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OCTOBER MEETINGS.
October ist to 4TH, GUILDFORD Campaign-

—Speaker, Miss Helen Page. Meetings : 
October ist, Bramley, 8 p.m. ; October 
and, Albury, 8 p.m. ; October 3rd, West 
Clevedon, 8 p.m.; October 4th, Merrow, 
8 p.m.; ami " — - — -

October ist to loth, Newport (Mon.) 
OUTDOOR Campaign. — Mr. H. B. 
Samuels.. ■ ■ .

OCTOBER 5TH, Manchester.—-White city. 
Mrs. Harold Norris.

October 8th, CHINGFORD.-—3 p.m. Debate. 
Women’s Liberal Association. Spicer 
Memorial Hall. ' Miss Mabel Smith.

October 9TH, BRISTOL.—8 p.m. Day’s 
Training College. Debate.

October 14TH to 21ST, North Hants. 
OUTDOOR CAMPAIGN. — Mr. H. B.

- Samuels. ■ i
OCTOBER 15TH, WORTHING.—8 p.m. Miss 

Gladys Pott, Mr. E. A. Mitchell-Innes, 
K.C.

October i8th, Southwold.— 8 p.m.
OCTOBER 19TH, PANGBOURNE.—Debate. Miss 

G. Pott v. Miss. Robertson.
OCTOBER 2IST, HAMMERSMITH and Fulham 

GROUP C.S.U., Agate ROAD.—8.15. 
Debate. Miss M. Smith v. Member 
L.S.W.S.

October 22ND, TUNBRIDGE Wells—Miss 
Gladys Pott.

October 23RD, Dulwich.—8 p.m. Debate. 
Miss Gladys Pott v. Miss Helen Ward.

October 24TH, Deal.—5 p.m. Chair, Lord 
George Hamilton. Speakers: Mrs. 
Arthur Somervell, Mr. Arthur Page.

October 25TH, BROCKHAM (Dorking).-— 
8 p.m. Mrs. Harold Norris.

October 29TH, Rugby.—Debate. Miss 
Gladys Pott.

OCTOBER 31ST, GREAT MISSENDEN.—Miss. G. 
Pott v. Lady Frances Balfour.

POSTAGE ON THE “REVIEW.”

It has been found impossible to keep the 
weight of “ The Anti-Suffrage Review ” 
below 2 ozs., and subscribers are reminded 
that the postage on each number is now id.
The price of the annual subscription, with 
postage, will in future be 2s.
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Hon. Treasurer : Mr. John Hughes.
Hon. Secretary: Miss S. Williams,

" Ardwdwy," Aberdovey.
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Bell, 

“ M6r Awelon," Aberdovey.
Borth.

Joint Hon. Secretaries : Miss Francis, 
“ Berlin," and Miss Davies, 
" Nathaniel,” Borth.

Hon. Treasurer : Mr. J. T. Lewis.

Blenheim and Woodstock.
President: Lady Norah. Spencer 

Churchill.
Hon. Treasurer: W. Poore Clarke, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Clarke, Market 

Street, Woodstock.
Banbury.
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Hon. Secretary : Miss Gurney, 17, Oxford 

Road, Banbury.

A GREAT 

Anti-Suffrage 
Demonstration

will be held in

St. Andrew’s Hall,

GLASGOW, 
on

Friday, November 1st, 1912.

Lord Glenconner 
will be in the Chair,

Among the Speakers will be :—

Lord Curzon,
Lady Tullibardine.
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NOTES AND NEWS.
DURING the absence of Mrs. Moberly 

Bell, who is shortly leaving for a visit to 
India, Miss Gladys Pott has kindly 
consented to act as Honorary Secretary 
of the League. Miss Pott will take 
over her duties on November ist.

THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW.

Woman’s Rights.
In an interesting address on Woman 

Suffrage at Chatauqua, New York State, 
which is quoted in the September 
number of The Protest, Miss A. H.

remainder trusted to processions and 
plays, to garden parties and cara- 
vanning, and—at the climax of their

over the heads of
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progressive step. This question of 
investing women with political responsi- 
bility, she points out, is erroneously 
associated in the minds of many, with 
all the marked changes which have 
taken place in woman’s position 
during the past half-century; but there 
is, as a matter-of-fact, a wide difference 
between civil rights, which constitute 
individual freedom, and political power 
and responsibility which in reality is 
the imposition of public duties which 
must be performed for the best interests 
of the State. Many legal disabilities 
have been removed, and rights and 
privileges exceeding those of men have 
been granted to woman. Colleges and 
universities have opened their doors to 
her ; the medical and other professions 
have admitted her to membership. All 
these changes have been in the natural 
line of development, for all have been 
an extension of woman’s civil or private 
rights, and the course of progress 
always lies in this direction. But 
personal freedom has nothing to do 
with sovereign authority. The exten
sion of Suffrage to woman, does not 
mean the extension of another right to 
the individual woman, but rather the 
imposition of another duty upon all 
women in addition to those which they 
carry already.

Autocracy is the soul of the Suffrage 
Societies, and the leaders have no 
thought to spare for public opinion. 
By hook or by crook, Woman Suffrage 
has to be wrung from a harassed 
Government and a distracted House 
of Commons. The Franchise Bill in 
the coming session supplies the Suffra
gists’ opportunity. If they fail in this 
Parliament, they know that they can 
expect no mercy from the electorate. 
Hence the crisis in the Suffrage move- 
merit.

For Anti-Suffragists, therefore, the 
situation is also critical, for it is 
necessary to drive home the advantages 
we have already gained. While there 
can be no doubt of the reserve of 
strength that we have in the country 
at large, we have to realise that our 
opponents will not risk a straightforward 
contest, but have transferred the fight 
to the narrow precincts of Parliament, 
where they hope to benefit from con
flicting interests and immoral bargains. 
From the attitude of the man in the 
street, who may be openly hostile to 
Woman Suffrage, or, good-humouredly 
indifferent, we may derive all possible, 
encouragement; but we cannot leave 
the matter to his passive resistance. 
The National League for Opposing 
Woman Suffrage was called into exist
ence, not to create antagonism to the 
vote—an unnecessary step—but to give 
expression to the widespread opposition 
to the Suffrage movement. It has 
enabled the people of Great Britain to 
show that they have no sympathy with 
an artificial agitation, but it has not 
yet inflicted a final defeat on those who 
are carrying on a guerilla warfare in 
Parliament. This can only be achieved 
by the rejection of all Woman Suffrage 
amendments to the Franchise and 
Registration Bill. During the course of 
the next few months, therefore, Anti- 
Suffragists cannot afford to relax their 
efforts. Members of Parliament must 
be given no excuse for supposing that, 
if they vote in favour of any Woman 
Suffrage amendment, they are carrying 
out the wishes of a majority of their 
constituents; the Government must 
be made to feel that in giving the. 
Suffrage movement its quietus they 
have the active support of the country 
behind them.

what a Suffrage measure enacts, but 
also of what it involves. What a Bill 
enacts, the letter goes on to say, “ is 
simply to place the individual woman 
on the same ipoting in regard to Parlia
mentary elections as the individual man. 
She is to vote, she is to propose or 
nominate, she is to. be designated by the 
law as competent to use and to direct, 
with advantage not only- to the community 
but to herself, all those publicagencies 
which belong to our system of Parlia
mentary representation. She, not the 
individual woman, marked by special 
tastes, possessed of special gifts, but the 
'woman as such, is by this change to be 
plenanly launched into the whirlpool 
of public life, such as it is in the nine
teenth^ and such as it is to be in the 
twentieth century” Mr. Gladstone 
thought it “ impossible to deny that there 
have been and are women individually 
fit for any public office, however masculine 
in character; just as there are persons, 
under the age of twenty-one better fitted 
than many of those beyond it for the 
discharge of the duties of full citizenship. 
In neither case does, the argument 
derived from exceptional instances seem to 
justify the abolition of the general rule.” 
He added: “ A permanent and vast 
difference of type has been impressed upon 
women and men respectively by the 
Maker of both. Their differences of 
social office rest mainly upon causes, 
not flexible and elastic like most mental 
qualities, but physical, and in their nature 
unchangeable. . . I recognise the subtle 
and profound character of the differences 
between them (the sexes), and I must 
again, and. again, and again deliberate 
before aiding in the issue of what seems 
an invitation by public authority to the 
one to renounce as far as possible its own 
office, > in order to assume that of the 
other.” Finally, Mr. Gladstone wrote : 
“ I admit that we have often, as legis
lators, been most unfaithful guardians of 
her (woman’s} rights to moral and social 
equality. And I do not say that full 
justice has in all things yet been done; 
but, such great progress has been made in 
most things, that in regards^to what may 
stiff, remain, the necessity for violent 
remedies has not yet been shown.”

view that their cause has

Mr. Gladstone and
the Suffrage.

THE attitude of the late Mr. Glad- 
stone on the subject of Woman Suffrage 
is well known, and his opinion that the 
vote must inevitably carry with it a 
seat in the House of Commons is often 
quoted, as well as the memorable 
words : “ I have no fear lest the woman 
should encroach upon the power of the 
man. The fear I have is lest we should 
invite her unwittingly to trespass upon 
the delicacy, the purity, the refinement, 
the elevation of her own nature, which 
are the present sources of its power.” 
There are, however, many other 
passages in a letter that the great 
Liberal leader wrote in 1892, which may 
well be commended to the attention of 
his Party at the present day. The 
introduction of Woman Suffrage he 
characterised as “a change which 
obviously, and apart from disputable 
matter, ought not to be made without the 
fullest consideration and.the most deliber
ate assent of the nation as well as of 
Parliament ... The subject has occu
pied a large place in the minds of many 
thoughtful persons, and. of these a 
portion have become its zealous adherents 
• . . blit the subject is as yet only 
sectional, and has not really been taken 
into view by the public mind at large.''' 
If in the intervening years any progress 
on these lines has been made, it is in 
the direction of a public repudiation of 
the movement, although the “ zealous 
adherents ” may still be there and may 
have increased in numbers. Mr. Glad- 
stone continued: “ There are very 
special reasons for circumspection in 
this particular case. There has never 
within my knowledge been a case in 
which the franchise has been extended 
to a large body of persons generally 
indifferent about receiving it. But here, 
in addition to a widespread indifference, 
there is on the part of large numbers of 
women who have considered the matter 
for themselves the most positive objection 
and strong disapprobation.” The pro- 
posed change is spoken of as being a 
fundamental change in the whole social 
function of woman in view not only of

The Vote in America.
T HE first of the five States in theUnited 

States of America in which an attempt 
was to be made this autumn to thrust the 
franchise upon women has recorded 
its verdict with no uncertain voice. By 
a majority of nearly two to one, Ohio 
has rejected Woman Suffrage. It was a 
fair and square contest on a straight- 
forward issue. Woman' Suffrage was 
one of a number of constitutional 
amendments on which the. people of 
Ohio were called to pronounce judg
ment. They passed all the others, with 
the result, according to the New York 
correspondent of the Standard, which 
is favourable to the cause, that Ohio 
now has “ one of the most progressive 
constitutions in the country, including 
the Initiative and Referendum on all 
legislation (except taxation), upon a 
petition of io per cent, of the voters, 
income tax, inheritance tax, a number 
of reforms of the judiciary and other 
matters.” Suffragists, who had set 
great store on the issue, have a variety 
of explanations for their defeat, ranging 
from the influence of the public-houses 
to the action of " the women at the

THERE is no reason to dispute the

fashion to speak of Woman Suffrage as 
having been before the British public for 
forty or sixty years—" the forty years,” 
as one writer expresses it, “ in which 
women toiled hopelessly, uncomplain- 
ingly, for the vote.” But in regard to 
the period during which the public 
mind has actually been, exercised on 
the subject, the question is purely of 
mushroom growth. For a few years 
only has the British public taken 
cognizance of the movement for extend- 
ing the parliamentary vote to women. 
At first it maintained a dispassionate 
attitude ; there was a distinct inclina
tion to allow the movement the fullest 
scope in order that the real meaning of 
it might be discovered ; a hearing was 
always accorded to Suffragists, and 
with the knowledge that no definite 
result was likely to follow, Parliament 
itself offered the theory of Women’s 
Franchise its platonic approval. The 
action of the. House of Commons, 
however, bore no relation to public 
opinion on the subject ; Woman 
Suffrage Game under the same category 
as, say, the Daylight Saving Bill, only 
with a certain amount of additional 
annoyance attaching to it. At the time 
when the public, after quietly examin
ing the Suffrage movement, was making 
up its mind that it had, in common 
parlance, “ no use for it,” the Suffra
gists appear, with unerring instinct, 
to have anticipated the verdict, and to 
have decided upon a change of tactics. 
If the enfranchisement of women could 
not be won on its own merits, it must 
be wrested from an unwilling public 
by other methods. Persuasion having 
failed, more melodramatic arguments 
had to be used. Then began the era of 
militancy on the one hand and demon- 
strative appeals on the other. While one 
section of the Suffragists sought to gain 
the vote by breaking windows and the

over militancy, the justice of forcible 
feedings the value of forced promises— 
or where some excuse for the demand 
for the vote has to be given, stale and 
inaccurate assertions are repeated. In 
order to overcome one of the most 
glaring of the weaknesses of the 
Suffrage movement—that it failed 
entirely to appeal to the majority of 
women themselves—the fiction was 
started that the Parliamentary vote is 
an industrial factor with direct influence 
on wages. The theory, in one form or 
another, is never absent from a 
Suffragist platform. Some one suggested 
that five million women were engaged 
in industry, and received on an average 
7S. 6d. a week. The statement has been 
disproved by official publications ; but 
it is reiterated at one time or another 
by practically every Suffragist speaker. 
Not one is troubled by its inaccuracy, 
nor do they pause to think that at this 
very moment Labour, as far as the 
men are concerned, ■ is showing that it 
places far more reliance on economic 
power than on the political vote, to 
which it attaches comparatively little 
significance. But, although the country

despair—the advertised road march 
to Edinburgh. The leaders in the 
meantime have vainly sought for a 
short cut to the vote : Mrs. Pankhurst, 
by militancy ; Mrs. Fawcett, by 
political bargaining and financing the 
Labour Party ; Mrs. Despard, by the 
boycott; Lady Selborne, by social 
ostracism. No movement could sur
vive the condemning futility of such 
expedients.

As far, then, as popular inclination 
is concerned, the country has at no 
time been within measurable distance 
of Woman Suffrage. Anyone can 
confirm this statement by watching the 
attitude of a chance audience at half-a- 
dozen open-air meetings for or against 
Woman’s Franchise. That Suffragists 
have realised this aspect is shown by 
the fact that, apart from the unwilling
ness to submit the question to a 
referendum, there is no longer the same 
confidence in the tone of either leaders

fi
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Chicago Convention permitting them
selves to be beguiled into adopting 
a strong party attitude in favour of 
Mr. Roosevelt.” The latter suggestion 
is, to say the least, unkind, in view of 
the fact that Mr. Roosevelt has 
magnanimously championed the Suffra
gist cause, and has exchanged bene
dictions with Mrs. Fawcett. But the 
fact of the defeat remains, and none 
will grudge Suffragists their explana- 
tions. Last June, it will be remem
bered, Woman Suffrage was rejected in 
New Hampshire. These reverses will 
surely tend to chasten the enthusiasm 
with which Mr. Roosevelt’s opportunist 
conversion to Woman Suffrage has 
been received. With the exception of 
Washington and California, which 
introduced the enfranchisementof 
women into their constitutions, in 1910 
and 1911 respectively, no State has 
favoured the extension of the vote 
since 1896.

Colorado’s Experience.
It is'frequently asserted on Suffragist 

platforms that Woman Suffrage has 
more than justified itself in the States 
where it has been introduced. The 
statement is vague, and in regard to 
one country, at least—New Zealand— 
we have recently shown in these columns 
that, despite the vaunted benefits of 
Woman Suffrage, it has its full share of 
all the ills from which non-suffrage 
countries suffer from, such as falling 
birth-rate, intemperance, crime, 
divorces—to mention only the points on 
which the women’s votes are to 
exercise such special influence. More 
recently Colorado has received the 
attention of Suffragists, and a declara
tion of a body called “ the Inter- 
national Parliamentary Union” is 
quoted with much unction to the 
effect that “ Colorado possesses the 
most humane, most progressive and 
most scientific laws for the protection 
of women and children of any State or 
country.” This Union is styled in the 
Suffragist Press as “a world-wife 
organisation of expert sociologists,” 
but all requests for further information 
have failed to locate the Union or to 
produce a copy of its interesting report 
on the laws of Colorado. On the other 
hand, there has been an animated 
discussion in a section of the American 
Press on the respective merits of the 
legislation of Colorado and that of 
other States, where an attempt is being 

made to force Woman Suffrage upon the 
electorate. Colorado, it is pointed out, 
did not “ get Statehood ” until 1876, 
and was thus heir to all the ages. In 
November, 1893, the electors, by 
35,798 votes to 29,451, decided in 
favour of equal suffrage. To-day it is 
claimed for Colorado that “ generally 
it has no better laws than any other 
State ; that it is behind many States 
in wise and beneficent legislation ; that 
it is away behind Illinois and Massa
chusetts in legislation which is supposed 
to appeal especially to mothers and 
wives; that child labour laws are 
behind other States without equal 
Suffrage ; that there is no law making 
it a misdemeanour to keep women 
employed more than a certain number 
of hours each day or week (although 
there is an eight-hour-per-day law for 
men employed under ground, and a law 
restricting the number of consecutive 
hours a railway employee may work) ; 
that the social evil has not disappeared ; 
that divorces have doubled in the past 
fifteen years, while the population has 
not; that juvenile crime and delin
quency have increased; that the 
Colorado legislature, with women 
members, passed, in spite of indignant 
protests, a Bill to legalise race-track 
gambling, all four women members 
voting for the measure; that Colorado, 
in company with the other ‘ equal 
Suffrage ′ States, are all ′ wet,’ and 
not one of the seventeen prohibition 
Stateshas introduced Woman Suffrage.” 
To those who wish to make a closer 
comparison of the legislation of 
Colorado and other States we would 
mention that copies of comparative 
laws can be had on application to the 
office of The Woman’s Protest, 29, West 
Thirty-ninth Street, New York ; and 
Suffragists we would ask to weigh, 
carefully their evidence before they 
commit themselves to the statement 
that all is unquestionably well in every'

accepted WomanState that has 
Suffrage.
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Militancy.
Hitherto we have been content to 

pass over in silence what Lord Curzon 
termed the domestic pre-occupations 
of our opponents. But recent events 
in Wales, more notably the treatment 
meted out to the. Suffragists who 
sought to interrupt a meeting at 
which Mr. Lloyd George spoke on 
September 21st, indicate very clearly 

that Suffragism and its by-products 
are exercising a demoralising effect 
upon the nation. No one would contend 
for a moment that such a scene as was 
enacted at the opening of Mr. Lloyd 
George’s Institute would have been 
possible half-a-dozen years ago. Yet 
to-day we have the repeated spectacle 
of women being roughly handled by 
a crowd—only, of course, when they 
have deliberately courted their punish
ment—and at the same time there is 
stealing over the British public an 
attitude towards such acts of studied 
indifference, which before would hardly 
have been assumed towards the hand
ling of an obstreperous criminal in the 
clutches of the law. Suffragists, with 
their obsession for the vote, may have 
their minds deadened to such con- 
siderations, and, presumably, we shall 
be treated as usual to letters in the 
Suffragist Press from the interrupters 
at Llanystumdwy, in which they glory 
in their exploits and arrogate to 
themselves the r^le of saintly martyrs. 
But to all those who, while being 
favourably disposed towards the en- 
franchisement of women, are yet able 
and anxious to sift the true merits 
of the movement, the unsatisfactory 
effect of women’s efforts to force an 
entrance into politics must give pause. 
They will" realise that the peculiar 
methods adopted by women for con
ducting their so-called political con
troversy have not only , failed in their 
object, but have also had results 
hardly anticipated by those who 
adopted them. Even the “ hunger- 
strike,” which for the moment seems 
to have achieved such wonderful 
success, can hardly leave things where 
they are in regard to a prisoner’s ability 
to determine his or her sentence. In 
neither case can the results of the 
Suffragist actions be held, even by 
themselves, to be desirable innova
tions in the interests of the community, 
and thoughtful people will begin to 
ask whether the unsatisfactory nature 
of the contributions made by these 
women to our political life is not 
conclusive evidence of the complete 
lack among women in the bulk of 
political capacity. Suffragists, arguing 
from the acknowledged capacity of 
individual women specially equipped 
by inclination or training to take 
advantage of rights which none would 
now withhold from them, seek to 
impose upon all women duties and 
responsibilities for which they are as 
a sex physically and by temperament 
unfitted. ;

The London Teachers.
The London Teachers' Association 

is to be congratulated on the result of 
the second attempt made within a 
few months to chain it to the wheels 
of the Suffrage coach. One of the most 
misleading aspects of the Suffrage 
movement is the ease with which 
various bodies of people out of the 
goodness of their hearts and in complete 
thoughtlessness have allowed themselves 
to be made cat's-paws of this or that 
Suffrage society. They resemble 
Mme. Sarah Bernhardt, who pronounced 
herself strongly against Woman’s 
Franchise when asked her views on the 
subject, but ended up by saying: “But
your Englishwomen are so charming 
to me that I would give them whatever 
they asked of me.” It would have 
been comprehensible if the Teachers’ 
Association, requiring outside help on 
-some point, had approached the Suffrage 
Societies with a view to securing their 
active support. But by no manner of 
means is a resolution in favour of 
Woman Suffrage going to help the 
London Teachers' Association in the 
least; while it is quite certain to intro
duce a bitter controversy into the ranks 
of an organisation that in its own 
interests requires to pull together with 
the greatest possible harmony.

8 8 8
By-Elections.

After Midlothian, the Suffrage cup 
of joy must be running over. The 
allies of the Labour Party begin by 
persuading themselves that the Suffrage 
question in each case determines the 
defeat of the Liberal candidate and 
then proceed to argue that no bread 
(an Anti-Suffragist) is better than half 
a loaf (a supporter of Suffrage amend
ments). But it requires two columns 
of The Common Cause to explain the 
precise nature of the joy, and the basis 
of the argument is that “ the only 
existing Suffrage Party is the Labour 
Party.” In this connection it is of 
interest to recall a recent letter written 
by Mr., George Lansbury to the 
Labour Leader. He says :—

" Up to now there has been no 
definite pledge given by the Labour 

really 
Party

in Parliament that in the last resort they will 
vote against the Manhood Suffrage Bill unless 
it includes women. There have been many 
statements made on the platform and many 
.attempts made to prove that the Labour 
Party is pledged to do this, but I speak what 
I know when I say that the Parliamentary 
Labour Party—-men who in this matter 
really count—have not up to the present 
decided the matter one way or the other."

The Church Congress.
The announcements published in the 

Suffragist Press regarding the proposed 
activities of the Church League for 
Woman Suffrage at the Church Congress 
at Middlesbrough - indicate that the 
League reckoned without its host. 
There is good reason to believe that the 
authorities of the Church Congress, 
which meets under the presidency of the 
Archbishop of York, do not share the 
so-called Church League’s enthusiasm 
for Woman Suffrage, that they have 
decided that the subject has no proper 
place in the Congress, and that in no 
way whatsoever will any action, be 
countenanced which, might lead to 
the supposition that the Suffrage 
question has received even the official 
cognizance of the Congress. Accord
ingly the Rev. C. Hinscliff’s League 
will not, as was announced, have a stall 
at the Congress Exhibition, nor will the 
Bishop of Hull preside at any public 
“ Suffrage Breakfast,” or give an 
address at a public meeting. It is 
possible that Suffragists may be 
represented at the Ecclesiastical Art 
Exhibition, which is in no way controlled 
by the Congress. At this exhibition 
there will also be an Anti-Suffrage 
stall. For the rest, it is obvious that 
there can be no control over the 
gatherings of individuals who attend 

■ the Congress, and Middlesbrough may 
be left to form its own opinion of the 
Suffrage movement and the members 
of the so-called Church League who 
publicly express their approval of 
militancy. Anti-Suffragists have no 
wish to follow a few misguided clergy
men in an attempt to throw the cloak 
of religion over a political controversy. 
Christianity has been the motive power 
in the establishment and recognition, 
of the rights of the individual both male 
and female. The parliamentary vote 
has nothing to do with individual rights; 
it is a political duty and responsibility. 
When asked to intervene in a similar 
controversy, the Founder of Christianity 
made reply :—" Render unto Caesar the 
things that are Caesar’s.”

In a notice of the Annual Ball of the Girls’ 
Anti-Suffrage League appearing in our 
September issue, through a printer’s error, 
the price of the tickets read as 2s. 6d. each ; 
this, of course, should have been 12s. 6d. 
each. .

VOTES AND WAGES.
By Miss Maude Royden.

A CRITICISM—No. 3.
By Miss Gladys Pott.

Laundry TRAINING.

“No systematic effort is made to offer 
women the thorough and scientific 
training which would enable them to do 
such ” (i.e., domestic servants) “ work 
well . . . As for laundry work . . . . 
washing is one of the things that most 
women are supposed to do by nature.” 
Thus writes Miss Royden on page 5 
of “ Votes and Wages.” Having dealt 
with one branch of domestic service 
—cookery—in a previous article, let 
us see what are the facts as regards 
laundry work. This, like cookery, is 
one of the subjects for which special 
Government grants are given to local 
education authorities under Art. 34 
of Code for Elementary Schools (Cd. 
4735), and is also included in the 
curriculum for the two or three years' 
courses in Domestic Subjects (see same 
Code and Syllabus for Technical 
Schools) and Housewifery. During the 
Educational year 1910-II grants were 
given to 89 local centres in England 
and Wales for laundry courses in 
Elementary Schools (see Pease’s Report 
in House of Commons, June 9th, 1912), 
and in England alone 133,995 girls 
received instruction in laundry work, 
28,995 in housewifery and 8,379 in 
combined domestic subjects (Board of 
Education Report, Cd. 6338). During 
the school year 1908-09, the L.C.C. 
controlled or assisted 135 laundry and 
30 combined cookery and laundry 
centres (L.C.C. Report, No. 1348), and 
domestic subjects were taught in 19 
Technical Institutes in the Adminis- 
trative County of London, in which 
the L.C.C. provided 430 scholarships 
for girls, including special trade scholar
ships in laundry work. And yet we 
are to believe, on Miss Royden's 
authority, that no systematic effort is 
made to train women to this work. 
The only proof of the statement offered 
in “ Votes and Wages ” is an extract 
from a book by Messrs. Cadbury, 
Matheson and Shaun, which was written, 
as reference to the context shows, 
solely with regard to the lack of 
arrangements made by owners of com
mercial laundries in Birmingham for

V
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the training of laundry hands inside 
their own works. In the Common 
Cause for August 15 th Miss Royden 
writes, referring to my speech of July 
22nd, “ Miss Pott objects to my 
quotation from Mr. Cadbury as in
complete.” By so saying she greatly 
understates my objection, which is 
that a portion of a statement written 
with regard to the commercial arrange
ments in one city should be quoted as 
the only evidence in support of an 
assertion made in reference to public 
education in general. Miss Royden 
defends her original pamphlet by care
fully avoiding the point at issue, and 
substituting for it a fresh inaccuracy. 
" Miss Pott," she writes, " goes on 
to criticise my statement that for 
domestic service woman can get little 
or no scientific training.” The sen- 
tenses I criticised and now again deny 
stand at the beginning of this article, 
viz. : “ No systematic effort is made " 
towards training women for domestic 
work and that “ laundry work is one 
of those things women are supposed to 
do by nature.”

Domestic Economy.
Miss Royden then attempts a further 

evasion by criticising, from the point 
of view of nurses, housemaids, 
and waitresses, classes in “ domestic 
economy" held under public educa
tional authorities. Observe, all mention 
of the two branches of domestic ser- 
vice, viz., cookery and laundry, 
specially dwelt upon in “ Votes and 
Wages " is avoided ; and the points 
at issue are entirely confused by her 
use of the term “ domestic economy” in 
a different meaning from that in which 
it is employed by the L.C.C. authority 
when classifying the scholarships given 
by them to girls for cookery, dress- 
making, laundry, &c., to which I 
alluded in my speech on July 22nd, 
and in my previous article. These 
junior and senior scholarships are 
embraced under the heading “ Domestic 
Economy" (see L.C.C. Handbook of 
Scholarships, No. 1446), but the Board 
of Education Code for Technical Schools 
classifies under the heading “ Domestic 
Subjects ” courses which include plain 
needlework, knitting and mending, 
millinery, home dressmaking, home 
nursing, ambulance, cooking and 
washing, and " domestic economy.”

Miss Royden’s description of the 
teaching given in domestic economy 
classes (in the Common Cause) is 
applicable only to the course so named 
in the latter sub-division, which, it will

be seen, forms one small special sub" 
ject amongst the many others included 
under “ Domestic Subjects.” This 
is the term applied by the official 
code, but the same courses are often 
spoken of as " Domestic Economy" 
courses by persons to whose minds 
the 'confusion of thought shown by 
Miss Royden never occurs. She 
takes the syllabus for the “ Domestic 
Economy " sub-division under “ Do
mestic Subjects,” and applies it univer
sally to all domestic economy teaching. 
Either, in so doing, she is erring from 
ignorance of the curriculum and codes 
under which education authorities work 
—which one finds difficult to believe 
to be the case in one who not only sets 
out to' inform the public upon these 
very points, but further tells us she has 
worked under the code—or she has 
deliberately used an ambiguous phrase 
with the intention of misleading her 
readers. I do not propose to devote 
time and space to dealing with fresh 
points resulting from such utterly false 
reasoning, but as a merely passing 
reference to the question of nurses, 
would quote from the L.C.C. Report 
for 1908-09, where, amongst the list of 
classes held for females, appear courses 
“ for the instruction of girls and young 
women in the care and management of 
infants and children,” and " home 
nursing.” From this, I conclude that 
some attempt is made towards assisting 
girls who desire to become nurses. 
Miss Royden (in the Common Cause) 
then proceeds to credit me with entire 
ignorance of the conduct of domestic 
economy classes, saying that she, 
having once worked as a voluntary 
teacher in a Council school, knows the 
uselessness of such training for servants. 
She is obviously referring to the special 
“ domestic economy ” class which, as 
I have above described, is only one of 
many subjects taught in domestic 
courses, and to which no reference was 
made either in my speech or in my 
previous article. I have already had 
occasion to note Miss Royden’s method 
of launching accusations of ignorance 
against her opponent as a means of 
escaping the responsibility of proving 
her own statements ; the method is 
interesting and amusing, but other
wise valueless. Miss Royden is kind 
enough to call my “error” “pardon
able,” I ask her for some proof of its 
existence. “ Technical training,” she 
says “is conspicuously absent” from 
domestic economy classes. It may be 
absent from the classes she is referring 
to, but it certainly is not absent from
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those in which cooking, laundry, nur- 
sing, housewifery, &c., are taught. 
Before me lies the official code of in
structions to teachers of special subjects 
(Cd. 4735), and I note that with regard 
to cookery, laundry, and housewifery 
the rule is laid down that each lesson 
should include demonstration and prac
tical work, and that “ not less than half 
the time in every course of instruction 
must be assigned to practical work by 
the scholars with their own hands.” 
No teacher can obtain the necessary 
qualifying diploma for domestic sub
jects until she has studied laundry work 
and cooking both in theory and 
practice, and has passed an examina
tion in “ practical work ” in both 
subjects (see Board of Education. 
Regulations, Cd. 4735).

Practical TRAINING.
Turning to the syllabus for Technical 

Schools issued by the Board of Educa
tion, I find that every lesson in cookery 
must include practical work, that in 
laundry courses at least 13 out of every 
20 lessons must be devoted to practice, 
and that a schedule is laid down in 
which demonstration and practice in 
preparation for, and actual washing, 
ironing, and “getting-up” of almost 
every ordinary article of wear and 
household linen are to be found. How 
is it possible for girls to be taught 
either laundry or cookery under efficient 
teachers working on these lines without 
obtaining any technical training? In 
the event of such instruction proving 
valueless it would appear that the 
blame must rest with the individual 
teacher. In 1911 Government grants 
were given to. 31 schools and institutes 
outside the London area for technical 
and day courses in domestic subjects, 
and similar courses are given in 10 
institutes under the L.C.C. authority. 
None of these are the “ evening 
classes ” criticised by Miss Royden, 
who; in assuming that I am unaware of 
the distinction between the two, is 
quite incorrect. I am conversant with 
the difference, and know that a class 
recognised under Article 42 of the 
Regulations for Technical Schools, even 
though held in the evening, need not 
technically be an “ evening class.” Con
cerning day courses Miss Royden, 
quoting from her favourite "authority," 
viz., a writer in the Englishwoman, 
says that " they teach their pupils to 
work for the trades.” On her own 
showing then much is done by public 
authorities to assist girls desirous of 

I becoming laundresses or cooks, and

why are we asked at the same time to 
believe that “no effort” is made on 
their behalf ? I have myself within 
the past few years witnessed lessons 
given in laundry work in various 
centres, and attended Council cookery 
classes, and though I pass no expert 
judgment upon the standard of excel
lence attained, I absolutely deny, in 
face of the above facts and figures, that 
“no effort is made ” to offer women 
training in the work. The whole of 
Miss Royden’s article in the Common 
Cause is taken up with obscuring 
the points at issue by avoidance of 
the assertions made in “ Votes and 
Wages.” She omits all reference as 
to when or where her personal experi
ence in Council classes lay, and confuses 
domestic economy with domestic sub
jects, and by writing that in one 
undefined area “ there were evening 
classes for boys, of course; For the 
girls, nothing but my voluntary ser
vice,” she insinuates that no paid 
instructresses are employed for girls 
under educational authorities. This 
is, of course, quite contrary to fact. 
By the Regulations issued by the 
Board of Education (Cd. 4736) teachers 
in all technical schools “ must, as a rale, 
be paid by fixed salaries ; ” voluntary 
teachers are the exception, not the 
rule.

Technical Classes.
To return to “Votes and Wages.” 

On page: 5 may be read the following 
sentences : “ Under the Act creating 
technical education every trade class 
is shut to any student who is not 
working in that particular trade. In 
many trades, though women may be 
largely employed, they are not tech- 
nically ‘ in the trade ’ owing to the 
refusal of the trades unions to admit 
them to apprenticeship. Hence they 
are excluded from the technical classes 
provided by Government. . . . These 
restrictions with regard to technical 
classes have been created by Act of 
Parliament and can only be removed 
by Act of Parliament, i.e., by votes.” 
Is it possible for any person, otherwise 
ignorant of the facts, not to understand 
from these words that at the time they 
were written the restrictive Act of 
Parliament referred to was in force ? 
Yet, in point of fact, no such Act was 
in existence. The original Technical 
Instruction Act of 1889 with its suc
cessor of 1891 was repealed in 1902 
under the Education Act of that year, 
by which the supply of all forms of 
technical education, including trade

classes, was placed under the control of 
local education authorities ; in London 
that authority being the L.C.C. 
(see Education Acts, 1902 and 1903). 
The latter provides trade classes and 
scholarships for girls in dressmaking, 
upholstery, designing and making of 
ready-made clothes, corset-making, 
ladies’ tailoring, millinery, waistcoat- 
making, cooking, laundry, and photo
graphy, without any restriction as to 
students being “ in the trade "; indeed 
the majority of such classes are specially 
intended for those who are preparing 
to enter the trade subsequently (see 
L.C.C. Reports and Handbooks). Out
side the London, area during 1909-10, 
Government grants, were given to 
technical classes in which women and 
girls were taught dairy-work, chemistry, 
advanced science, commercial subjects, 
horticulture, mathematics, physics,

I engineering, building construction,
artistic crafts, drawing, spinning and 
weaving, carpet work and dyeing, in 
addition to those subjects already 
enumerated (see Board of Education 
list of Technical Courses. List III.).

। It .would, therefore, seem clear that 
however little, in the opinion of some 
persons, the educational authorities 
may have achieved, attempts have 
been made to assist girls in the study 
of professions and trades, and to 
provide training to enable them to 
become skilled workers, and that such 
blame as may be attributable in the 
matter should be laid at the door of 
local authorities, for which women 
vote and upon which women serve, 
rather than upon the Parliamentary 
authority who, elected by men, has 
given the former bodies freedom of 
action. I have said in a previous article 
that I am not here concerned in any 
discussion relating to questions of 
opinion, and therefore decline to com
ment upon the relative merits of Higher 
Elementary, Evening and Day Schools, 
Technical and Trade Classes. But as 
additional proof that efforts have been 
made by education authorities to study 
the interests of women I would refer my 
readers to the special reports upon 
educational subjects issued by the 
Board of Education, such as Cd. 2498, 
Cd. 2963, and Cd. 3860, which give 
accounts of the various systems of 
school training of women in domestic 
subjects in the U.S.A., Germany, 
Austria, Belgium, Sweden, Norway, 
Denmark, France, and Switzerland; 
to the Report on Cookery, drawn up 
by the Chief Woman Inspector of the 
Board of Education in 1907 ; and to

the Report of the L.C.C upon Technical 
Education (No. 792) in 1903-1904, 
and also to that Council’s special 
enquiry into women’s trades under 
the direction of a woman, Mrs. Oake- 
shott, published 1908. From this last 
I quote the following : “ The object 
of this enquiry into trades has been to 
ascertain the industries open to women 
in London and the nature of the work 
they offer.Secondly, to ascertain in 

| what way education can benefit both
the industry and the worker.” I turn 
with interest to Miss Royden’s explana
tion of (to use the expression she 
applies to me) her " unusually gross 
error ” in this matter. I read in the 
Common Cause as follows : “ As a 
consequence of careful investigation 
I feel that the point as put in ′ Votes 
and Wages ’ requires elucidation, 
though in substance it is perfectly 
correct.” That it needs elucidation is 
certain, but in substance and in fact 
it is, absolutely untrue. To avoid all 
possible misunderstanding I must re- 
peat the actual statements made: 
" Under the Act creating Technical 
Education every trade class is shut to 
aiiy student who is not working in 
that particular trade,” and women not 
technically in the trade “ are excluded 
from the technical classes provided by 
Government ” and “ these restrictions .. 
have been created by Act of Parliament 
and can only be removed by Act of 
Parliament, i.e., by votes.” No amount 
of “ elucidation" can absolve Miss 
Royden from the responsibility of 
having made these plain assertions, 
and I have given my proofs of their 
inaccuracy. How does she explain 
these statements in the Common 
Cause ? Thus: “ I said that in
order to remove restrictions placed on 
admission to technical classes direct 
legislative enactment is required. It 
is not enough that the Act of 1902 
should be silent about them. It was 
necessary that the restrictions should 
be definitely removed and that this 
was not done was undoubtedly due to 
the pressure of men provided with 
votes.” Observe, Miss Royden still 
says that legislation is required (present 
tense) to remove difficulties, and im
plies that the Education Act of 1902 
did not mention the restrictive Acts, 
I really begin to suspect that Miss 
Royden has not studied the Act she 
refers to.

EDUCATION A CT, 1902.
May I draw attention to its pro- 

| visions. Page I : " The local educa-
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tion authority shall consider the 
educational needs of their area and 
take such steps as seem to them 
desirable after consultation with the 
Board of Education to supply or aid 
the supply of education other than 
elementary,, and to promote the general 
co-ordination of all forms of education”; 
and on page 25 : "Enactments repealed, 
the Technical Instruction Act of 1889 
and the Technical Instruction Act of 
1891," in each case " the whole Act.” 
Is this being “silent” about the 
former Acts ? Are not all restrictions 
specifically removed ? They most cer
tainly are, and according to Miss 
Royden’s argument, as quoted above, 
this must have been " due to the 
pressure of men provided with votes.” 
She goes on to say," Miss Pott challenges 
me to produce proof that the technical 
classes are closed to women,” and pro
ceeds to publish a letter from the L.C.C. 
Central School of Arts and Crafts 
showing that that institution holds 
some classes for male students engaged 
in the trades only. It may surprise 
Miss Royden to learn that I was 
perfectly aware of the fact long ago, 
that I know that school, have corres
ponded with its secretary in times past, 
and have its prospectus. But, as I 
have already pointed out, the assertion 
made in “Votes and Wages " is that 
by Act of Parliament every trade class 
is shut to any student not in the trade, 
and the challenge I gave to Miss 
Royden was to prove that statement. 
The version she now gives of my 
challenge is incorrect. To show that 
some classes are so shut does not 
prove the original assertion : she might 
as well say that because Winchester 
College does not admit day scholars all 
public schools are shut to boys who are 
not boarders. The argument used 
in the Common Cause amounts to 
this: Some trade classes are confined 
to male students already in the trade; 
therefore it is in substance correct to 
assert that every trade class is by 
Act of Parliament closed to women 
who are not already in the trade. I 
wholly deny the worth of such pleading. 
With regard to the particular trade of 
bookbinding, mentioned by Miss Roy
den both in " Votes and Wages" 
and the Common Cause, though I do 
not propose to enter into the merits 
of the question as to whether more 
special instruction for women in that 
art is necessary, I note that Mrs. 
Oakeshott, in the report mentioned 
above, says : “ There are few women 
bookbinders; they prepare the books for 

binding, but do not do the binding.” 
And before me lies a letter from the 
Board of Education (written in 1910 
in reply to several enquiries I addressed 
to the Secretary) from which I quote 
the following: “ Bookbinding is a 
subject which may be taught to both 
sexes in schools mantained by local 
education authorities.” Again then, 
such blame as Miss Royden would 
impute should not be attached to the 
Parliamentary authority

Evasion.
I next find from the Common Cause 

that another charge is made against me 
of ignorance as to the class of training 
given in trade schools, because I “ did 
not mention it ” in my speech on 
July 22nd. Truly, Miss Royden’s 
logic is astonishing ! Am 
to announce that she is 
the difference between 
and high school teaching 

I at liberty 
unaware of 
elementary 

because she
has not, in the article before me, laid 
special claim to that knowledge ? But 
what she means by this paragraph in 
the Common Cause I am unable 
to understand : “ Miss Pott points Out 
that certain ' trade schools ’ have been 
established for girls in London, and it 
is true that these schools give a technical 
and business training—not a merely 
general one. Miss Pott does not 
mention this, as she apparently has 
not grasped the distinction, but it is

What did I not men-a fact.
tion ? If the sentence has any meaning 
it must be intended to convey that I 
did not refer to the training given in 
trade schools, and considering that I 
devoted the major portion of my 
argument concerning the inaccuracies 
contained in " Votes and Wages ” 
with regard to the question of technical 
teaching, to a description of the 
subjects taught in the trade and 
technical schools already in being, I 
can only conclude that Miss Royden 
is either completely misinformed or has 
deliberately misrepresented me. The 
remainder of the article is devoted to 
an exposition, divided into five sections, 
of Miss Royden’s views upon the 
relative merits of training given to 
boys and girls at the public expense, 
in the last of which she remarks that 
I “ did not dwell ” (in my speech) 
upon the state of the law relating to 
women serving upon local councils. 
I did not; nor did I dwell upon the 
Irish Home Rule Bill, or upon that for 
the Control of the Feeble-minded, upon 
Free Trade, or upon Tariff Reform. 
Why should I ? More than once have

I repeated that my intention was, and 
is, to discuss statements of fact made 
in “ Votes and Wages,” and with all 
due deference to Miss Royden I would 
mention that I do not intend to be 
“ side-tracked ”-on to other subjects 
in order to avoid the main issues. 
But I would just point out that in 
this same article in the Common 
Cause Miss Royden informs us of a 
mysterious and nameless " authority,” 
“one of the greatest in England” 
(why are we not allowed to judge for 
ourselves of the value of his or her 
opinion by being made acquainted 
with the name ? Is this " clearly 
indicating whence the evidence is 
drawn " according to Miss Royden’s 
letter to Farnham Herald ?) whom she 
consulted upon the question of technical 
education and who could “ only reply 
that it was a very thorny one and that 
it would be better to make no pro
nouncement on it.” One cannot but 
wonder why, in face of such advice from 
so revered a counsellor, Miss Royden 
immediately, proceeds to make very 
many and definite pronouncements 
upon the complex subject. May one, 
without offence, suggest a quotation 
from Pope about some persons being 
ready to rush in where angels fear to 
tread ?

The Weekly Wage,
in the Common Cause for September 

5th Miss Royden, replying to my 
criticism of her assertion that 7s. 6d. 
is the average weekly wage of women 
in industry, makes two statements. 
First she says that all higher estimates 
given by experts refer to the full week’s. 
wage, while Miss MacArthur expressly 
allowed for slackness of work and 
sickness ; and that, moreover, I 
ignored and was “ silent" upon this 
point and do not understand the 
difference between wages and earnings. 
All this is totally untrue. I requote 
the evidence I offered both in my 
speech of July 22nd and in my article 
printed in the August REVIEW con
cerning the estimate given by Mr. G. 
Wood, a well-known expert statistician, 
in an article reprinted by a Suffrage 
Society. He says, “ taking all female 
factory and workshop hands together, 
their average wage will be about 13s. 
a week for a full week's work," but 
allowing for loss of time through 
sickness and slackness their earnings 
will be about IIS. 6d. per week : the 
outworkers?average wage being between 
7s.' and 8s. a week; and, again, 

allowing for slackness and sickness, 
their earnings about 6s. a week. {See 
“The Woman Wage-earner.") Have 
I ignored the difference between earn
ings and wages ? And is Mr. Wood’s 
estimate based solely upon a full 
week’s wage ? He tells us that after 
examining masses of available statistics 
he considers it impossible to calculate 
the exact number of outworkers in 
various employments. But we know 
from the figures given in the Actuarial 
Report of the Insurance Act that 
(omitting domestic servants and pro
fessional employments) 2,428,533 
females are industrially employed, and 
we also know from the recent returns 
of the Factory and Workshop Inspec- 

«tors that of that number 1,852,241 are 
under inspection, and therefore included 
in Mr. Wood’s higher estimate, which 
leaves at most 576,292 for the lower 
average. This yields an average of 
over ios. for all females, after allowing 
for slackness of work and sickness.

Miss Royden’s second statement is a 
charge against me of “ remarkable 
ignorance of the way in which statistics 
are compiled and used,” because I 
found a discrepancy between Miss 
MacArthur’s estimates ; and she further 
tells us there is no such discrepancy 
because in one case slackness is allowed 
for and in the other it is not. I am, 
therefore, obliged again to repeat Miss 
MacArthur’s actual words, in order to 
show Miss Royden’s terminological 
inexactitudes. In " Woman in Indus
try,” as quoted by Miss Royden and 
myself, the 7 s. 6d. figure expressly 
allows for slackness, &c., and includes 
the skilled trades. On July 18th, 
1907, Miss MacArthur, before the 
Committee on Home-work, said: 
“ Taking the wage of women workers, 
if one excepts the skilled trades like 
the textile trades, the average wage all 
the year round barely reaches 7s. a 
week.” On September 7th, 1Q11, 
before the Trade Union Congress, Miss 
MacArthur said : " With the exception 
of the textile trades, the average wage 
of women workers is something under 
9s. a week all the year round." The 
italics are my own, inserted to empha
sise the fact that on each occasion the 
speaker made use of identical phrasing : 
in whatever way she compiled her 
statistics in the one case, there is no 
possible ground for believing that the 
like method was not used in the other 
case. Am I not justified in finding 
discrepancy * between the two state
ments ? And is Miss Royden justified 
in accusing me of ignorance because

I do so, or of asserting that in one 
instance a full week’s wage is reckoned 
and in the other sickness and slackness 
are allowed for ?

WOMEN AS CHARACTER- 
BUILDERS.

What is the greatest asset a nation 
can possess ? Surely, it is the character 
of its people. To many observers it 
appears that ominous signs point to the 
deterioration of our national character, 
and since the formation of character 
is woman’s special privilege and sphere, 
an inquiry as to whether she is at the 
present moment exercising this privilege, 
as she has done at some other periods 
of our history, and as she should do, 
may not be amiss.

On all sides we hear the clamours 
of the Suffragists, passionately urging 
the emancipation of their sex from 
what they are pleased to describe as a 
state of tyranny; and swept away by 
the waves of emotionalism which have 
engulfed many women, they unsex 
themselves and plead as an excuse 
for their wicked and foolish actions 
their pathetic belief in the power of the 
vote. This coveted morsel of political 
power is not a “ right" at all, but a 
privilege, and one so little valued by 
many of its possessors that armies of 
canvassers issue forth to try and 
induce those who have the vote to 
exercise it; but the Suffragists are so 
obsessed with the notion of the potency 
of a vote that they appear to believe 
its possession would create a new 
earth. Is there any ground for such an 
assumption ?

It is perfectly obvious that all 
women as women would not vote in one 
way, nor, if women were eligible for 
Parliament, that all women would vote 
for women candidates. The great body 
of sane women would still subordinate 
class and sex questions to the greater 
good of the whole. This is not mere 
assumption. An interesting article 
in the July number of the Nineteenth 
Century records the information, which 
the writer gathered during a visit to 
Finland, where women not only vote, 
but sit in Parliament, and though the 
time during which they have had these 
privileges is but short, there have been 
five general elections, with ample op
portunities of seeing how the franchise 
works. The result is that women’s 
votes are decreasing in numbers, and 

fewer women candidates are elected 
to Parliament.

If, then, the result of granting the 
Suffrage to women would be merely an 
increased number of votes, cast pretty 
much on present lines, why oppose it ? 
Because, to many observers and thinkers 
it appears to be connected with very 
serious and far-reaching'evils.

Nature goes calmly on her way, 
whatever follies we commit, and Nature, 
having made “ woman, not undeveloped 
man, but diverse,” we cannot undo her 
work, even if we would.

The more delicate physical organiza
tion of women unfits them for much 
of the work men do, and, apparently, 
they cannot bear the nervous strain 
that the excitement of public life 
entails without risk of injury to them
selves and the race. They become 
neurotic, hysterical, and unhinged, 
or, if the injury does not proceed thus 
far or take this exact form, they . 
develop other unlovely characteristics, 
due to the unnatural conditions of 
their environment. They are apt to 
become self-assertive and overbearing. 
Are these the qualities likely to render 
them successful in forming fine charac
ter ? We think not. Those who form 
characters which are of value to their 
country and of use to their fellow
men, in which a necessary element is 
strength, must themselves be strong, 
disciplined to resist the sudden gusts 
of excitable feeling—in a word, self- 
controlled, knowing that violence is 
not strength. The outbreaks of 
unreasoning violence on the part of 
women which have taken place of late, 
in which they seemed to have lost all 
sense of proportion, have been distress
ing phenomena. If to such hands is 
committed the formation of a national 
character, then indeed our national 
destruction will not be long delayed.

Another alarming symptom is the 
growing distaste for domestic life and 
its duties. On all sides we hear girls and 
young women express their dislike 
of and impatience with'anything that 
interferes with their amusements or 
their complete personal freedom. This 
love of or demand for freedom leads on 
to the surprising acceptance by women 
of the destructive doctrines of Socialism 
and feminism, which mean the utter 
degradation of their sex.

We must recollect that the formation 
of character does not stop with child- 
hood. We cannot draw the line at 
which a spirit may be touched to finer 
issues or be given a downward impulse. 
Women cannot divest themselves of
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their inherent privilege of influence. 
A very heavy responsibility rests with 
those older women who introduced 
young girls to the turbulent scenes which 
we have lately witnessed. If it is true 
that we “ live by admiration, love, and 
hope,” what can we say to those who 
inflame the youthful imagination— 
teach it to hate, to despise, and to 
dwell on morbid and unholy subjects ?

The lack of balance is shown, and the 
lost sense of proportion evidenced, by 
the foolishly extraordinary actions that 
some Suffragists indulge in. What 
possible good is effected by a young and 
attractive woman neglecting her home 
to stand in the gutter selling news
papers against the wish of her husband ? 
Women who forsake their plain duties 
for imaginary martyrdoms cannot 
possibly bring up sons who will be a 
strength to their country in her hour 
of need. The men who have made 
England great or served her well had 
mothers who were self-controlled, 
God-fearing, who thought of and taught 
duties, not rights. Take one instance 
alone, Sir Philip Sidney. He, who was 
the ideal of “ the spacious times of 
great Elizabeth," by example and 
precept was taught by his mother to 
be what he was. How refreshing it is 
to read in these noisy, clamorous days of 
her as “ supporting her husband and 
children through all trials with wise 
counsel and sweet, hopeful temper , . . 
The perfect wife and mother, a lady 
of unpretending but heroic dignity.”

Again, women who have no children 
to bring up are yet character-builders, 
for it should be remembered that it is 
women who set the standard of manners 
and morals. If they demand a high 
standard,men will rise to it—“If doughty 
deeds my lady please,” the doughty 
deeds will be wrought. If the women 
are without ideals, so will the men be.

New channels of opportunity for 
service have been opened to women in 
recent years, and men cordially welcome 
their co-operation. Co-operation— 
not rivalry, not railing-—

“ Self-reverent each and reverencing each, 
Distinct in individualities ”

is the path along which true progress 
will proceed.
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A number of open-air meetings in Reading 
were addressed by Anti-Suffrage speakers 
during the last week of September. After 
the first meeting,, the local Suffragists aban
doned for the most part their attempts at 
interruption, and the general feeling of the 
audiences was clearly shown to be opposed 
to Woman Suffrage.

THE WARNING IN WALES.
“ The outrageous manner in which 

Women Suffragists were treated by the 
at Wrexham must havemob

a very lasting effect.” Thus Votes for 
Women. And since Wrexham, has 
come Llanystumdwy. We earnestly 
pray that the effect upon Suffragists 
may, indeed, be lasting; that the 
lesson learnt at these two places 
may not easily be forgotten by them. 
They 
with 
sense 
may 
Their

are slow to learn. “ Drunk 
sight of power,” the delicate 
of perception by which women 
read danger signals is lost, 
vision is so blurred that what 

those who run may read has no meaning 
for them. Once before, on the occasion 
which Suffragists refer to as “ Black 
Friday,” it was brought forcibly home 
to these women what their fate may be 
at the hands of men from whom 
provocation has released the restraints 
of civilised life. How many more times 
must this thing happen, while the 
dignity and the modesty of womanhood 
is being trampled in the dust ?

It is to us, the others, that these 
women will have to answer, when insult 
and abominations from which we were 
once immune by virtue of our sex 
reign in the place of chivalry and 
restraint. Every time women are 
roughly handled by a mob of men, 
man himself slips back one step in the 
march towards that by which alone 
woman can come into her own. Men 
of themselves would never seek to 
demolish the barriers which social 
custom has erected round the other 
sex, for it is more to men’s advantage 
even than to women’s that the sanctity 
of the latter should not be betrayed. 
When, therefore, it is thus betrayed, 
it is not the men we hold accountable. 
" Woe unto him by whom offence 
cometh.” The blame and the shame 
for the disgraceful scenes at Wrexham 
He with those presumably educated 
and enlightened women, not with the 
rough uncontrolled mob whose passions 
they provoked.

The action of the Suffragists in this 
case was inexcusable. They bore down 
upon the National Festival of a quick- 
tempered and passionate people, whose 
nationality is their very religion ; and 
they attempted to make, indeed suc
ceeded in making a farce and a fiasco 
of these almost sacred proceedings. 
Their own excuse for this senseless 
conduct is that breaking up other 
people’s meetings is one way of ex
pressing their disapproval of men’s
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treatment of them. Well, the Welsh
men turned upon them, roused by this 
interference to fury and violence, 
which was their way of expressing their 
disapproval of Suffragettes.

Accounts that have come in of what 
happened contain, according to the 
Suffragists’ paper, hints of indecencies 
and indignities which are said to be

Suffragettes face the fact that Woman 
is not Man ? They cannot thus dare 
and rouse the brute in man without 
taking shame and humiliation to their 
hearts. Let them seek “ martyrdom ” 
for themselves, if they will, in their own 
way ; but let them beware how they 
open the floodgates of man’s violence 
upon their sex. Once these are opened 
nothing can stem the tide by which all 
women must be overtaken.

The war of wits between man and 
woman is a fair war, in which women 
more often than not have the advan
tage. But to put their persons in the 
way of being handled, by men, and 
handled with violence by any sort of 
men can only bring results disastrous 
to the aims they advertise and de
moralising and degrading to men. 
Both sexes are equally dishonoured by 
orgies of this kind. For the brute in 
man cannot be uncovered without 
exposing the serpent in woman who 
tempts him to his own undoing.

Suffragists have had warning of 
what it may mean when man says, 
" Thou art woman to me no longer.”

Leonora Lockhart.

As has already been announced by an 
advertisement in our September issue, a 
great Anti-Suffrage Demonstration will be 
held in St. Andrew’s Hall, Glasgow, on 
Friday, November ist. Lord Glenconner 
will be in the chair. The resolution to be 
put to the meeting will be proposed by Lord 
Curzon, and among the speakers to support 
it will be Lady Tullibardine. The terms of 
the resolution will be as follow :—

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

Tickets may be had free on application to 
Miss Deane; 180, Hope Street, Glasgow, 
provided applicants express their sympathy 
with the resolution.
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EQUALITY IN WAGES.
(Contributed.)

ONE of the principal objects that 
Suffragists wish to attain through the 
vote is equality of wages between men 
and women workers.

At first sight, this looks quite fair 
and reasonable, but if we go into the 
matter a little further we shall find it 
absolutely unjust, socially unpractical 
and destructive in its consequences.

Among all civilised races the burden 
and responsibility of the family is put 
upon the man, and this not for any 
sentimental reason, but simply as the 
result of the accumulated experience 
of the human race, that the raising of 
a family and providing for its physical 
and moral needs is impossible by the 
woman alone and requires the per- 
petual assistance of the man.

Unlike the young of animals, human 
beings take ever so much, longer to 
rear, and require such infinite care and 
attention that it incapacitates the 
woman for attending to anything but 
the wants of her offspring.

This responsibility put upon man 
necessitates that his earning capacity 
shall be such that he can not only 
provide for his own sustenance, but 
that he shall also be able to reproduce 
himself and to devote the larger part 
of his earnings to the raising of a family. 
Would it be fair that wages be so 
adjusted by law that a man with a 
wife and three or more children shall 
get the same as some bachelor girl 
who has no such burden ? Apart from 
the view of fairness, there is another ; 
how would it work in practice and 
what would be the consequences soci
ally and for the race of ail Act whereby 
the wages of man and woman are 
made alike ? The majority of the 
nation is not composed of the leisured 
classes with nice incomes, to whom 
the stern realities and straggles of life 
are known only from a distance. 
Legislation has to be first and foremost 
in the interest of the millions of workers, 
out of whom almost all that is greatest 
in our nation has emanated.

SOME Inevitable Effects.

Let us see how it would affect most 
of these: Take a young man and his 
sister, brought up in the same home ; 
on reaching the age of maturity they 
would earn, say, an equal wage of 
30s. a week. The sister on this sum 

would be so well off that, unless she 
married a man earning at least £4 a 
week, he could not offer her the ordinary 
mode of living which she contracted 
during the years that her character 
was forming, say, between the ages of 
17 and 25. The sum of £4 would not 
be too much to keep husband and wife 
and a family. Marriage with a man 
similarly placed to her own brother 
would only mean, to her a lowering 
of her standard of comfort; would mean 
to her privations at every turn and/ 
needless to say, misery in her domestic 
life ; such a state of affairs would put 
a bachelor girl at a premium, with all 
the advantages to her and all the hard
ships to the girl who wishes to under
take the responsibilities of motherhood. 
As the number of men who earn £4 
a week is so much less than the number 
of women who would earn 30s., vast 
numbers of girls would be unable to 
find husbands able to support them 
and their prospective families on the 
standard of living they have become 
accustomed to, and they would have 
to make a choice between celibacy or 
lowering their standard of living on 
entering matrimony.

As a natural consequence, it must 
happen that women will shrink from 
the responsibility of a family. Already 
among the middle and upper middle 
classes this shirking of maternal responsi
bility is having a.detrimental effect upon 
the nation and its future ; what will 
it be if this is increased a hundredfold 
by creating a community where enor
mous numbers of men and women are- 
leading bachelor lives and to whom 
matrimony would only mean privation 
and misery ?

Such,a state of society must, perforce, 
lead, if the nation is to be saved from 
extinction, to this: that all children 
shall be, what in the Socialistic dream 
is called, State children : children for 
whom the State assumes responsibility 
instead of throwing it on the man. 
In such a state of society, men and 
women workers could work side by side 
on equal terms, being relieved of all 
family responsibility. But this, apart 
from its religious aspect, would soon 
annihilate our present civilisation. 
Family life is more than simply the 
sentimental panderings of parents to 
their offspring, as in animals; family 
life means diversity of homes, diversity 
of influences, of traditions and aspects 
in life. It is this diversity of thought 
and influence created in the different 
homes which has been the means of 
the evolution of the human race and 

has gradually raised it to its present 
state of civilisation. Unlike animals, 
the responsibility of parents does not 
cease on the children being able to ran 
away from the mother. Men and 
women have developed the instinct 
to hold themselves responsible for the 
welfare of their offspring right through 
life, and it is this that has brought 
about family traditions, the working 
for posterity, the working for one’s 
country, and has been the origin 
practically of all those qualities which 
are called virtues, namely : patriotism, 
honesty, regulated sexual intercourse, 
etc. All this would be destroyed, if 
we take away the responsibility of the 
family from the man ; if we create 
large numbers of celibate men and 
women, or if we admit the principle of 
universal State children for the masses. 
But, supposing we had a State where 
the largest number of wage-earning 
men, those who earn 30s., were unable 
to find mates, how long would this 
strong manhood submit to the abne
gation of the first instincts of all living 
things and not band together to exercise 
by force, if necessary, all its natural 
rights and prerogatives. The conse
quences are, then, that equal wages 
must lead either to the gradual ex
tinction of the race or, as in the olden 
days, marriage by capture.

It may be to the advantage of the 
Socialist party to forward this idea 
that all children should belong to the 
State, but it would certainly not be 
beneficial for the State or for humanity 
at large.

DISCRETION.

A DEBATE on the Suffrage question was 
arranged to take place at Dulwich on October 
23rd. The Suffragists elected to be repre
sented by Miss Maude Royden, and her name 
“ stood ” for several weeks, while it was left 
to the Anti-Suffragists to nominate their 
speaker. The choice fell upon Miss Gladys 
Pott, who, it will be remembered, has been 
anxious to meet Miss Royden in debate on 
the subject of certain statements in the 
latter’s pamphlet, entitled “ Votes and 
Wages." Immediately after Miss Pott’s 
name was forwarded to the Suffragists the 
following communication was received by 
the local Branch :—" I regret to say that 
the name of Miss Maude Royden was given 
in error as the speaker to debate with Miss 
Gladys Pott on Wednesday, October 23rd. 
I am extremely sorry to trouble you again, 
but shall be greatly. obliged if you will 
substitute the name of Miss Helen Ward for 
that of Miss Royden.” Those who have 
followed Miss Pott’s trenchant analysis of the 
statements in “ votes and Wages,” published 
in these columns, will appreciate the “ error " 
in the name of the Suffragist speaker.

AN ASPECT OF THE “ WINTER’S 
TALE.”

The character of Mamillius in the Winter's 
Tale possesses a peculiar attraction, in that 
it is—in spite of its apparent slightness 
—the one finished study of a child which 
Shakespeare has given us. One might 
almost go further, and say it is the one real 
child-study in the whole great range of the 
Elizabethan drama. Marlowe never draws 
a child. Webster has, indeed, a few colour- 
less children in his Duchess of Malfi, but 
his dramatic sympathies are all with their 
mother. Ben Jonson never gets nearer 
childhood than the bland simplicity of his 
wonderful Gulls—and that is not very near. 
Even Shakespeare, the greatest and most 
universal genius of them all, has this one 
delightful child-study, and this one only.

If we except Mamillius, the only children 
we can find in the other plays are such 
slight sketches as the little Marcus in 
Coriolanus (who, we gather, is a fighter 
like his father, but of whom we hear no more 
than that) and the royal children in the 
historical plays, who are not children at all. 
Sorrow and danger and treachery have 
made them old beyond their years, and 
Gloucester’s comment on his little nephew— 
" so wise, so young "—is true of them all. 
Even Prince Arthur, the most beautiful and 
pathetic of these poor, doomed children, is 
precocious and unchildlike in his wonderful 
pleading for his eyesight:—
" Have you the heart ? When your head 

did but ache,
I knit my handkercher about your brows.
The best I had, a princess wrought it me, 
And I did never ask it you again . . .
Many a poor man's son would have lien still. 
And ne’er have spoke a loving word to you. 
But you at your sick

prince.”
There is a subtlety in the 
words, a skilful effort to 

service had a

little Prince’s 
move Hubert

through the man’s innate respect for rank, 
and a deliberate restraint in the boy’s whole 
demeanour—even when faced with the 
horror of the red-hot irons—which show 
wisdom and self-control beyond the grasp 
of childhood.

And the others are the same. In Edward 
of Lancaster, " stabbed in the field by 
Tewkesbury/* there is nothing child-like 
save the “ bright hair dabbled in blood/* 
which conscience-stricken Clarence remem-

He hasbers long after the Prince’s murder.
the courage and bitterness of his “ tiger- 
heart" mother, Margaret of Anjou, herself, 
and bears himself manfully throughout his 
brief “ hour upon the stage.” His valour 
in rallying his followers before Tewkesbury 
moves the Lancastrian lords to surprise 
and admiration, " so high a courage " has 
the " brave young Prince.” And when after 
that disastrous fight, he is a prisoner in 
Yorkist hands, there is no shrinking, no 
childish terror—only fierce defiance and 
bitter gibes for his captors, Edward and 
" perjured ” Clarence and “ Crookback " 
Dick, until at last their daggers meet in his 
breast.

That other Edward, too, the poor child- 
king, is wise beyond his years. We see it in 
his converse with his uncle of Gloucester, in 
the pathetic diplomacy of his gentle answers. 
" God keep me from false friends, for they 
were none," he says—pointedly enough— 

when Richard tries to account for the absence 
of Lords Rivers and Grey by maligning them 
to his " dear cousin,’ while with quaint 
consciousness of responsibility he reproves 
and excuses his brother's sharpness of 
tongue when the precociously witty little 
Duke, " So cunning and so young,” has got 
considerably the better of Gloucester in 
their passage-at-arms 
dagger—

" My Lord of York 
talk :

Uncle, your Grace 
with him.'

over the Protector’s

will still be cross in

knows how to bear

Indeed, in his scorn and mistrust of his uncle, 
and abnormally ready wit, the younger boy 
is as unchildlike as the wise and gentle little 
king himself.

But Mamillius is pure child. Boy enough 
to be a bit of a nuisance sometimes, troubling 
his gentle mother “ past enduring,” and to 
turn scornfully from those ladies of the court 
who dare " kiss him hard ” and talk to him 
" as if I were a baby still." Enfant terrible, 
too, with an observant eye for “ the half- 
moon made with a pen ” on ladies’ brows, 
or for the havoc wrought on a pretty nose 
by the cold—" I have seen a lady’s nose 
that has been blue," he remarks gravely to 
the lady who has teased him, somewhat 
foolishly—a bit to her discomfiture, one 
fancies ! And in his manner of telling a 
story, above all, he is child indeed—" Tell’s 
a tale/* says Hermione, the loving mother 
who cannot find her little son, “ past enduring” 
long; and the delighted child queries, 
“ Merry or sad ? " and, child-like, decides 
for horrors—" A sad tale’s best for winter ; 
I have one of sprites and goblins.” And so 
gets to the deliciously awful beginning of his 
story, with all its creepiness and suggestion 
of dreadful details to come—" There was a 
man, dwelt by a churchyard/*

Here, in one phrase, is all the mystery, all 
the gruesomeness, all the " blug" (as 
Budge and Toddie would have expressed it) 
which children love. Surely, this little 
touch alone makes the small Prince a finished 
study. One can fancy, indeed, that Shakes- 
peare dwelt on this delicate creation lovingly. 
Does not his choice of the boy’s own words— 
" A sad tale’s best for winter "—for the title 
of his play seem to show the importance 
he gives to the child in his dramatic scheme ?

And the full development of the little 
character is almost too sad to follow. The 
gallant spirit—" Mine honest friend/’ says 
his father, “ will you take eggs for money ? " 
—and the quick answer comes, " No, my 
lord, I’ll fight.” The noble, loving little 
soul, which “ felt a stain like a wound" 
(if one may apply Burke’s words to a Shakes
pearian creation), and finds the shame and 
misery of the false accusation levelled against 
his mother too much to bear. Until at 
length—“ throwing off his spirit, his appetite, 
his sleep and downright languishing"— 
the poor loyal heart just breaks, " with mere 
conceit and fear of the queen's speed?’

Sorrow and regret for the murdered child— 
murdered as surely by his father’s wicked 
jealousy as were the little princes in the 
Tower by their uncle’s hirelings—haunt us 
through the play. We would give much by 
some miracle to restore that bright little life. 
But there are artistic limits to the happy 
ending, even in romantic drama—as no one 
knew better than Shakespeare himself. In this 
respect, at least, it is “ a sad tale” for winter, 
after all. And so, although the lost is found 

and Leontes regains his daughter, the sweet 
and gracious Perdita—and even his much- 
injured wife (which is considerably more 
than he deserves) —no power on earth will 
ever give him back the gallant little son 
whose beautiful life his own cruel jealousy 
ruthlessly cut short. For, as Shakespeare 
never tires of teaching us, for all the crimes 
and follies we commit upon " this bank and 
shoal of time " our "judgment here" 
comes always. N. R.

HOLIDAY CAMPAIGNS.

Holiday campaigns and out-of-door work 
have been the order of the day during August 
and September. In addition to the very 
successful campaign in North Wales (where 
several new Branches have been the result), 
Harrogate, Blackpool and North Oxford have • 
been the scene of interesting meetings. 
Another successful enterprise was our tent 
at Saltwood Castle Flower Show (Kent), 
while the Anti-Suffrage shop in Harrogate 
has proved a great attraction.

Weston-super-Mare was the base of a 
further campaign, which comprised a series 
of open-air meetings held between August 
28th to September 1oth, by Mrs. Harold 
Norris and Mr. A. Maconachie, at Weston- 
super-Mare, Penarth, Cheddar, Burnham, 
Clevedon, and Barry Island.

The audiences at these places, always 
interested and appreciative, varied in number 
from about 100 at Barry Island to 400 at 

. Weston-super-Mare. In most cases the lower 
" middle and working classes were found to 
predominate. These generally expressed 
themselves as definitely Anti-Suffragist, and 
the Anti-Suffrage resolution never found 
more than half-a-dozen opponents. Suffra
gists attended several of the meetings, but 
heckling was conspicuous by its absence, and 
it is interesting to note that while at our 
meetings held here last year a considerable 
percentage of the audience did not vote on 
the resolution, this year quite 90 per cent, 
voted one way or another.

Altogether it would seem that the audiences 
in the West evidenced a keener and more 
intelligent interest in the question of Woman 
Suffrage than ever before. One of our 
speakers reports " though in previous years 
there has been popular resentment of the 
Suffrage pretentions, it has never been so 
overwhelming as this year/*

According to the census returns of April, 
1910, the number of women entitled to vote 
in the six States in the United States of 
America where Woman Suffrage has been 
introduced, was at that date 1,346,925. These 
figures do not represent the number of actual 
women voters, but those who were eligible 
to vote from the standpoint of age alone, 
apart from any other qualification. It is 
stated in America that usually women vote 
at the first election, but the number falls off 
as the novelty of the Suffrage ceases. In San 
Francisco—the Equal Suffrage is only a year 
old in California—only 35,000 women out of 
75,000 eligible have registered. From these 
figures it is safe to infer that the number of 
women voters in the six American States is 
well under one million.
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THE CANADIAN PREMIER AND 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

IN view of the announcement that Mr. R. L. 
Borden, the Canadian Premier, had intimated 
his willingness to receive a deputation of the 
Women's Social and Political Union, it was 
decided to ask him to allow a deputation of 
the National League for Opposing Woman 
Suffrage to lay before him the other side of 
the question. This deputation, which con- 
sisted of the Chairman, Colonel De Roy- 
Lewis, C.B., D.S.O., Mrs. Henry Wilson and 
Mrs. Moberly Bell, was courteously received 
by Mr. Borden at the Savoy Hotel on August 
28th. In the interview with the militant 
Suffragists that immediately preceded our 
deputation, Mr. Borden had described the 
political position in Canada, and had made it 
very clear that in regard to Woman Suffrage 
in Great Britain he had no intention of 
expressing any opinion or of intervening in 
the matter, while as far as Canada was con- 
cerned he considered that the women there 
were " sufficiently intelligent and capable 
to judge these matters for themselves.”

Colonel Le Roy-Lewis explained to Mr. 
Borden that they had seen in the papers that 
the Canadian Minister intended to receive a 
deputation of Women Suffragists, and as 
they did not want him to leave England with 
the impression that the Suffragists alone 
claimed public attention here, they had 
asked him to hear the Anti-Suffrage side of 
the question. It was by no means the case 
that the Suffragists monopolised public 
attention. Anti-Suffragism had the support 
of the weighty utterances of the Prime 
Minister, of the late Lord Chancellor, of Mr. 
Harcourt, and other prominent men. The 
opposition to Woman Suffrage in this country 
was a very serious fact. The National League 
for Opposing Woman Suffrage had several 
hundred branches in the country, money was 
subscribed to its funds, and the deepest 
interest was taken in its proceedings. The 
Anti-Suffragists formed a law-abiding and 
serious organisation, and they represented 
a vast majority in public opinion, the vast 
majority of women, and certainly the best 
class of women. The matter was essentially 
a domestic one, and, therefore, it was not 
desirable to ask the opinion of any person 
who was not concerned in our politics.

Mrs. Moberly Bell and Mrs. Henry Wilson 
also spoke. They touched upon the 
" feminist " tendency of the Suffrage move- 
ment, which contained elements of very 
grave danger to society.

In his reply, Mr. Borden said that he had 
been very pleased to receive the deputation 
which had just left him. They had seemed 
sincere, and very much in earnest, and he had 
nothing whatever to complain of in the way 
they had presented their case to him, except 
one suggestion in the way of a threat that 
they might employ force. He had told that

deputation that he would not expect the 
Prime Minister of Great Britain to interfere in 
purely Canadian affairs, and that for a like 
reason he did not propose to pronounce on 
those matters in respect to which the women 
of the British Isles must work out. their 
salvation. In Canada there were ten legisla- 
tures which had their own franchise. Nine 
of these were provincial legislatures, and 
these had absolute jurisdiction and power to 
settle their own recommendations for the 
exercise of the franchise. The Dominion 
Parliament had equal power to settle the 
limitations of the franchise for the purpose 
of electing members to the House of Commons 
of Canada. For fifteen years they had 
followed the law by which they had accepted 
the franchise which might prevail from time 
to time in each province. Therefore the 
question in Canada was one for the provincial 
legislatures to determine, and it was im- 
possible for him to take any step until they 
in Canada arrived at the conclusion that it 
was necessary to repeal that law and enact 
one fixing a definite and specific franchise for 
the whole of Canada. In the event of their 
doing that he would give careful attention to 
every possible argument that could be urged. 
As he had pointed out to the previous deputa
tion, conditions in Canada were different from 
those of the United Kingdom, and after an 
experience of fifteen years of public life he 
was convinced that the women of Canada 
were sufficiently intelligent and capable and 
earnest to put this question before the 
Government themselves. When they did so 
it would receive the utmost possible attention.

The deputation then withdrew.
It is interesting to note the universal 

approbation expressed by the Canadian press 
of Mr. Borden’s reply to the militant Suffra- 
gists. The Citizen says that " so strong a 
stand was worthy of Canada and its 
Premier.”

" The Suffragists tell us that influence 
such as women now possess without responsi- 
bility is dangerous. If influence without 
responsibility is dangerous, political authority 
without political responsibility would be a 
thousand times more dangerous. It would be 
a farce, for all the talk in the world cannot 
alter the fact that the State has been built. 
up by man. Its institutions, its commerce 
and industries—everything that secures its 
stability—depend in the last resort upon 
masculine strength and courage, and there
fore the real responsibility of maintaining 
the State rests with men.”—Miss A. H* 
Chittenden, at Chatauqua, N.Y.

DUBLIN NOTES.
(From our Correspondent.)

The Case of Mrs. Leigh.
Mrs. Mary LEIGH was released from 

Mount joy Prison on September 20th. It 
will be remembered that she was sentenced • 
on August 7th. That is to say that, of the 
term of five years’ penal servitude which she 
earned by attempting to fire the Theatre 
Royal on the night of Mr. Asquith’s visit 
to Dublin, she has served not much more 
than five weeks. The official reason advanced 
for the release was the one to which the 
public has grown accustomed—" on account 
of the state of her health.” Mrs. Leigh has 
been " hunger-striking" since the refusal 
by the Lord-Lieutenant of the petition for 
political treatment. During the whole of 
that period she has been forcibly fed. Her 
own medical attendant and the prison doc
tor, in consultation with Sir Christopher 
Nixon and Sir Thomas Myles, advised her 
release and removal to an outside hospital. 
When the medical report was received, the 
Prisons Board consulted with, the Attorney- 
General, and, with his approval, recom- 
mended her release; the Lords Justices of 
the Privy Council, in the absence of the 
Lord-Lieutenant, made the necessary order. 
During the past few weeks Suffragists in 
Dublin have made prodigious, but totally 
unsuccessful, efforts to prove that the 
authorities are not in agreement with regard 
to the treatment of Mrs. Leigh and Miss 
Evans. Miss Grace Roe, who is directing 
operations here on behalf of the Women’s 
Social and Political Union, lately asserted 
in a letter published in the Dublin press 
that Lord Aberdeen has a horror of forcible 
feeding, and that Mr. Asquith and Mr. Lloyd 
George are responsible for it. Miss Roe 
further stated that the Irish authorities had 
in contemplation Mrs. Leigh’s removal to a 
lunatic asylum. I have the best authority 
for stating that there is absolutely no basis 
of fact in these suggestions. The Govern
ment has left the entire conduct of the case 
to the discretion of the Irish authorities, 
and these authorities, I regret to say, have 
rejected the idea of confinement in an asylum. 
I learn that the Prisons Board agreed to 
Mrs. Leigh’s release only when it became 
certain that her death was the only other 
alternative. Miss Evans was examined at 
the same time, and no one will be surprised 
if her release is announced within the next 
few days. Mrs. Leigh’s release is, of course, 
hailed by Dublin Suffragists as a triumph— 
" a triumph of the human will and spirit 
over the coercive methods of the law ” is 
the cant phrase in fashion. The immediate 
success does, no doubt, lie with the Suffragists. 
But I fancy that they will find it a. Pyrrhic 
victory. . s

Mr. BernarD Shaw’s Letter.
Mr. Bernard Shaw’s letter to Miss Gaw- 

thorpe was a blow to the Suffragists. Miss 
Gawthorpe asked for sympathy and assists 
ance. Mr. Shaw gave her, as he says, " cold 
logic.” His phrase " starve and be damned "‘ 
is one which I have lately heard in many 
quarters in Dublin (in less forcible language). 
The bold imprimatur of Mr. Shaw on this 
idea—an idea which was only, whispered 
before—has engaged the mind of theIrish 
public. With Mr. Shaw’s premises there is 

general agreement—that the immunity from 
punishment which the hunger-striker gives 
to prisoners is an immunity which no com- 
munity will stand. Probably most Anti- 
Suffragists will again agree with Mr. Shaw 
that forcible feeding is not a desirable thing 
in itself. Certainly it is not under the present 
system, when it is merely a preliminary to 
release. What, then, is to be the alternative 
to the “ general jail delivery ” of which 
Mr. Shaw writes 1 % The alternative which 
he suggests is acquiescence by the authorities 
in the voluntary starvation of prisoners. 
After this Mr. Shaw’s “ cold logic ” breaks 
down. He goes on to suggest that, if one of 
these women is allowed to commit suicide, 
it is the Government that will be condemned. 
It is certain that, in Ireland at least, the 
Government would be exonerated from 
blame for such a futile tragedy by ninety- 
nine people out of a hundred. Either 
Suffragists are painfully aware of this fact, 
or else the lofty talk of " sacrifice for the 
cause ” is quite empty. For one reason or 
the other, Mr. Shaw’s letter has been kept 
carefully in the background by Dublin 
Suffragists, and at meetings they refuse to 
reply to heckling questions on the subject. 
But more is likely to be heard of it from 
other quarters. Such a course is certain to 
recommend itself to the serious consideration 
of the authorities.

ENGLISH and Irish QUARREL.

The breach between the Irish Suffrage 
societies and the Women’s Social and Political 
Union, which was begun by Mrs. Fawcett’s 
unhappy suggestion of a " deal" with 
Mr. Redmond, grows steadily wider. The 
Suffragist organ here finds it a “ matter for 
regret ” that W.S.P.U. speakers should 
have been imported, and believes that Irish 
Suffragists are better fitted to deal with 
“ the psychology of their countrymen.” 
A second suggestion, following upon Mrs. 
Fawcett’s, to the effect that Irish Suffragists 
should voluntarily withdraw their amend
ment to the Home Rule Bill, is the cause of 
these latest recriminations. It should be 
sufficiently clear that, from the Suffragists’ 
point of view, both the safest and the most 
generous policy is to concentrate upon, the 
Reform Bill.

Irish Suffragists, however, prefer to adopt 
a dog-in-the-manger policy towards English 
Suffragists, and a threatening attitude 
towards Mr. Redmond. And by so doing 
they at once make their chances more 
remote than ever, and provide useful evidence 
of their capacity for dealing with political 
problems.

LONDON TEACHERS’ ASSOCIA- 
TION.

IN June last the London Teachers’ Asso- 
ciation attempted to hold a special Conference 
to deal with a resolution brought forward by 
the Suffragettes, but owing to the manner 
in which the teachers resented the turning of 
their organisation into a political debating 
society, there was pandemonium, and the 
Conference broke up in disgust.

Becoming more obstinate with the defeat, 
the Suffragettes lost no time in obtaining 
the necessary signatures for the calling,of 
another Conference in the Memorial Hall, 
Farringdon Street, on September 13th.

Miss A. K. Williams presided over a 
crowded audience, which necessitated an 
overflow meeting in the smaller hall.

From the first it could be discerned that 
the majority of the audience was against the 
idea of the gathering, and the chanting of 
well-known refrains showed the spirit of the 
malcontents.

Miss T. E. Bonwick moved and Mrs. K. M. 
Dice seconded the resolution :—" That this 
meeting desires to record its conviction that 
it is in the best interests of education that 
duly qualified women teachers be granted 
the Parliamentary Franchise.”

The following amendment was at once 
moved, amidst cheers, by Mr. R. H. Roberts, 
and seconded by.Mr. A. E. Cook :—" That it 
is inexpedient for this Association to express 
an opinion on the question of the extension 
of the Parliamentary Franchise to women.” 
This amendment was carried by 660 votes to 
598—a majority of 62.

Another amendment was also proposed by 
Mr. A. E. Cook and seconded by Mr. Roberts 
as follows :—" That this meeting is of opinion 
that before the question of Woman Suffrage 
is voted upon by the Association, a plebiscite 
of the members should be taken upon the 
advisability of including such subject within 
the scope of the objects of the Association.” 
This was declared by the President to be 
carried by an overwhelming majority, and 
the meeting broke up with rounds of cheers 
by the Anti-Suffragists.

The matter has thus been left in the hands 
of the whole of the members of the L.T.A., 
and we sincerely hope they will all exercise 
their vote and show unmistakably to the 
Suffragists that the women teachers do not 
want to be worried with the possession of 
the Parliamentary vote and all its responsi- 
bilities.

* See Special Reports on Systems of Education, 1901.

STATE.

MEN. Women.

Teacher. Assistant 
Teacher. Teacher. Assistant

Teacher.

New South Wales £156 to £500 £156 to £312 £192 to £312 £120 to £222

Queensland £160 to £450 £102 to £262 £110 to £360 £72 to £216
Provisional Teacher £90 to £1to £7° to £90

Victoria . ...„ ... : ... £120 to £415 £70 to £164 £80 to £200 £56 to £138
In 1901 ............. 670 to £239 £56 to £138*

South Australia £130 to £450 £140 to £230 £112 to £160 £84 to £180
in 1901 ............. £110 to £450 — . £92 to £156* —

Tasmania ... ... /110 to £420 £65 to £200 £90 to £140 £60 to £138

Western Australia :
In Class I. school £370 to £450 — £300 to £350

£320 to £370 — £260 to £300 -----
„ III. £270 to £320 — £230 to £260 —
„ IV. £220 to £270 — £180 to £230 -----

v. £180 to £220 —— . £150 to £180 —
» VI. „ £140 to £180 —$ £13° to £150: —2 i

The only class of school in which male and female teachers receive identical salaries is in 
that where the average attendance is below fifteen ; then each get £110.

TEACHERS’ SALARIES.
To the number of misrepresentations that 

emanate from every Suffrage platform has 
now to be added a statement regarding the 
effect of Woman Suffrage on the salaries of 
teachers in countries where women have 
been enfranchised. Speaking at a garden 
party at Dunecht House, Aberdeenshire, 
Lady Aberconway is reported in the Standard 
to have said that " in every country where 
women had the vote Government had raised 
the wages of women teachers to equal that 
of men" As a rule Suffragists are content 
to attribute to Woman Suffrage in Australia 
and New Zealand all the moral attributes of 
the millenium, as the statement is vague 
enough to leave loopholes for escape in the 
event of its being challenged'. Lady Aber- 
conway, however, now makes a definite 
statement regarding teachers’ salaries, in the 
hope of winning converts to Woman Suffrage 
under the belief that the Parliamentary vote 
has a bearing on the wage question. As in 
the case of the misstatements in the pamphlet 
entitled " Votes and Wages," Suffragist 
“ facts ” are disproved by official publica
tions. Below we give an extract from the 
Australian Year Book, 1912 (p. 472), dealing 
with teachers' salaries in primary schools. 
From this table it will be seen that in no 
State do women teachers receive the same 
salary as men, except in the one instance, in 
Western Australia, where the two classes 
receive the minimum pay in schools with an 
average attendance below fifteen.

Suffragists may like to study these figures 
and the exception named, in their bearing on 
the attainments of women teachers or their 
relative uses in large schools.
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HISTORY OF THE NATIONAL LEAGUE 
FOR OPPOSING WOMAN SUFFRAGE-

(From its inauguration on July 20th, 1908, 
to the Annual Council Meeting, June 21st, 
1912.)

[In response to several requests, we publish a 
short account of the origin and progress 
of the N.L.O.W.S.]

" Women of England ! we appeal to your 
patriotism and your common sense." These 
were the stirring words which concluded the 
manifesto read by Mrs. Humphry Ward, at 
tlie Inaugural meeting of the Women’s 
National Anti-Sufirage League, on July 20th, 
1908. On that occasion the Countess of 
Jersey presided over so crowded a gathering 
in the Westminster Palace Hotel that 
numbers were standing and many more 
were unable to obtain admittance.

Lady Haversham, as chairman of the 
Provisional Committee, the Dowager Lady 
Ilchester, the Hon. Ivor Guest (now Lord 
Ashby St. Ledgers), Mrs. Humphry Ward 
and Sir Richard Temple were the speakers, 
and out of the appeal which was then made 
for an opposition to the extension of the 
Franchise to Woman has grown the great 
organisation now known as the National 
League for Opposing Woman Suffrage.

Women, as was fitting, laid the foundations 
of this movement. Miss Sophia Lonsdale 
in 1906 appealed, through the medium of 
The Times, to all women who were opposed 
to Woman Suffrage to make protest In a 
very short time a Committee was formed of 
a few ladies and one or two men acting with 
them, Miss Ermine Taylor as Secretary, and 
within a fortnight a petition was signed by 
37,000 women. This, presented later to 
Parliament, made a decided impression. In 
1908, a Parliamentary- Committee took up 
the question, and the presumption of the 
Suffragists, who claimed to represent the 
opinion of the majority of women, and the 
challenge of the Prime Minister, " to show 
whether or not there was a demand for 
Woman Suffrage./’ were answered.

The first Executive committee of the 
W.N.A.S. League was formed as follows: 
Chairman, The Countess of Jersey; Vice- 
Chairman, Mrs. Massie; Executive: Lady 
Haversham, Mrs. Humphry Ward, Miss 
Ermine Taylor, Mrs. Frederic Harrison, Miss 
Lonsdale, Lady George Hamilton, Miss 
Beatrice Chamberlain, Miss Gertrude Low- 
thian Bell, Lady Weardale, Miss Janet 
Hogarth, Hon. Nina Kay Shuttleworth, 
Ellen, Countess of Desart, Mrs. clarendon 
Hyde, Mrs. Arthur-Somervell, Mr. Heber 
Hart, Mrs. Burgwin, Miss Pretious, Miss 
Low, Mrs. Simon (now Lady Simon), 
Lady Robson, Mrs. Godfrey Benson (now 
Lady Charnwood), Lady Biddulph, Mr. J. 
Massie,’ M.P., the Hon. Ivor Guest, M.P. 
Miss Gertrude Lowthian Bell was Hon. 
Secretary of the League from its inauguration 
until January, 1909.

On December 5th, 1908, the first meeting 
of the Men’s League for Opposing Woman 
Suffrage took place in the Caxton Hall. 
This meeting had been convened by a Com
mittee composed of Mr. J. Massie, M.P., the 
Hon. Ivor Guest, M.P., Mr. Heber Hart, and 
Mr. George Calderon, and the Men’s League 

was ' formed with the Earl of Cromer as 
President, Hon. Treasurers, Lord Welby, 
G.C.B., and Mr. Heber Hart, and a long 
list of Vice-Presidents. Thus there were 
by the spring of 1909 two Leagues with the 
object of strenuously opposing the extension 
of the Parliamentary Franchise to Women.

The Queen’s Hall Demonstration on 
March 26th, 1909, was the first great mass 
meeting held by the Women’s National 
Anti-Suffrage League, and was an unqualified 
success. The Hall was crowded and brilliant 
speeches were made by Lord Cromer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Lord Weardale, Sir 
Edward Clarke, K.C., Mrs. Humphry Ward 
and Mrs. Arthur Somervell.

On June 21st, 1909, the W.N.A.S. League 
held its Second council Meeting in the 
Caxton Hall, the Countess of Jersey in the 
Chair. The entire success of the League 
was reported as the result of its first year’s 
work, a distinct check had been given to the 
Suffrage movement, and the first object of the 
League had been achieved. A quarter of a 
million women had signed a monster petition, 
presented to the House of Commons by Mr. 
John Massie, M.P. (March, 1909). Ninety- 
five branches had been started in Great 
Britain and Ireland, and 9,000 subscribers 
had been secured in eight months, and the 
organisation was rapidly spreading through- 
out the country. As Mrs. Arthur Somervell, 
in reading the Reportof the Executive 
Committee, said : “ The work of the League 
has been a dignified, though none the less 
vigorous propaganda, of a national character, 
carried out by a body of patriotic women 
who have the true welfare of their country 
at heart.”

A brief history of the League must include 
mention of the work of Mrs. Arthur Somervell, 
at one time Honorary Secretary. She worked 
hard at the Central Offices until the end of 
1909, and was constantly addressing public 
meetings.

In the succeeding twelve months, from 
June, 1909, to June, 1910, much good work 
was accomplished. Hundreds of meetings 
were held, many new Branches were 
formed, the membership was nearly doubled, 
and a supplementary petition of 82,000 
more signatures was presented to the House 
of Commons in November, 1909. At the 
General Election of January, 1910, all 
Parliamentary candidates were made aware 
of the strong opposition of many thousands 
of men and women, to Woman Suffrage.

The third Council Meeting was held in 
the Caxton Hall 011 June 28th, 1910, the 
Countess of Jersey in the Chair, and a 
stirring speech made by Lord Cromer was 
the feature of the afternoon. The Secretary’s 
report was received with the greatest satis
faction. The success'of the ANTI-SUFFRAGE 
REVIEW, first issued December, 1908, to 
which Mrs. Humphry Ward gave so much 
of her valuable time, and the popularity 
of the badge which had been adopted, were 
reported, and the valuable propaganda work 
of the Branches commented upon. The 
Duchess of Montrose, LL.D., gave an account 
of the formation of the Scotch Branches into 
the Scottish, National Anti-Suffrage League, 
and American representatives spoke of the 
spread of the Anti-Sufirage movement in 
the United States, where there are two strong 
Associations; At this meeting also the Local 
Government Sub-Committee was first dis
cussed, and was shortly afterwards formed, 
with Mrs. Humphry Ward as Chairman.

When Mr. Shackleton’s Bill was introduced 
in July, 1910, Anti-Suffragism had become 
a power in the land not to be ignored, and 
“ The Man’s Case Against ” now revealed 
itself as a menace to the astonished sup
porters of Woman Suffrage.

At the General Election of December, 1910, 
the colours of the W.N.A.S. League were 
recognised as prominent, and the influence 
of Anti-Suffragism made itself strongly felt. 
The defeat of the two Woman Suffrage 
candidates, Mr. H. Jacobs, of East St. 
Pancras, and Mr. Mirrless, at Camlachie, 
who only polled between them 57 votes, 
will long be remembered as a ludicrous 
incident of the second General Election of 
1910.

The canvass of Women Municipal Electors 
was begun in 1910, and made its own page in 
Anti-Suffrage history,, by proving how many 
of the very women whom the various Suffrage 
Bills desired to enfranchise are opposed to 
" Votes for Women.” The success of the 
Girls’ Anti-Suffrage League which had been 
formed under the Presidency of Miss' Ermine 
Taylor in January, 1909, was assured by 1910, 
and had become an important development 
of the senior League’s work.

Progress was steady and sure until the 
important step taken on December 6th, 
1910, when the formal amalgamation of the 
Men's League with the W.N.A.S.L. was 
accomplished and the strong and united 
organisation was formed, which is now known 
as the National League for Opposing Woman 
Suffrage. The Earl of Cromer was elected 
President, and the countess of Jersey 
Deputy- President. It was felt that the 
time was now ripe for the concerted action 
of a large and comprehensive League in 
which men and women would be equally 
represented. With this end in view, the 
Earl of Cromer and Earl Curzon of Kedleston 
sent out the Appeal which resulted in the 
substantial “ fighting fund" and. support 
that enabled the National League for 
Opposing Woman Suffrage to launch upon 
the campaign which is now on the full tide 
of prosperity.

From the Council Meeting of the League 
on June 30th, 1911, when an enthusiastic 
gathering of councillors and. delegates met 
in the Criterion under the presidency of 
the Earl of Cromer, to the present date, the 
history of the N.L.O. W.S. has been full of 
event. The second deputation to the Prime 
Minister, taken to Downing Street by Earl 
Curzon on December 14th, 19II (the first 
deputation had waited on Mr. Asquith in 
June, 1910) proved very significant. Mr. 
Asquith’s expressed opinion that " the grant 
of the Parliamentary Franchise to women 
in this country would be a political mistake 
of a very disastrous kind" was a direct 
encouragement to the League to "go on 
and prosper,” and this it has done. The 
comments of the press at the time of the 
December . deputation demonstrated the 
keen public interest aroused in what has been 
described as " one of the most piquant 
political situations of modern times.”

In September, 1911, the Local Govern
ment Sub-committee was formed into the 
Local Government Advancement Committee, 
and in the spring of 1912 became an inde
pendent organisation.

A landmark for the League in 1912 was 
the great Albert Hall Demonstration on 
February 28th, when “the Woman Suffrage 

bubble was pricked," and the Lord Chan- 
cellor of England moved the Anti-Suffrage 
resolution :-—

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

Eloquent argument from the lips of Lord 
Cromer, Lord Curzon, Miss Violet Markham, 
Mr. Lewis Harcourt, and Mr. F. E. Smith, 
K.C., brought on that occasion an incontro
vertible weight of evidence against Woman 
Suffrage, and, to quote Lord Cromer, “a 
very considerable set-back has been given 
to this pernicious Female Suffrage move- 
ment." .

The Executive Committee has recently 
undergone changes. The resignation of 
Lord Cromer by reason of his failing health 
was a subject of profound regret to the 
League. In April, Earl Curzon of Kedleston 
and Lord Weardale accepted the Joint 
Presidency; the Countess of Jersey and 
Lady Robson consented to act as Deputy- 
Presidents, and Colonel Le Roy Lewis, 
D.S.O., was appointed Chairman of the 
Executive. During the present year a 
Parliamentary Committee has been attached 
to the League, composed of Mr. J. W. Hills, 
M.P., The Hon. Neil Primrose, M.P., Mr. 
A. MacCallum Scott, M.P., Mr. Arnold 
Ward, M.P., with Mr. J. Massie as Hon. 
Treasurer, and the Anti-Suffrage cause has 
a large following in both Houses of Par- 
liament.

The N.L.O. W.S. with its thousands of 
members and its 267 Branches now stands a 
solid wall of resistance against the clamour 
of " votes for women." Since the defeat 
of the Conciliation Bill on March 28th, 1912, 
its position has been further strengthened, 
and it remains for the future to decide how 
the completion of its national work shall 
be brought about.

CORRESPONDENCE.
A SUFFRAGE DEMONSTRATION.

To the Editor of " The Anti-Suffrage Review i

SIR,—Having seen in the " Women’s 
Platform,” in the Standard, that the Suffrage 
demonstration in Platt Fields, Manchester, 
would be the largest ever held in that city, 
the writer attended and Saw the very much 
advertised “ monster " procession.

I counted 120 women and 9 men, but my 
figures might be a little short, as the Daily 
Mail states about 150 persons walked in 
the procession.

Again, at Platt Fields, the Manchester 
Guardian states several thousand were 
present, the Daily Mail states 1,000, but in 
my opinion 500 would be the correct number.

The Manchester Guardian report is distinctly 
a travesty on what really happened; for 

instance, at two of the platforms at which 
I attended the speakers were subjected to 
a running fire of interruptions, and the 
hands held up against the resolution were 
at least equal to those in favour.

I asked Mr. Sam Brooks, who was speaking 
on the platform of the " Actresses Franchise 
League,” whether the majority of women 
desired the Parliamentary vote; His. reply 
was : " I do not care whether they do or 
not. I do."

The Actresses Franchise League made a 
brave show, two being present ; they were, 
however, augmented by a Socialist councillor, 
and a local doctor.

As the “ demonstration " was held under 
the auspices of about six Suffrage societies, 
it is of great encouragement to the thousands 
of men and women in Lancashire who are 
opposed to women having the Parliamentary 
vote.

I am, &c.,
H. W. Barber.

SUFFRAGISTS IN WALES.

To the Editor of ‘‘ The Anti-Stiffrage Review,n

SIR,—No one can regret more than I do 
the treatment meted out to the Suffragettes 
who interrupted Mr. Lloyd George at 
Llanystumdwy on Saturday. Yet it is only 
fair to the general public that the following 
facts should be known : (1) Anyone who has 
seen the river at Llanystumdwy knows that 
it is very shallow and full of boulders. The 
extra boulders placed in the river were put 
there, not with murderous intent (as pub
lished in one paper), but to dam the river 
so that a pool sufficiently large to duck the 
interrupters should be formed. A path leads 
from the bridge to the river’s brink. (2) Two 
of the victims described as half killed, escaped 
from the temporary prison, and my com- 
panion saw them race across the fields. It 
was ten minutes or so before the police could 
catch them. Evidently ^y were not 
seriously hurt. (3) I saw one of the most 
‘ seriously injured" women depart in a 
motor car. She jumped in, and, standing 
with upraised arm, addressed and threatened 
the crowd. (4) The hedge over which one 
woman is said to have been flung is a low 
hedge, the field being slightly higher than the 
road. Of course, the policeman " caught" 
her. It was an easy task to protect her there. 
(5) The woman who is described as being 
half stripped first bit the hand of a man, who 
was naturally irritated, and equally naturally 
lost his respect for womanhood for the 
moment. (6) One of these women is said to 
have worn a leather belt spiked with pins. 
When she most illegitimately interrupted the 
meeting and a man quite legitimately 
attempted to put her out, the discovery of 
the spiked belt might reasonably rouse his 
temper. (7) A man who drove me over to 
Llanystumdwy the following Monday told 
me he had driven two of them back to 
Portmadoc on Saturday, and that one of 
them said to him, " Well, you know, we had 
to make a row or we shouldn’t have got our 
two guineas I "

I am, &c.,
Onlooker.

Festiniog,
September 24th.

THE BEEHIVE.

To the Editor of " The Anti-Suffrage Review."

Sir,—Our Society of the Beehive has 
increased. We now number 128 members. 
We promise to pray to God to ask Him to 
bless and direct our work. We promise 
also to do some philanthropic work, and we 
meet once a month and do something to 
help on some existing philanthropic work.

Our ideal is to try and improve ourselves, 
and to show the real and true sphere of 
woman by using her influence and all her 
gifts to make the world a little better and 
happier. We had one day a collection for 
the Sanatorium in Edinburgh, and Dr. Orr 
most kindly gave us an address on the 
prevention and cure of tuberculosis. Another 
time we had a sale in aid of Bernado, Quarrier 
and Aberlour funds, and so we often have 
those (the best) from the other side who 
are interested in good works who come 
and ■ so hear our arguments, and we have 
enrolled many of them.

I am, &c.,
Griselda CHEAPE.

Strathtyrum,
St. Andrew’s.

OUR BRANCH NEWS LETTER.

SEPTEMBER has been a busy month, and 
most of the meetings held have been in active 
preparation for the winter campaign. This 
has been especially the case with the out-of- 
door meetings that have been conducted in 
London and many holiday centres. We 
have enlisted so many new supporters. and 
active members that the prospect for our 
winter work is very encouraging. All our 
Branch workers, and they now form a large 
army, are returning from holidays and will 
begin making plans for the immediate 
future.

Aberdovey.—One of the strongholds of 
Suffragism has been attacked and carried. 
For yearsa Suffrage Society, under the 
clever leadership of Mrs. Flora Annie Steele, 
has been working in Aberdovey, where 
hitherto, our side has not been heard. On 
September 5th, our League organised a 
public meeting in the Council Schools. Mr. 
Jones Hughes took the chair, and addressed 
the meeting both in English and Welsh. 
Mrs. Gladstone Solomon explained the 
objects of the Anti-Suffrage League, and at 
the conclusion of her speech invited questions. 
The resolution against Woman Suffrage was 
carried amidst great enthusiasm by an over- 
whelming majority. As a consequence of the 
meeting a Branch of our League has been 
started here with an excellent membership.

Banbury.—A very representative Branch 
has been started at Banbury, and with a 
strong Committee and officials will do good 
work in North Oxfordshire. There is already
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a good membership. The Hon. Mrs. Moly- 
neux, of the Red House, Bodicote, has 
kindly consented to be Vice-President. 
Mr. J. Fingland will be Hon. Treasurer and 
Miss Gurney Hon. Secretary.

The inaugural meeting was held at the 
residence of the Hon. Mrs. Molyneux, the 
Red House, on September 18th. Mrs. 
Molyneux, presiding over a crowded assembly, 
read a letter from Lady Jersey expressing 
appreciation of the work of the N.L.O.W.S. 
in Oxfordshire, and promising to address a 
meeting in Banbury if it should be arranged 
before she went abroad in January.

Mrs. Molyneux, after making a brief speech, 
invited discussion, and the Rev. C. J. 
Shebbeare, Miss Cameron, Mr. F. J. Wilks, 
Mrs. Cartwright and Mrs. Pemberton spoke. 
Subsequently the officers and Committee 
were elected.

Blenheim and Woodstock.—A very strong
Branch of our ' 
here, with Lady

League has been formed

as President and 
and helpers. Mr.

Treasurer
Hon. Secretary, 
was held in the

Norah. Spencer Churchill 
some energetic officials

W. Poore Clarke is the 
and Miss Clarke the 
The inaugural meeting 

Council Chamber of the
Town Hall, Woodstock, the Mayor in 
in the chair. Miss Eveline Duncan and Mr. 
F. H. Templar gave short addresses, and 
questions were answered by Miss Cameron. 
After votes of thanks had been . passed, 
tea was served to the audience.

Borth.—A very successful meeting in 
Borth was organised by some keen Anti- 
Suffragists who were spending their holidays 
there, and Mrs. Gladstone Solomon addressed 
a large gathering in the Assembly Rooms, 
on September 18th, Mr. J. T. Lewis in the 
Chair. The Anti-Suffrage resolution was 
carried unanimously. Several ladies from 
other towns came forward after the meeting 
and offered to start Branches of the League 
in the neighbourhood of their homes, 
so it is likely that several Branches will 
spring up in various directions as a result of 
this holiday meeting. The Borth Branch 
has made a most auspicious beginning and 
promises well.

Bristol.—The Rev. R. E. Corlett presided 
over a very successful meeting in connection 
with the Bristol Branch on September uth, 
at the Christ Church Institute, Staple Inn.

Mr. Corlett in a, brief but well-reasoned 
speech, put the Anti-Suffrage resolution, 
which was afterwards well carried.

Mrs. H. Norris and Mr. A. Maconachie 
addressed the meeting, and explained the 
objects of our League in a way that success
fully appealed to the sympathies of the 
audience.

A special meeting for new members 
was held in connection with the Bristol 
Branch at 15, Royal York Crescent, on 
September 25th. Mrs. Harold Norris gave 
an interesting address on the principles 
of Anti-Suffragism and the aim and objects 
of the National League for Opposing Woman 
Suffrage. Amongst the meetings arranged by 
Bristol for the month of October, a debate 
at Day’s Training College, 12, Berkeley 
Square, on October 9th, ought to prove most 
interesting. An Anti-Suffrage address will 
be given at St. Michael’s Liberal Club on 
October 25th.

Thirty-two new members have joined the 
Bristol Branch since the 20th of last month.

Derby.— A very interesting drawing-room 
meeting was held, by kind permission of Mrs. 
Walter Evans, at her residence, Darley 
Abbey; Derby, on August 22nd. Colonel 
J elf, cf Ashbourne, was in the chair, and 
there was a very large attendance, including 
a number of well-known and influential 
local residents.

Mrs. Harold Norris gave an excellent 
address, and explained clearly the aims and 
objects of the League. This was the first 
meeting held under the auspicesof our 
League in the neighbourhood of Derby, 
and the great interest which it aroused was 
very encouraging to our supporters here.

The chairman, in his brief speech, alluded 
to the fact that Derbyshire boasted the 
possession of the two famous Anti-Suffragists 
Earl Curzon of Kedleston and Miss Violet 
Markham—adding that it was therefore fit 
that a strong opposition to the Suffrage 
movement should make itself felt in that 
county.

A vete of thanks to Mrs. Harold Norris 
and Cc Ionel Jelf was proposed by Miss 
Wilmott, and seconded by the Hon. Blanche 
Curzon.

Dublin.—-There was a very large attend
ance at the monthly Committee meeting 
of the Irish Branch, held at the Head Office, 
South Anne Street, Dublin, on September 
2nd. The Secretary reported a very satis- 
factory increase in the membership, and it 
was decided to hold a public meeting in 
Dublin as soon as possible, following the lines 
of those held in large centres in England and 
Scotland.

Guildford.—A delightful afternoon was 
arranged for a number of the woman shop 
assistants of Guildford, by the kind hospi
tality of Miss Ellis, on September 4th. Miss 
Ellis’s guests were entertained at tea in her 
charming garden, and played croquet, &c., 
thoroughly enjoying an afternoon of sunshine. 
Miss Onslow, President of the Guildford 
Branch, gave an address before tea, on the 
principles of Anti Suffragism, and Mrs. 
Jacobs made an interesting little speech 
after tea. Several of the Guildford Committee 
were present, and the hostess was heartily 
thanked for her kindness to the young 
women workers of the town.

Isle of Wight.—A deputation from the 
Isle of W ight Branch was received on 
September 6th by Mr. Douglas Hall, Member 
for the Isle, at the residence of Mrs. Bennett 
Brigstocke at Ryde, kindly lent for the 
occasion. The deputation, which was 
introduced by Mrs., Oglander, President of the 
Branch, consisted of the Vice-President, 
Mrs. Douglas Forsyth and members of the 
Committee.

Mrs. Oglander, addressing Mr. Douglas 
Hall, said that the Anti-Suffragists of the 
Isle of Wight were anxious to express their 
indignation at the attempt to be made this 
autumn to pass a BiIl granting Women’s 
Suffrage as an amendment to the Suffrage 
Bill. They hoped that Mr. Hall would vote 
against such a change being brought about
without consulting the electorate.
Douglas Forsyth then spoke. Mr.

Mrs. 
Hall

agreed that the method proposed, and 
urged by Suffrage Leagues, for bringing 
about what they desired was a very wrong 
one. He had voted for the Conciliation Bill 
as a follower of his leader, Mr. Balfour, 
but he now considered that he was free to 
decide according to his own opinions. He 
was very much interested in all that had

been said, but he could not give. a pledge 
to either party—he must be left a free 
agent until such time as the debate was 
brought before the House.

In thanking Mr. Hall for the kind and 
courteous way in which he had received the 
deputation, Mrs. Oglander handed him a 
paper giving the result of the canvass taken 
last year in the Isle of Wight, showing that 
two-thirds of the Municipal voters in the Isle 
are against the granting of the Parliamentary 
vote to women.

Manchester.—Manchester has held a great 
number of out-door meetings during the 
past month. On September 6th a meeting 
was held at Houldsworth Square, Reddish; 
Mr. H. W. Barber in the chair. An interested 
audience consisting chiefly of working-class 
people was addressed by Mrs. P. W. Craven, 
M.Sc., and Miss G. Moir.

On September 9th, a large gathering was 
addressed at Mersey Square, Stockport, by 
Mrs. P. W. Craven and Miss C. Moir, Mr. 
J. Beaumont presiding.

On September 11 th, a crowd of several 
hundreds assembled on the steps of Bolton 
Town Hall to hear the same speakers, 
Mr. W. C. Martin being in the chair. At 
this meeting a number of questions about 
the work of the N.L.O.W.S. was asked by 
the audience, who were obviously in sym- 
pa thy with us.

On September 16th, Miss C. Moir addressed 
an audience of working men, composing what 
is known as " The Queen’s Park Parliament.” 
We have many supporters here, and Miss 
Moir’s address was received with enthusiasm.

A very interesting dinner-hour meeting 
was held outside some large works at Burnage 
on September 18 th. These " dinner-hour " 
meetings always prove a success in indus- 
trial districts such as the Manchester Branch 
comprises.

A very successful garden party was held 
on September 21 st by the Sub-Branches on 
the north side of Manchester, at Broughton 
Old Hall. Mrs. Boutflower, Mrs. Hughes, 
Mrs. Battersby and Miss Smithies very 
kindly supplied the refreshments, and with 
other members of the Branch did much to 
ensure the success of the party. After tea 
an enjoyable musical programme was given 
by Miss Butcher, Miss Richardson, Mr. G. 
Hanby, Mr. Farnworth, and Mr. Ray. This 
was followed by a dance. The party was a 
great success socially and financially.

Shrewsbury.—The Shrewsbury Branch is 
rapidly coming to the front, for within the 
last few weeks no less than 200 new members 
have been enrolled, and the work of our 
League is spreading in the neighbourhood.

A very successful and largely attended 
garden meeting for working women was held 
on September 11th at Whitehall, Shrewsbury, 
by the kind permission of Mr. W. H. Sneyd- 
Kynnersley. Miss Bridgeman, President of 
the Branch, was in the ehair, and an ex- 
ceedingly interesting address was given by 
Mrs. Gladstone Solomon. At the close of the 
meeting 101 new members joined the League.

Wales,—Our campaign in Wales is pro-
grossing
open-air meeting 
well attended, a 
spite of the rain, 
addressed a very 
and after some

steadily. On August 19th an
held in Llandilo was very 
large crowd assembling in

Mrs. Gladstone Solomon, 
keenly interested audience, 
good-natured heckling the

resolution against Woman Suffrage was 
put and carried unanimously. Mrs. Powell 
was in the chair and made a brief speech, 
in favour of the resolution.
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Miss Violet Markham’s Speech. 
6d. per 100, 55. per 1,000.

Most Women do not desire a

Wages. Price 3s. per 1,000.
Votes and Wages. Price 55. per i ,000. 
Women’s Wages and the Vote. Price 
6s. per 1,000.

Freedom of Women. Mrs. Harrison.
Lecture by Miss Pott. Price id.
Woman or Suffragette. Marie Corelli.
Positive Principles. Price Id.

Price 3S. 6d. per 1,000. 
Some Words of Wisdom.

per 1,000.
Mrs. Humphry . Ward’s 

Oxford. Price id.

SOUTH BERKS—
President : Mrs. Benyon.
Hon. Secretary and Hon. Treasurer :

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

President: The Lady Haversham.
Hon. Treasurer : Lady Ryan.

All the above Leaflets, Pamphlets, and 
Books are on sale at the offices of the 
National League for Opposing Woman 
Suffrage, 515, Caxton House, Tothill Street, 
Westminster.

A Liberal’s Standpoint: A Plea for 
Conscientious Objectors. Price 5s. 
per 1,000.

Black Tuesday, November 21st, 19II.

The Legal Subjection of Men: A Reply 
to the Suffragettes, by E. Belfort 
Bax. 6d. ,

Ladies’, Logic ; A Dialogue between a
Suffragette and a Mere Man, by

Woman Suffrage : Its Meaning and

Speeches by Lord James of Hereford 
and Lord Curzon of Kedleston at a 
Dinner of the Council. id.

Price 5s. per i,oqo.
Woman Suffrage : The Present 

tion. By Mrs. Humphry 
Price 3s. 6d. per 1,000.

The Lord Chancellor’s Speech at
Hall. Price 6d. per 100, 5 s. per 
1,000.

Wages. Price 5S. per 1,000. .
‘ Suffrage and Women’s

Man. Price 58. per 1,000.
Suffrage and Women's

AA.
B.
C.
D.
E.

Weston-super-Mare.—Visitors and resi
dents to Weston-super-Mare and the sur
rounding districts have proved themselves 
in sympathy with the Anti-Suffrage move- 
ment, and have been heartily supporting 
our cause there. Mr. and Mrs. H. Norris 
and Mr. A. Maconachie have held a holiday 
campaign at Weston and the district, and 
addressed open-air meetings on the beach, 
and at the Plantation in Weston, and at 
Penarth, Burnham, Cheddar and Clevedon. 
The meetings were well attended and the 
resolution against Woman Suffrage was 
always carried, never at any time finding 
more than half-a-dozen opponents.

Gladstone on Woman Suffrage. Price 
is. per 100.

Lord Curzon's Fifteen Good Reasons 
against the Grant of Female Suff - 
rage. Price ©A per 100.

Is Woman Suffrage a Logical Outcome 
of Democracy ? E. Belfort Bax. 
Price IS. per 100.

Woman Suffrage and the Factory Acts. 
Price is. per 100.

Is the Parliamentary Suffrage the best 
way ? Price iOS. per 1,000.

Women’s Position under Laws made by

The Real Issue of Woman Suffrage.
3 s. per 1,000.

Suffragist Fallacies. A Mandate {?). 
Price 3s. 6d. per 1,000.

Manifesto. Why the Nation is Opposed. 
4s. per 1,000.

Power and Responsibility. 3S. 6d. per 
1,000.

The Danger of Woman Suffrage : Lord 
Cromer’s View. Price 3s. 6d. per 
1,000.

“ Votes for Women " Never 1 Price 
3s. 6d. per 1,000.

Lord Charnwood's Pamphlet, " Legisla- 
tion for the Protection of Women,” may be 
obtained on application to these Offices. 
Price 2d., also Mr. HaroldOwen's book, 
"Woman Adrift.” Price 4s. 6d. net.

Application for Leaflets for free distribution 
at meetings, or for any other purpose, should 
be made to the Secretary.

Look Ahead. Price 4 s. per 1,000.
Married Women and the Factory Law.

Price $s. per 1,000.
Votes for Women (from Mr. F. Harri- 

son's book). Price 10s. per 1,000. .
Reasons against Woman Suffrage.

Price 4s. per 1,009.
Women and the Franchise.

5s. per 1,000.
Woman Suffrage and India.

3s. per 1,000.
The Constitutional Myth. 3s. per
Mrs. Arthur Somervell’s Speech at 

Queen’s Hall. Price 55. per 1,000.
Women and the Suffrage. Miss Octavia 

Hill. Price 4s. per1,000.
On Suffragettes. By G. K. Chesterton. 

Price 3s. per 1,000.
Silence Gives Consent. (Membership 

form attached.) Price 7S. per 1,000.

Votes because they pay Taxes ? 
Price 4S. per 1,000.

Woman Suffrage. From the Imperial
istic Point of view. Price 5s.perI ,000.

Women in Local Government. A Call 
for Service. By Violet Markham. 
Price 7s. per 1,000.

Registration of Women Occupiers. 
Price is. per 100.

Why Women Cannot Rule: Mr. J. R. 
Tolmie’s Reply to Mr. L. Housman’s 
Pamphlet. Price 5s. per 1 cp.

Substance and Shadow. By the 
Honourable Mrs. Evelyn Cecil. 
Price 5s. per 1,000.

Against Votes for Women (Points for 
Electors)* 4s. per 1,000.

Woman and Manhood Suffrage. Price 
3s. 6d. per 1,000.

Sociological Reasons. Price id.
Case against Woman Suffrage. Price id.
Woman in relation to the State. Price 6d, 
Mixed Herbs. M. E. S. Price 2s. net. 
" Votes for Women." Mrs. Ivor Maxse. 3d. 
Letters to a Friend on Votes for Women.

Professor Dicey." is.
Woman Suffrage— A National Danger.

Heber Hart, LL.D. Price IS.
Points in Professor Dicey’s " Letter " on

Votes for Women. Price rd.
An Englishwoman’s Home. M. E. S. is.
Woman’s Suffrage from an Anti-Suffrage 

Point of View. Isabella M. Tindall.
' 2d.

" The Woman M.P." A. C. Gronno.
Price 3d.

The Red Book (a complete set of our 
leaflets in handy form). Price 3d.

Why Women should not have the Vote, 
or the Key to the Whole Situation, 
•id.

The Man's Case Against 1,000,000 Votes 
for Women, is. each.

" Songs for Suffs," or " Clement's Inn 
Carols,” by I. Arthur Pott. 3d. each.

‘ Feminist Claims and Mr. Galsworthy/‘ 
by J. Arthur Pott. Id. each.

The Physical Force Argument against 
Woman Suffrage. By A. MacCallum 
Scott, M.P. Price id.

Deputation to Mr. Asquith on Woman 
Suffrage, id.

Equal Pay for Equal Work. A Woman 
Suffrage Fallacy. Price id.

The Albert Hall Demonstration. Price 2d.
Suffragette Sing-Song. Price 2d.
A Memorandum on Woman Suffrage, by 

Rt. Hon. Sir Joseph Compton- 
Rickelt, M.P. Price Id

BERKSHIRE.
NORTH BERKS—

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

Clifton Hampden, Abingdon, Berks ; and 7, Queens- 
borough Terrace, Hyde Park, W.

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

Abingdon.
Wantage (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Woodhouse, Wantage.

Secretary: St. Clair Stapleton, Esq., Parkside, 
Easthampstead, Bracknell.

Ascot (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Herbert Crouch, Chalcots. Ascot.

Windsor (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary : Lady Mary Needham, 52, Francis 

Road, Windsor.
Hon. Treasurer : W. B. Mason, Esq.

Wokingham (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Treasurer: T. H. Mylne, Esq.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Garry, Great Mead, 

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

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

Ethel Pole.
Hon. Secretary:

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

Road, Reading.

BIRMINGHAM AND DISTRICT.
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.
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Solihull (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary: Miss Maud Pemberton, Whitacre,

Solihull.
Stourbridge—

President:
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Evers.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Timmis, Pedmore, Stourbridge.

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

Thomlinson School.

OCTOBER, 1912.

Sutton Coldfield—
Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary: 

Four Oaks.
Wednesbury—

Hon. Secretary :
Wednesbury.

Miss Muriel Addenbrook.
Mrs. Grinsell, Combermere Oak,

Mrs. Shirlaw, 8, Hollies Drive,

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

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

Stephen. -

CHELTENHAM—
President : Mrs. Hardy.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss G. Hedley, The. Knoll, Battle- 

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

Cheltenham.
GLOUCESTER—

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

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

Road, Gloucester.
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HANTS (West), Kingsclere Division—
President : Mrs. ‘
Vice-President: 
Hon. Treasurer:

Woolton Hill.
Hon. Secretary : 

Hill, Newbury.

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

Mrs. Stedman, The Grange, Woolton

BUCKINGHAMSHIRE.
MADDEN HAM.

• President: Mrs. Stevenson. 
Hon. Treasurer : Dr. Newcombe.

' Hon. Secretary ; Miss Newcombe, The Hawthornes, 
Haddenham, Bucks.

WENDOVER— . —
President: The Lady Louisa Smith.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretaries: Miss I. B. Strong ;

Miss E. D. Perrott, Hazeldene, Wendover, Bucks.

CAMBRIDGESHIRE.
CAMBRIDGE— , ,

President • Mrs. Austen Leigh.
Hon. Treasurer: Lady Seeley. ' .
Hon. Secretaries : Miss J. Stanley Foster, 10, Trinity 

Street, Cambridge ; Mrs. Boughey.
CAMBRIDGE (Girton College)—

President: Miss H. M. Colgrove.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss H. Darlow.
Hon. Secretary: Miss K. M. Robertson.

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

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

All communications to be addressed to D. 9- Hope- 
well, Esq.

CHESHIRE.
ALTRINCHAM AND HALE— „ . . — . " 

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

ALDERLEY EDGE.
(See Lancashire Districts.)

CHEA.Secretary : Miss Cordelia Moir, Brentwood

Terrace, Cheadle.
HOOTON AND CAPENHURST—

President : Mrs. Edmund Johnston.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Wyatt.

-Hon. Secretary: Miss Gladys Moore, Engayne, Spital,
• Bromborough.

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

ROMILEY—. . — ‘
Hon. Secretary: Ernest Lafond, Esq., Homewood, 

. Romiley.
STOCKPORT— " . . _ . .
.Hon. Secretary: Joseph Cooney, ESQ., 22, Essex 
‘ Street, Levenshulme.

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

Cheshire.
CUMBERLAND & WESTMORLAND.

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. Ie Fleming.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Flora Campbell.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Howarth, Ashley Green, 

Ambleside.
Appleby—

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

■ ANEiS: Shepherd, Shawleigh, Arnside, Westmorland.

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

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

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

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

Kendal (Sub-Branch)—
1, President: The Hon. Mrs. Cropper. .

Hon. Secretary : Miss Cropper, Tolson Hall, Kendal.

ASHBOURNE
President:
Chairman :

DERBYSHIRE
AND DISTRICT—
The 
Mrs.

Vice-Chairman:
Hon. Treasurer
Hon. Secretary 

Ashbourne.

Lady Florence Duncombe.
R. H. J elf.
Mrs. Sadler.
Mrs. Wither. ■
Miss M. Mi Bond, Alrewas House,

DEVONSHIRE,
EXETER—

President. Lady Acland.
Chairman 1C. T. K. Roberts, Esq., Fairhill, Bedford 

Circus, Exeter. .
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Depree, Newlands, St. Thomas’,

. Exeter. , ■ i e -
All communications to be addressed to the Chairman 

for the present, g
EAST DEVON—

President: Right Hon. Sir John H. Kennaway, 
Bf., 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: Miss E. F. Gillum.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Sandford, 5, Hartley Road, 

Exmouth.
OTTERY ST. MARY—

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Willock.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Scholes, Woodcote, Ottery St.

Mary.
THREE TOWNS & DISTRICT (PLYMOUTH)—

President : Is > -
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Cayley, 8, The Terrace, Ply- 

mouth.
TORQUAY—

President: Hon. Mrs. Bridgeman.
Hon. Treasurer : The Hon. Helen Trefusis.
Hon. Secretary : Miss M. C. Philpotts, Kilcorran, 

Torquay.

DURHAM
SHILDON—

Hon. Secretary: Miss Watson, Kingsley House;
Shildon.

ESSEX
SOUTHEND AND WESTCLIFF-ON-SEA—

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

Palmeira Avenue. Southend. .1
WOODFORD—Including the districts of

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

Montalt Road, Woodford Green.

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)—a

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

Thornbury.
CIRENCESTER—

President: Countess Bathurst.
Dep.-President: Mrs. Gordon Dugdale.
Hon. Treasurer : R. W. Ellett, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Leatham, Bagendon, Ciren

cester. •
Hon. Organiser : Miss Marsh.
Bagendon (Sub-Branch)—

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

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Topham, The Rectory.

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.

(C,onlintlid oil page 247).

THE SECRET OF 
DAINTY FROCKS.

Much of a woman’s charm depends upon 
the daintiness of her dress. Of course, with 
an unlimited purse at one’s command it is 
comparatively easy to maintain this dainti
ness, but the woman of moderate means must 
have the gift of knowing how and where to 
economise if she is to keep up her appearance. 
A frock which looks “ a perfect dream ” on its 
arrival from the modiste’s will lose its fresh- 
ness in a very short time unless care is taken. 
It may get soiled so slightly and gradually 
that its owner scarcely notices it, but critics 
will not be wanting in her circle of friends 
who will see what, owing to daily 
familiarity, has escaped her own observation, 
it is a good plan, then, to examine one’s 
wardrobe periodically—to scrutinise the 
dresses which are not being worn, because 
spots and stains upon a dress are frequently 
invisible to the wearer. So soon as one finds 
the original spruceness disappearing no time 
should be lost in enlisting the aid of a 
reliable ■ firm of dry-cleaners. The cost of 
cleaning is slight indeed when one remembers 
the new lease of life which it gives to a dress 
which might otherwise be unwearable or at 
least dowdy in appearance. In selecting the 
cleaners it is necessary to make sure that 
they are a firm who can be trusted to do the 
work thoroughly without harming the fabric. 
Ordinary dry-cleaning will have no effect 
upon spots or stains caused by anything but 
grease. All other marks require special 
treatment, such as that adopted by Messrs. 
Achille Serre, Ltd., of Oxford Street. This 
treatment is so thorough that it removes 
stains and marks of every description, re
stores the shape and appearance of the gar
ments, and by means of a special “ finish, 
keeps them clean longer than is usual when 
cleaned by ordinary methods. The prices 
charged by this firm are exceptionally 
moderate, and the time taken to renovate a 
soiled gown or costume is only four days. 
All interested in dress economy should write 
for the little book “ The Achille Serre Way.’ 
It gives prices, addresses of branches 
throughout the country, and much informa
tion of great value to the woman who would 
dress well on a limited allowance. All 
inquiries sent to Achille Serre, Ltd., 
263, Oxford Street, W., receive immediate 
attention.

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, Yate ley, and Hawley (Sub-Branch)— 

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

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

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 :

PORTSMOUTH AND DISTRICT—
President: Mrs. Gillum Webb, Esq.
Vice-President: Mrs. Robertson.
Hon. Treasurer: Admiral Pollard.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Buckle-phelps, Winton, 

Edwards Road, Southsea.
. Asst. Hon. Sec.: Miss Kinipple, 7, Portland Terrace, 

Southsea.
SOUTHAMPTON—

Vice-President: Lady Swaythling.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Langstaff, 13, Carlton Crescent.

WINCHESTER—
President: Mrs. Griffith.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Bryett.
Hon. Secretaries: Miss Nairne, Symonds House, Win

chester ; Mrs. Smith Dampier, 49, Southgate Street, 
Winchester.

HEREFORDSHIRE.
HEREFORD AND DISTRICT—

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

Bartens, Hereford ; Miss M. Capel, 22, King Street, 
Hereford.

District represented on Committee by Mrs. Edward 
Heygate.

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

Aston Court, Ross-on-Wye.
HERTFORDSHIRE.

WEST HERT8, 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.
Box moor and Hemel Hempstead (Sub-Branch)— 

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

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

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

ISLE OF WIGHT.
ISLE OF WIGHT—

President: Mrs. Oglander.
Vice-President: Mrs. Douglas Forsyth.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Lowther Crofton.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Perrott, Cluntagh, near Ryde,

Isle of Wight.
Sandown (Sub-Branc)—

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

Shanklin (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary : Miss Woodhouse (pro tem.).

KENT.
BECKENHAM—

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

(Continued on page 248.)

RELIABLE
FURS

OUR FURS are invariably 
of sound and reliable quality. 
They are made up on the 
premises by skilled men 
furriers from skins that have 
been most carefully examined 
and tested. They are always 
sold subject to our guarantee. 
The shapes are excellent, and 
even in the lowest priced gar-
merits

New
Skin
from
skins

are never " skimped.

Model Black Pony
Coat (as sketch) made
fine flat
with blue

Fox Cravat, lined 
quality shot silk.

silky foal
J apanese

1 with rich

Price - 29 Guineas

FUR RENOVATIONS.
The remodelling and renovation of 
old Furs should be undertaken dur- 
ing the next few weeks, when prices 
are lower and closer attention is 
possible than during the height of the 

season.

CATALOGUE POST FREE.

Debenham SFreebody

Famous for over a
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BROMLEY AND BICKLEY —
President : Lady Lubbock.
Hon. Treasurer : G. F. Fischer. Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Fischer, Appletreewick, Bickley.
Bickley (Jub-Branca)—

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

CANTERBURY— \
President: Lady Mitchell.
Deputy- President : Mrs. Trueman.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Moore, The Precincts.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Reay, Langley House, Old

0 Dover Road, Canterbury.
CRANBROOK—

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

Cranbrook.
Hon. Secretary: Strangman Hancock, Esq., Kennel
. Holt, Cranbrook* • - .

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

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

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

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

DOVER—
Hon. Treasurer :■ Miss M. Sanders, 16, Harold Terrace, 

Dover.
ELTHAM—

Hon. Treasurer : Miss Ethel Thomas.
Hon. Secretary (pro tem.) : Miss M. Davies, 64: West 

Park, Eltham.
FOLKESTONE—

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

Shorncliffe Road, Folkestone.
HAWKHURST—

President : Mrs. Frederic Harrison.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Beauchamp Tower.
Hon. Secretary:
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 Baldwin, Tynwold, Hythe, 
Kent.

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

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

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

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

Sevenoaks.
TUNBRIDGE WELLS—

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

Road, Tunbridge Wells.
TONBRIDGE—

President : Lady Harriet Warde.
Hon. Treasurer : Humfrey Babington Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Crowhurst. 126, Hadlow Road, 

Tonbridge.

LANCASHIRE.
HAWKSHEAD—

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

(LIVERPOOL AND BIRKENHEAD—
Hom Treasurer : C. Gostenhofer, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss C. Gostenhofer, 16, Beresford 

Road, Birkenhead.
MANCHESTER—

President : Lady Sheffield.
Chairmap: George Hamilton. Esq.
Hon. Treasurer: Percy Marriott, Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Arthur Herbert.
Organising Secretary : Miss C. Moir, 1, Princess Street, 

Manchester.
Manchester North (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Treasurer: Mr. James Shipley.
District Secretaries : Miss Buckley, 4, r.esmo Street

Church Street, Harpurhey. G. J. H. Nicholls,
Esq., 4, Laverack Street, Collyhurst, Manchester.

Manchester South (Sub-Branch)—
President : Philip G. Glazebrook, Esq., M.P.
Vice-Presidents: Lady Hopkinson, Dr. Featherstone;

Mrs. Seek
Chairman : A. C. Gronno, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. W. S. Barratt.
District Secretary : A. E. Salmon, Esq., 83, Palmer- 

" ston Street, Alexandra Park.
Manchester, North-East (Sub-Branch) —

District Secretary : Mr. W. Molloy, 26, White Street, 
Ancoats.

Manchester, North-West (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Treasurer : Miss May Gill.
District Secretary : J. R. Tolmie, Esq., The Poplars, 

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

Chairman : H. H. Gibson, Esq., 481, Stretford 
Road, Old Trafford.

DISTRICTS.
Alderley Edge—

Hon. Secretary (pro tem,) : Mrs. Dale, Rose Lea, 
Alderley Edge.

Bolton (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Treasurer: Mr. F. M. Podmore.
Hon. Secretaries (pro tem.): Miss Podmore, 305, 

Wigan Road, Deane, Bolton ; H. Taylor, Esq., 
9, Henry Street, Bolton.

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

Didsbury.
Levenshuime, Burnage, Heaton Chapel, and Heaton 

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

Avenue, Burnage.
District Hon. Secretaries:

Levenshuime and Burnage : Mr. and Mrs. H. W.
Barber, 15, Roseleigh Avenue, Burnage.

Heaton Chapel and Heaton Moor : Miss I..
Bennett, " Parkleigh,” Elms Road, Heaton 
Chapel.

Oldham (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Treasurer : Leonard Schofield. •
District Secretaries (pro tem.): Mrs. Watson-Harrison, 

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

Prestwich (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Pearson.

District Secretary: Mr. Alfred Wright, 54, Ostrich 
Lane, Prestwich..

St. Anne’s and Fylde (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Norah Waechter.

Hon. Secretary-: W. H. Pickup, Esq., 28, St. Anne’s 
Road West, St. Anne's.

Salford North (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Amelie Usher.

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

Salford South (Sub-Branch)—
District Secretary (pro 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.

Stretford (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Treasurer : Robert Holliday, Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. R. Holliday, 31, Henshaw 

Street, Stretford;
Urmston (Sub-Branch)—

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

LEICESTERSHIRE.
LEICESTER—

President: Lady Hazelrigg.
Hon. Treasurer : Thomas Butler. Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Butler, Elmfield Avenue; Miss 

M. Spencer, 134, Regent Road, Leicester.

LONDON.
BRIXTON—

President:
HIon. Treasurer :
Hon. Secretary: re

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

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

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

CROUCH END.
President: Lord Ronaldshay.
Hon. Treasurer : G. H. Bower, Esq
Hon. Secretary : Miss Rigg. 29, Harringay Park, 

Crouch End.
DULWICH—

President : J. G. Dalzell, Esq.
Vice-President: Mrs. Teall.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Dalzell.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Carr, 5, Carson Road, Dulwich.
East Dulwih (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary :

ELTHAM—
(See Kent.)

FINCHLEY—
President: The Countess of Ronaldshay.
Hon. Treasurer : A. Savage Cooper, Esq.
Hon. Secretary (pro tem.) : Mrs. Rabbidge, Lynmouth, 

Lansdown Road, Church End, Finchley.
FULHAM—

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

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

President :
Hon. Treasurer ': Mrs. Russell,
Hon. Secretary : Miss Duncan," Penarth," North End 

Road, Golder’s Green.
HACKNEY—

President:
Vice-President: Councillor Ernest A. Clifford. .
Hon. Treasurer : Mr. Percy O. Wittey.
Hon. Secretary: Mr. Maurice G. Liverman, 15, 

Urswick Road, Clapton, N.E.
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. All communications should 
be addressed to Miss Gunning, 43, Belsize Park 
Gardens, for the present.

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

Frognal.
NORTH-EAST HAMPSTEAD—

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

HIGHBURY—
President : The Right Hon. Sir Edward Clarke, K.C.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Wagstaff.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Dorothy Housden, 19, Compton 

Road, Highbury.
HIGHGATE.

President and Hon. Secretary: Mrs. J. W. Cowley, 
II, Croftdown Road, Highgate Road, N.W.

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

President : Mary Countess of Ilchester.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Mason, 83, Cornwall Gardens, 

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

Bedford Gardens, Campden Hill, W.
MARYLEBONE—

President: Lady George Hamilton.
Hon. Treasurer : MissLuck.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. J eyes. II, Grove End Road, 

St. John’s Wood. N.W.
MAYFAIR AND 8T. GEORGE’S—

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

Ancaster.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Carson Roberts.
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.
STREATHAM —

Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Winckoski, 31, Hopton Road, 
Streatham.

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 I. E. Cotesworth, Caxton 

House. Tothill Street, S.W.
WHITECHAPEL—

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

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 present

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.
J oint Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Ellis Hicks Beach and

Miss Goodrich, Clarence Lodge, Hampton Court.
PINNER AND HARROW—

President : Sir J. D. Rees, M.P.
Hon. Treasurer : Mr. Mayo.
Joint Hon. Secretaries : Mrs. Gardiner Williams. 

" Inverary," Pinner ; Miss K. Parker, " Mayfield," 
Pinner.

UXBRIDGE.
Hon. Secretary and Hon. Treasurer (pro tem.): Mrs. 

Wakefield, New Belmont, Uxbridge.

MONMO UTH SHIRE.
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, J esmond Dene House, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne.

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

NOTTINGHAMSHIRE.
•NOTTINGHAM AND NOTTS—

President: Countess Manvers.
Hon. Treasurer :
Hon. Secretary :.

OXFORDSHIRE.
BANBURY—

President:
Vice-President: The Hon. Mrs. M lyneux.
H n. Treasurer: J. Fingland, Esq
Hon. Secretary: Miss Gurney, 17, Oxford Road, 

Banbury.
BICESTER—

President :
Hon. Secretary : Miss Dewar, Cotmore House, Bicester.

BLENHEIM AND WOODSTOCK—
President: Lady Norah Spencer Churchill.
Hon. Treasurer : W. Poore Clarke, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Clarke, Market Street, Wood- 

stock.
GORING—

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

HENLEY-ON-THAMES.
President : Lady Esther Smith.
Hon. Treasurer: G. F. Gibbs, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Holt Beever, Yewden, Henley- 

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.
THAME.

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

' Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Ronald Lee, High Street, Thame

SHROPSHIRE.
SHROPSHIRE COUNTY—

President and Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Fielden.
(pro tem- Mrs. Corbett). . .

Secretary : Miss F. Dayns, Longnor, Shrewsbury.

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 ;

OSWE8TRY— •
President: Horace Lovett, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Kenyon.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Corbett, Ashlands, Oswestry.

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

Shrewsbury.
SOMERSETSHIRE.

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

Bath.
CLEVEDON—

President: A. E. Y. Trestrail, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Margaret Donaldson, Deefa, 

Princess Road, Clevedon.
TAUNTON—

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

Taunton.
WESTON-SUPER-MARE

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

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

President: J effrey Mawer.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Goodall.
Hon. Sec.: Mrs. Kippisley, Northim House, Wells.

STAFFORDSHIRE.
HANDSWORTH—

(See Birmingham District)
LEEK—

President : Mrs. Sleigh.
Hon. See.:

WEDNE8BURY—
(See Birmingham District.) 

SUFFOLK.
FELIXSTOWE—

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

stowe.
SOUTHWOLD.

President : Mrs. Heape.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Miss Coley, 30, 

Field Stile Road, Southwold.
WOODBRIDGE—

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

SURREY.
CAMBERLEY, FRIMLEY, AND MYTCHELL—

President: Mrs. Charles Johnstone, Graitney, 
Camberley.

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

Grange, Frimley, Surrey.
CROYDON -

President :
Hon. Treasurer : Miss B. Jefferis.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Narraway, 5, Morland Avenue, 

East Croydon.
DORKING—

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

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

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

Dormansland.
EGHAM AND DISTRICT—

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

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

Englefield Green.
EPSOM DIVISION.

President : The Dowager Countess of Ellesmere.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Buller.
Hon. Sec.: Mrs. SydneyJackson, Danehurst, Epsom.

BANSTEAD—
President :

Banstead—
Tad worth—
Walton-on-the-HIII—
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'Abern n.

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: Miss Clifton, Westbury Cottage, 

Waterden Road, Guildford.
GODALMING—

President: Mrs. Pedley.
Hon. Treasurer :■ Colonel Shute.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Rice, " Melita,” Peperharow 

Road, Godalming.
Asst. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Ford, " Woodside," 

Peperharow Road, Godalming.
KEW—

Hon. Sec.: Miss A. Stevenson, io. Cumber and Rd., Kew.
KINGSTON-ON-THAMES—

Hon. Treasurer : James Stickland, Esq.
Hon. Secretary :

MORTLAKE AND EAST SHEEN—
President: Mrs. Kelsall.
Hon. Treasurer : Dr. Cecil Johnson.
Hon. Secretaries: Miss Franklin, Westhay. East 

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

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

Parley.
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., A.C.A.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Willoughby Dumergue, 5.Mount 

Ararat Road, Richmond.
SHOTTERMILL CENTRE AND HASLEMERE—

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

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

leaze. Grayshott.
SURBITON—

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

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

bridge ; Miss Heald, Southlands, Weybridge.
WIMBLEDON—

President: The Rt. Hon. Henry Chaplin, M.P.
Vice-President: Lady Elliott.
Hon. Trea surer : . mane"
Hon. Secretary : F. Fenton, Esq., 20, Ridgway Place, 

Wimbledon, S.W.
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.
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SUSSEX.
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: Lady Conan Doyle.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Rawlinson, Fair View, Crow- 

borough.
EASTBOURNE—

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

Campbell, St. Brannocks, Blackwater Road, 
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, 16, Warrior 

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

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

Barrow Hill, Henfield.
MIDHURST— - . — —A05

Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary : Miss Vigers, 
Ambersham, Midhurst.

1 .EWES—
President : Mrs. Powell.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. R. Parker.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Lucas, Castle Precincts, Lewes.

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

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

Littlehampton.
WORTHING—

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

Worthing. ,
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Olive, “ Cliftonville," 

Salisbury Road, Worthing.
WARWICKSHIRE.

BIRMINGHAM—
(See Bir mingh m District.)

RUGBY—
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Vanden Drend.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Crooks, 37, Clifton Road, Rugby.

SOLIHULL—
(See Birmingham District)

STRATFOR D-ON-AVON —
President: Lady Ramsay-Fairfax Lucy.
Hon. Treasurer: N. Carter, Esq
Joint Hon. Secretaries : Miss Field, Talton House, 

Stratford-on-Avon ; G. Wells Taylor, Esq., Avon 
Cottage, Stratford-on-Avon.

SUTTON COLDFIELD—
(See Birmingham District.)

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

Leamington.
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 (Sub-Branch)— .

Vice-President : Mrs. Ralph Macan.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Hill, Avonturn, Alderbury.

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

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

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

WORCESTERSHIRE.
HANLEY SWAN.

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

Hanley Swan.
Hon. Secretary : William Flux, Esq, Hanley Swan.

KIDDERMINSTER—
President: Mrs. Eliot Howard.
Vice-President: Mrs. Kruser.
Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary : J. E. Grosvenor, Esq., Blakebrook,
■ Kidderminster.

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

Terrace, Malvern.
STOURBRIDGE.

(See Birmingham District.)
WORCESTER—

President : The Countess of Coventry.
Vice-President: Mrs. Charles Coventry.
Hon. Treasurer : A. C. Cherry, Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Ernest Day, “ Doria,” 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. Steinthal.
Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Newbound, Springsend.

LEEDS- '
President -: The Countess of Harewood.
Chairman : Miss Beatrice Kitson.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss E. M. Lupton.
District Secretaries: Miss H. McLaren, Highfield 

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

METHLEY—
President: Mrs. Armstrong Hall.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Shepherd.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Armstrong Hall, Methley 

Rectory, Leeds.
MIDDLESBROUGH—

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

Cleveland, Northallerton.
SCARBOROUGH—

President: Mrs. Cooper.
Hon. Treasurer : James Bayley, Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: Clerical, Miss Mackarness, 19, 

Princess Royal Terrace; General, Miss Kendell, 
Oriel Lodge, Scarborough.

SHEFFIELD—
Vice-Presidents: The Lady Edmund Talbot, Lady 

Bingham, Miss Alice Watson.
Hon. Treasurer: G. A. Wilson, Esq., 32, Kenwood 

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

Woman Suffrage, 26, Tapton Crescent Road, 
Sheffield.

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

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

Mount, Whitby.
YORK—

President: Lady Julia Wombwell,
Hon. Treasurer :
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.
ISLE OF WIGHT—

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

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

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

Norhan Road, Oxford.

IRELAND.
DUBLIN—

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

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

Scotland,
the Scottish national ANTI-

SUFFRAGE LEAGUE.
(In affiliation with the National League for 

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

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

Queensferry Street, Edinburgh.

BRANCHES:
BERWICKSHIRE—

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

Elder Bank, Duns, Berwickshire.
CUPAR—

President: Lady Anstruther, Balcaskie.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Lamond; 

Southfield, Cupar.
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. Treasurer : Mrs. J. M. Howden.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Johnston, 19, Walker

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

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

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

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

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

Kilmacolm.
Tradeston (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary ; Miss Ainslie, 76, Pollok Street.
NAIRN—

Presiden t: Lady Lovat.
Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary : Miss B. Robert- 

son. Constabulary Gardens, Nairn.
KIRKCALDY—

‘ Vice-Presidents: Miss Oswald and Mrs. Hutchison.
Hon. Secretary: Miss A. Killock, Craigour, Milton 

Road, Kirkcaldy.
Hon. Treasurer : Mrs. Pye, Bogie, Kirkcaldy.

LARGS—
President: The Countess of Glasgow.
Vice-President: The Lady Kelvin.
Hon. Treasurer : Miss Andrews.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Jeanette Smith,Littleraith, Largs.

ST. ANDREWS—
President: Mrs. Armour-Hannay.
Vice-President: Mrs. Harmar.
Hon. Treasurer :■ Mrs. Burnet.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Playfair, 18. Queen’s Gardens,

St. Andrews.

WALES.
ABERDOVEY—

Hon. Treasurer : Mr. John Hughes.
Hon. Secretary: Miss S. Williams, " Ardwdwy,"
- Aberdovey. „ - -----
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Bell, " Mor Aweion,

Aberdovey.
ABERYSTWYTH—

Hon. Treasurer (pro teni.): John W. Brown, Esq., 
Ty Hedd, North Road, Aberystwyth.

Hon. Secretary : Mr. Arthur Hawkes.
BARMOUTH— , .

Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary : Mr. Llewellyn 
Owen, " Llys Llewellyn," Barmouth.

BORTH— . " . „
Joint Hon. Secretaries : Miss Francis, "Berlin," Borth ;

Miss Davies, " Nathaniel,” Borth.
Hon. Treasurer: Mr. J. T. Lewis.

CARDIFF—
President: Lady Hyde.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Linda Price.
Hon. Secretary 1 Austin Harries, Esq., Glantaf, Taf 

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

68, Richards Terrace.
CRICCIETH AND LLANYSTUMDWY—

Hon. Treasurer; Mr. H. R. Gruffydd.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Gladstone Jones;

Miss Glynn, " Plas Groilym,” Criccieth.
NORTH WALES No. 1—

President: nrs. tornwallisWest.


