woman 
employees. -

In 38 States the earnings of married women 
are secured to them and cannot be required 
by law (as can the earnings of married men) 
for the support of their families. Eight 
States have no such law, and Idaho, where 
women have voted 14 years, is one of them.

Thirty-four States compel employers in 
stores, factories, shops, &c., to provide seats 
for female employees. Idaho is not one of 
them.

There are other good laws pertaining to 
the work of women. For instance, Massa- 
chusetts prohibits an employer from deduct- 
i ng from the wages of women when time is 
lost because machinery has broken down ; 
Delaware has a law exempting the wages of 
women from execution, while Indiana, Massa- 
chusetts and Nebraska have laws prohibiting 
night work by women. None of these laws 
is found in any of the four States where 
women vote I

But, some one will say, these are super- 
critical examinations of the law. Do the 
conditions of the States where women vote 
make these laws so necessary ? Suppose we 
see.

{To be continued.)
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CORRESPONDENCE.
THE OXFORD BRANCH.

To thi Editor of “ The Anti-Suffrage Review."
Sir,—Your correspondent in the April 

number of the Review, signing himself 
" Oxford Undergraduate,” is under a mis- 
apprehension as to the component parts of 
the Oxford Branch of the N.L.O.W.S.

We are very glad to be able to count many 
well-known city men and women amongst 
our members; but our Branch, so far as its 
new members are concerned, is predominantly 

■ university. Amongst our number are many 
heads of colleges, professors and fellows.

Undergraduates have not so far joined our 
Branch, and the better way would be to carry 
out • the excellent suggestion made by 
“ Oxford Undergraduate" that a ’Varsity 
Branch should be formed. I understand that 
there is now a prospect that this will be done, 
and if I can be of any assistance—e.g., in 
giving the names of those in the University 
whom we know to be Anti-Suffragists—I 
shall be very pleased to help.—I am, &c.,

Mary Wills-Sandford, 
Hon. Sec. Oxford Branch, 

N.L.O.W.S..

A TOAST.
HERE’S to the strenuous militant maid ;
Here’s to her " moderate" sister ;
Here’s to the mischievous hammer brigade,
And here’s to the Passive

Chorus.
Greet with applause

Resister.

the breakers of

They all of them help in the Suffragist 
Cause.

Here’s to the preacher of theories wild;
Here’s to the ignorant canter;
Here’s to the speaker delusively mild. 
And here's to the feminist ranter.
Here’s to disturbers of " Anti" debates ;
Here’s to the Patty that pays them: 
Here’s to evaders of taxes and rates. 
And here's to the papers that praise them.
A general health to our every ally
To make sure that we haven't forgot one.
A health to the " forward " whose mind is 

awry.
And a health to the rest—who have not one.

A CORRESPONDENT with a penchant for 
figures writes to point out that the title of 
our League contains seven words, and that 
multiples of seven are prominent in the 
Anti-Suffrage calendar :—

Deputation to Mr. Asquith, December 14th.
Albert Hall Meeting, February 28th.
Conciliation Bill defeated, March 28th.
Majority against the Bill, 14.

At the recent election for the Municipal 
Council in Felixstowe, four of the five 
members returned were Anti-Suffragists. Of 
the five candidates who failed to secure 
election, four were Suffragists.

BRANCH NOTES.
Bristol.—A meeting of new members was 

held on March 26th at 15, Royal York 
Crescent. Miss Long Fox gave details of the 
work of the Bristol Branch of the League, 
telling the new members the various ways 
in which they could help, and begged all 
who were present to do their best to obtain 
new members, impressing upon them the 
importance of women's work in Local 
Government as lady guardians, health 
visitors and members of county and borough 
councils. She asked those women who were 
qualified to vote to see that their names 
were on the register, and to take an interest 
in municipal affairs. Miss Stuart, London, 
delivered an interesting address, and promises 
of help were given by several members.

A petition was presented to Mr. George 
Gibbs, M.P. for Bristol West, signed by 
over 2,000 householders and others in the 
Division prior to the Suffrage debate in 
the House on March 28th, praying him to 
oppose the Conciliation Bill or any measure 
which includes, or may be amended to include, 
provision for extending the Parliamentary 
franchise to women, until it has been approved 
by a majority of the electors of this country.

Forty-five new members joined the Bristol 
Branch during March and the membership 
to date is 2,147.

Downton (Wiltshire).—By the kindness 
of Mrs. Eyre-Matcham, a meeting was held 
at Newhouse, Redlynch, on March 25th. 
The chair was taken by Lady Luck, and the 
speakers were Lady Pender and Mr. Chapman- 
Huston. There was a representative 
audience from Downton and the surrounding 
district. The speeches dealt in a most able 
and interesting manner with the more 
important aspects of the question, and were 
listened to with much interest. Questions 
were invited, but, although the Suffragist 
element was well represented, the invitation 
was not responded to, and the Anti-Suffrage 
resolution was carried by a large majority. 
A vote of thanks to chairman, speakers and 
hostess was proposed by Mr. Lawrence, 
and seconded by Mrs. Richardson (Hon. 
Sec. for South Wilts), and heartily carried. 
It is hoped that a sub-branch for Downton 
will now soon be formed.

East Molesey.—The Conservative Hall of 
East Molesey was filled to overflowing on 
March 25th, when Miss Pott met in debate 
Miss Abadam, N.U.W.S.S. Mr. F. Fletcher, 
C.C., was an admirable chairman. • During 
the twenty minutes question time allowed, 
a number of interesting questions were put 
to both speakers, who answered them very 
fully. Our resolution was carried amidst 
great enthusiasm, and a great deal of interest 
has been awakened in East Molesey by this 
meeting arranged by the local branch.

Hampstead and Highgate.—At a con­
ference on Woman Suffrage held at the 
Hampstead and Highgate Institute on 
March 27th, Miss Gladys Pott debated with 
the Earl of Lytton of the Men’s League 
for Women's Suffrage. Lord Lytton's con- 
tention was that women influenced, instructed 
and canvassed the male voter, and really 
did everything except actually register 
their own votes, and that this method 
required twice as much work and effort, as 
would be necessary if they had the franchise.

Miss Pott, in replying, said women would 
make a bad Government, because of the 
mother instinct which compelled them to 
be individualists, and made them put 
the interests of those near to them, of those

whom they had reared and looked after, 
above the interests. of the community at 
large. Women were individualists v men 
were communalists. At present only the 
man had the vote, and it might be presumed 
he used that vote in the interests of the 
household. The household was, therefore, 
represented. But give the woman a vote, 
too, and what would happen ? The woman 
would vote for her own party and the man 
for his, with the result that the household 
would not be represented at all.

Henfield (Sussex).—Avery successful public 
meeting was held on March 29th at Henfield, 
arranged by Mrs. Blackburn, who is starting 
a branch in this district. The speakers 
were Miss Sinclair and Mr. A. Wenyon 
Samuel. Mr. Eardley Hall acted as chair- 
man and the Anti-Suffrage resolution was 
well carried. As this is the first meeting 
held in this district, a good deal of local 
interest was aroused and it is evident that 
the sympathies of residents are strongly on 
the Anti-Suffrage side.

Kensington.—We have received the follow­
ing interesting report from Kensington.

“ During the first two weeks of March we 
have employed a Canvasser to get signatures, 
chiefly of householders, to a memorial to the 
Member for North Kensington, Mr. A. 
Burgoyne. In a few days we obtained 450 
names, and these were presented to Mr. 
Burgoyne by a deputation consisting of 
Sir Aston and Lady Webb, Miss Houghton 
Gray, Mrs. Malden, Mr. R. W. Cracroft, 
Mr. J. W. Josephs, Mr. Brooke-Little, and 
Dr. Muzio-Williams. Mrs. Archibald Colqu- 
houn, as Hon. Sec., introduced the deputation, 
and Mr. Burgoyne said that although he had 
previously supported the Conciliation Bill 
he was not prepared to do so again in this 
Parliament. •
“A crowded drawing-room meeting was 

held on March 26th at the house of Mrs. E. P. 
Moon, when Mrs. Gladstone Solomon and 
Sir Henry Craik, M.P., were the speakers; 
Mr. E. P. Moon was in the chair. The result 
has been a large accession of members to the 
League.

Kensington Town Hall Debate.
“ The large Town Hall, Kensington, was 

filled to overflowing on March 29th, when a 
debate took place between Miss Gladys Pott 
and Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun (against the 
Suffrage) and Lady Frances Balfour and 
Miss Margaret Robertson (for). Dr. Douglas 
Cowburn occupied the chair.

The arrangements for this debate were 
entirely in the hands of the Hon. Sec. of the 
Kensington Committee of the N.L.O.W.S., 
and, by arrangement between her and the 
N.U.W.S.S., no resolution was submitted to 
the meeting. ■ '
‘ The National Union disposed of a lair 

share of the tickets, and both sides could 
have sold more had the capacity of the hall 
been greater, denote . ,

" Lady F. Balfour tackled a trying situa- 
tion pluckily, and asked her friends in the 
audience • ‘ Are we downhearted ? ‘ Her 
speech was no attempt to present a reasoned 
view, but consisted entirely of assertions, 
such as, that the reasons advanced against 
the vote are "actually the same as those 
advanced against the higher education of 
women. (" 6

" Miss Pott argued with her usual clear 
and close-knit methods that, until it can be 
proved that women will make good voters, 
there is no question of justice in granting 
them the vote. Dealing with the militants,

■ she declared herself unable to understand 
the force of the arguments of those who 
broke the laws in proof of their fitness to 
make other laws. The contention of those 
who used violence, obviously, was that the । 
ends justified the means—than which no 
more immoral doctrine had ever been con- 
ceived by man or woman.

" Miss Robertson declared' that women 
must have the right to live their own lives ■ 
effectively, and called the suffering of the ! 
industrial worker to witness that women 
need ' the protection of the vote.'
“Mrs. Colquhoun swept aside the minor 

. issues of what women might and might not ■ 
get for themselves, and focussed the argu-

' ment on the functions of Government. These, 
she said, fell roughly into two categories, 
internal and domestic (including Local 
Government), and external relations— 
foreign and commercial policy, peace and 

. war, and the administration of dependencies.
In the latter sphere, she said, women could . 
hot, either by experience or by personal 
responsibility, stand on the same level as 
men, 4 1. 4 - ’“Lady Frances Balfour, in a brief reply, 
'declared she had nothing to answer, since no 

। arguments had been used, ' only some fine I 
confused thinking Si but instead of giving 
us ' some clear thinking,' she proceeded to 
irrelevant reflections on the white - slave 
traffic.

“ Although Miss Pott was also entitled to 
reply, Lady Frances did not wait to hear 
it, but left the platform at the conclusion of 
her own speech.

“ Miss Pott replied most effectively and 
spiritedly to some of the points raised, and 
General Craigie closed the proceedings by 
proposing a hearty vote ofthanks to Dr. 
Douglas Cow burn Si • hi

Palmer’s Green.—There was a. very in- 
terested audience to hear an address from 
Mrs. Greatbatch, at St. John’s Hall, Palmer's 

, Green, on March 10th. Mr. Roberts occupied 
the chair, and the Rev. and Mrs. Exton 
afterwards spoke from the Suffrage point of 
view and a general discussion followed.

Reigate, Redhill and District.—Mr. A. F. 
Mott presided over a most enthusiastic 
public meeting held by this branch in the 
Market Hall, Redhill, on March 29th, and ’ 
was supported by a very influential platform 
of local residents. Mrs. Harold Norris and 

. Mr. A. Maconachie gave excellent addresses 
and a number of questions were asked by 
members of the audience and well answered 
by the speakers. Votes of thanks were 
proposed and seconded by Mr. H. Sewill, 
Alderman T. Gregory and Major Sharpe.

Prior to the public meeting, the 
Branch’s annual meeting was held under 
the chairmanship of Mr. A. F. Mott, and 
very good progress for the past year was 
reported ; the balance - sheet also showed 
a satisfactory state of affairs. The Executive 
Committee and officers were re-elected 
unanimously.

Tunbridge Wells.—At the annual meeting 
of the Tunbridge Wells Branch held on 
March 22nd, the account given of the past 
year’s: work was entirely satisfactory and 
showed that Anti-Suffragism has made great 
strides in the district.

Mrs. Duke presided over the meeting, 
which was held in the Christ Church rooms, 
and the annual report read by the Secretary 
(Miss Mary B. Backhouse) proved most 
interesting' A good deal of useful pro- 
paganda work had been carried on in the 
villages around Tunbridge Wells, and the 
present membership is 255.

Councillor C. W. Emson presented the 
balance-sheet and both that and the report 
were adopted.,

Mrs. Colquhoun gave a long and • very 
interesting address and dealt most ably 
with a number of Suffragist fallacies.

. The committee and officials who have 
done so much for the Branch in the past 
were unanimously re-elected.

THE SILENCE OF DISSENT.
At a recent open-air meeting held at 

Castle Hill, Windsor, under Suffragist 
auspices, the Chairwoman at the conclusion 
of: the proceedings remarked that, as in that 
large gathering it was clear that there was 
no opposition, the Member for that division 
must be told that his constituents were all 
in favour of Woman Suffrage, and that he 
would be expected to vote according to his 
instructions. A member of the crowd at 
this point suggested that a vote should be 
taken. This was done, and the result was, 
approximately, for Woman Suffrage, 35 ; 
against, well over 100. Suffragists will not 
realise that on this question in the vast 
majority of cases silence implies dissent;
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Thynne, Lord A.
Tobin, Alfred Aspinall
Tryon, Captain George Clement 
Tullibardine, Marquess of 
Warner, Sir Thomas Courtenay 
Wason, Rt. Hon. E. (Clackmannan) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whittaker, Rt. Hon. Sir Thomas P. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset, W.) 
Williamson, Sir A.
Willoughby, Major Hon. Claud 
Winterton, Earl
Wood, Hon. E. F. L. (Yorks, Ripon) 
Wright, Henry Fitzherbert
Yate, Col. C. E.
Young, William (Perth, East) 
Younger, Sir George

TELLERS FOR THE NOES.—Sir 
M. Levy and Mr. Arnold Ward.



APRIL, 1912. THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW SUPPLEMENT.

THE FIRST FENCE.
The Conciliation Bill has been defeated.
The majority against it was 14 ; small enough, it is 

true; but in view of the majority of 167 in favour of the 
same Bill last year the result constitutes a signal success.

OUR CHAMPIONS.
Our first thoughts are naturally of gratitude to the 

222 Members in the House who have secured the victory. 
Among them are those who have had the courage to 
change convictions that had previously been arrived at 
after insufficient consideration. They have been made 
the target of considerable abuse, but they stood their 
ground. Others who are also deserving of special praise 
are those who, while they would like to see a few women— 
obviously fitted for the vote—enfranchised, have appreciated 
the great danger ahead of the movement, and have realised 
that the issue was the enfranchisement of all or of none.

To one and all of our supporters in the House the 
National League for Opposing Woman Suffrage offers its 
heartiest thanks ; especially to those on whom the brunt 
of the struggle has fallen.

THE FUTURE.
Our second thoughts at this time must turn on the fact 

that, however much encouraged by the defeat of the 
Conciliation Bill, we have to realise that it is merely a 
preliminary success—victory in the first skirmish. The 
fight has now begun in real earliest. Our opponents will 
not be persuaded by a majority of 14 to abandon their 
campaign, and it is the urgent duty of all those who are 
opposed to Woman Suffrage to redouble their efforts to 
crush the movement.

The National League for Opposing Woman Suffrage 
wants the support of every right-minded man and woman 
in the country. It is not enough merely to sympathise 
with our Cause. Sympathy should be Expressed by 
Enrolment, by sending name and address, and at least 
one shilling, to the headquarters of the League, in order 
that we may show conclusively that we have the vast 
bulk of public support.

Those who have no time for active propaganda will 
not be troubled further. Half the League’s work would 
be done if all who in their heart of hearts are opposed 
to Woman Suffrage would send in their names to the 
League, for it is the silence of those who, not unnatur- 
ally, resent the intrusion of the whole question into their 
lives that allows the Suffrage movement to be continued.

A WORD TO UNIONISTS.
One word of warning as to the future. The Con- 

ciliation Bill has been defeated, but extreme Suffragists 
will now concentrate their efforts on Adult Suffrage for 
Men and Women. We refuse to believe that Unionists 
with any regard for their principles can vote for such a 
measure. By continuing the Suffrage campaign, how- 
ever, they must inevitably play into the hands of the 
Socialist extremists. We would appeal, therefore, to the 
Conservative and Unionist Woman’s Franchise Association 
to accept the situation and to refrain from aiding or 
abetting a movement with which they cannot conscien­
tiously be in sympathy.

THE BILL IN THE HOUSE.
Long before the Division upon the Conciliation Bill 

was taken it had become evident to everybody who had 
followed the course of the debate that a marked change 
had taken place in the sympathies of the House since

Sir G. Kemp introduced the measure of last year. The 
ringing cheers that greeted every scoring point made by 
the opponents of the Bill and the interjections of dissent 
from the somewhat feeble rejoinders of its supporters alike 
proved how great has been the growth of Anti-Suffragist 
opinion during the last few months, a growth which, as 
Mr. Arnold Ward showed, had begun to manifest itself 
long before the outrages committed by the militants had 
alienated the sympathies of those—and they are many— 
who had previously had some lukewarm feeling in favour 
of Suffragism as an academic theory.

THE SPEECHES.
Mr. Agg-Gardner, who moved the Second Reading in 

a speech which was difficult to hear because of its method 
of delivery, and impossible to follow through its lack of 
any logical sequence, seemed to be endeavouring to show 
that militancy was a matter of little moment, and that 
women as a body were in favour of the proposal (which is 
notoriously untrue). He resuscitated a few ancient and 
moribund fallacies, but made no serious contribution to 
our knowledge of the subject.

Sir Alfred Mond’s “ matter " was even worse than his 
manner, which is saying much. The argument is hardly 
worth giving, even in the most condensed form, but it may 
be well to record his view that women should be allowed 
to sit as well as to vote, an opinion which Lord R. Cecil 
seemed to share theoretically, though with weaker logic 
and perhaps higher instincts than those which, characterise 
Sir Alfred, he refused to commit himself definitely on the 
point.

Far the most valuable contributions to the debate were 
those of Mr. Harold Baker and Mr. Arnold Ward. The 
former spoke in a manner which was wholly admirable, 
and the incisive phrasing of his speech, combined with its 
close reasoning, made a great impression upon all who 
heard it, and the force of the delivery may be measured 
by the feebleness of Mr. P. Snowden’s attempt to counter, 
which attempt resolved itself into an endeavour to foist 
upon the Member for Accrington statements and views 
which he had never made or held. The Socialist leader’s 
thin and querulous tones were eminently in keeping with 
the exiguous substance of his speech, which must have 
confirmed all Anti-Suffragists in their faith and alienated 
not a few waverers.

Mr. Ward hit hard, but with perfect fairness, putting 
very forcibly the points which he desired to make. He 
showed how many so-called Constitutional Suffragists had 
supported with money and influence the militant body 
whose tactics they professed to condemn—“ We do not 
accuse them of hiding behind the skirts of the militants, 
we say and will show that they walk hand in hand with 
them ”—a statement which fairly brought down the 
house, and was followed up by damaging proof of the 
accuracy of the charge. We have never heard Mr. Ward 
speak better, and he may justly be proud of his share in 
the great Anti-Suffragist victory.

Sir Edward Grey’s speech was perhaps the best on the 
Suffrage side, and it left the impression that, if a politician 
of Sir Edward’s ability can produce no better argument 
for Woman Suffrage, the cause is in a poor way, and that 
this is the case was emphasised by the feeble and indeed 
most disingenuous utterances of Lord Robert Cecil and 
Mr. Snowden. Sir W. Byles gave the debate the necessary 
touch of humour, and he returned—a somewhat truculent 
lamb—to the Suffrage fold.

The debate has added immensely to our force, and 
March 28th should be a most memorable day in our annals.


