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The Rt. Hon. Lord George 
Hamilton entered Parlia­
ment at the early age of 
twenty-three, and uninter­
ruptedly served his con­
stituents for one of the 
longest continuous terms 
of Parliamentary life on the 
records of the House. He 
represented the County of 
Middlesex for seventeen 
years, and the Ealing 
Division for twenty-one 
years. In his long career 
of public service he has been 
soldier, politician, diplom­

Secretary of State for India 
under Lord Salisbury, and 
from 1895 to 1903 was 
Secretary of State for India. 
Lord George’s sympathies 
with the people of that great 
Empire over-seas will cause 
him to be remembered as 
one of the group of diplom­
atists who have always been 
spoken of as the “Friends 
of India.”'

As the Captain of Deal 
Castle since 1899, Lord 
George Hamilton, with:

writer, 
social

1874
Under-

Lady Hamilton, has bee 
the host of his Sovereign at 
that official residence, and 
his popularity at Deal was 
never greater than in the 
year of his Mayoralty of that 
historic port.

Lord George Hamilton 
directed the naval policy of 
the country as First Lord of 
the Admiralty from 1886 to 
1892. It would be difficult 
to name a public body or 
office with which he has not 
been associated, and he has 
himself said that the 
heaviest task of his life was 
his Chairmanship of the 
Royal Commission on the 
Poor Law and Unemploy­
ment from 1905 to 1909. 
His tact and ability for edu­
cational work were made 
known during his term of 
office as Chairman of the 
London School Board.

Lord George Hamilton’s 
name is an influential one 
on the roll of the Council of 
the National League for Op­
posing Woman Suffrage, 
while Lady George Hamil­
ton is the President of our 
Deal and Walmer Branch.
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£5 PRIZE.
The National League for Opposing 

Woman Suffrage will give £5 for the 
best idea to form the subject of a cartoon 
to be used in the Campaign against 
the Grant of the Parliamentary Fran, 
chise to Women. All communications 
to be addressed to the Editor, Anti 
Suffrage Review, N.L.O.W.S., Caxton 
House, Westminster.

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

THE PRIME MINISTER’S 
SUPPORT.

“ Speaking for the moment as one of 
yourselves, as one who desires to see 
this change prevented, I do not take a 
hopeless view of the situation.”

“ I entertain very strong hope that 
if the case were clearly and cogently 
presented to the public opinion of the 
country, it would be found that some of 
the Jubilations which are already being 
heard from the supporters of the 
suffrage movement would be found to 
have been premature, and that public 
opinion would declare that it is not fair 
to make this gigantic experiment, for 
which there is no parallel in the history 
of any other country in Europe."’

These two sentences from the reply 
made by the Prime Minister to the very 
influential deputation against woman 
suffrage, which waited upon him on 
December 14th, convey both a great 
encouragement and a significant invita­
tion to the members of our League. 
The Prime Minister’s opinions on the 
suffrage question are well known. The 
deputation had no need to argue its 
case with him. But it is also well- 
known that a majority of the Cabinet 
is prepared to support the “ gigantic 
experiment,” and that without the 
country having any chance to express 
an opinion upon it at a General 
Election. We must make it our part 
to see that in every possible way
which is 
country 
opinion 
enough

open to us, the opinion of the 
against woman suffrage-—an 
which, if silent, is strong 
to sweep away the forced

suffrage agitation—shall be made clear
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to the country’s representatives in 
Parliament. Our case is strong. We 
have no longer academic Bills put for­
ward to test the opinion of the House 
(Bills, be it remembered, on which never 
more than half the House has taken the 
trouble to vote); we have no longer a 
miscalled “Conciliation Bill,” aiming at

ment of women. It is going to be so 
thoroughly articulate that the falseness 
of the “ majorities ” for the measure 
in Parliament will be demonstrated in 
the final and unmistakable way.

the enfranchisement 
women (on which, 
“ boomed ” as it had 
Members did not vote

of a million 
pushed and 

been, some 270 
at all); we have

a plain intention, though the actual 
form of the proposal remains unsettled, 
to enfranchise at least eight million 
women. That is what we have to keep 
before the men and the quiet, solid 
mass of women in the country. That 
is the proposal for the defeat of which 

" the Prime Minister bids us be at work.
He made his position perfectly clear. 
The Government, he said, has an­
nounced a policy which is the result of 
a combined deliberation, and by which 
it is the duty of all its members to abide 
loyally. But he himself, the head of the 
Government, has always believed that 
“ the grant of the parliamentary fran­
chise to women in this country would 
be a political mistake of a very 
disastrous kind. ’ ’ The immense force 
of public opinion which is on his side 
must be brought to strengthen his 
hands.

The reply of our League to the Prime 
Minister’s demand for work will be an 
immediate one. We are able to an­
nounce this month that a Campaign 
Committee has been formed, a compact 
and energetic committee, and is already 
at work arranging for meetings and 
speeches. It is probable that early 
next year there will be large meetings 
in London to be addressed by the most 
notable opponents of woman suffrage. 
Not the least interesting part of the 
Prime Minister’s speech was that in 
which he spoke of the possibility of his 
“ entering the arena.” He must 
naturally take time to consider the sug­
gestion; but it will be an immense 
heartening to our cause to know that 
he is considering it. There is, as he 
said, a growing feeling expressing 
itself more and more articulately, of 
hostility to the proposed enfranchise-

NOTES AND NEWS.
We have dealt in our leading article 

with the very encouraging reply made 
by the Prime Minister to the Anti­
Suffrage deputation on December 14th. 
The speeches of the deputation earned 
from him a high compliment. “ I may 
say, without flattery,” he remarked, 
‘‘ that after a long and somewhat 
chequered experience of deputations of 
various kinds, I do not think I have 
ever heard a case, strong in itself, pre­
sented with more sound sense and with 
less superfluous rhetoric.” Lord 
Curzon’s speech, in introducing the 
deputation was a masterly presenta­
tion of the damning fact that woman 
suffrage had never been before the 
electorate, and that it must therefore 
be regarded as outside the widest pur­
view of any legitimate interpretation 
of the Parliament Act. He argued that 
if there ever was a case for not passing 
a measure without giving the country 
an opportunity of pronouncing upon it 
by a special vote, this was such a case. 
The Prime Minister, if he was mildly 
amused at the absence of the word 
“ referendum,” clearly confessed that, 
while the referendum is in his opinion 
an undesirable innovation as part of our 
regular constitutional machinery, there 
was a good deal to be said for regard­
ing woman suffrage as one of the con­
ceivable cases in which such machinery 
might be properly employed.

4 & 4
The Prime Minister was inclined to 

see difficulties in the form of a referen­
dum, because a verdict given by men 
alone would not only not be accepted 
by suffragists, but would be re­
sented by them as misleading and un- 
satisfactory. Mrs. Humphry Ward 
pointed out, however, that the re­
ferendum might include a poll of 
the women municipal electors. Mr. 
Asquith objected that that would

have assumed it. Mrs. Humphry 
Ward, in her speech, made an­
other admirable point, when she re­
marked that so vast a political change 
as the grant of the suffrage, whether to 
one million women or to eight million 
women, should not be finally accom­
plished by a small majority of the House 
of Commons. That is a most important 
point. Nowhere, even in the most 
sanguine suffragist calculations, do we 
find any expectation of more than a 
small majority. Indeed, those calcula­
tions reduce themselves in the mind of 
such an enthusiastic supporter as Mr. 
Brailsford, to reckon on turning the 
whole question by a dozen votes on one
side or the other. Is that to be the way
in which such a vital matter is to be
settled ? Is a Government with a

be to assume that a certain 
of women were qualified to 
an opinion, but a certain 
were not. However, in the 
headed welter of suffragist
it

number 
express 
number 
muddle­
opinion,

is at least clear that suffragists
have never seen any difficulty in 
that. Practically all of their schemes

normal majority of over a hundred to 
take up and stand by an amendment 
which may be wriggled through by a 
dozen votes? That is not the least 
absurd suggestion of all this hurried 
and Unregulated agitation. At any 
rate, a pettifogging majority of that 
kind would have no weight whatever 
when the measure reached the House 
of Lords.

44 4

An excellent letter appeared in the 
“ Manchester Guardian ” of Novem­
ber 24th, over the initials, “ C.R.A.” 
The writer, asking upon what ground 
that paper was assuming that it would 
become “ plain to all doubtful and 
antagonistic Liberals that for them the 
choice is only between a small measure 
of women’s enfranchisement and a 
large one,” says :

“It is incredible to me that there is any 
possibility whatever of seven million women 
obtaining votes by any amendment to the 
Reform Bill of next year, because I do not 
believe either that it is open to the Govern­
ment to accept the responsibility of dealing 
with the question of women’s suffrage in such 
a way or that any appeal by leading mem­
bers of the Government to the feeling of the 
country would result in anything but the 
break-up and defeat of the Liberal Party.”

4 4 ; 4
The reason he gives for this prospect 

of a break-up is that up to the present, 
while the suffragists have “hen­
pecked ” many weak-kneed candi- 
dates, anti-suffragists within the party 
have been less active because they 
knew that the Government would not 
deal with the question. But in the new 
circumstances the position is changed 
completely, and anti-suffragists must 
also seek to pledge candidates' not to 
support women’s suffrage. The ques-

tion, he remarks, was “ snowed under 
at the last two general elections, and 
will probably be so again at the next 
one. ”

“ At the last general election the Anti- 
Suffragists practically ignored the question 
as not in issue. And the existence of a 
majority among Liberal members, if there 
be one, in favour of the enfranchisement of 
women is thus under present circumstances 
no test of the views of the party as a whole, 
and the sooner this is recognised the better. 
To take advantage of the restraint of the 
Anti-Suffragists among their own supporters 
in expressing their views would scarcely be 
creditable to any member, and when the time 
comes to vote on the point many Liberal 
members will be surprised at the strength of 
the opposition to Women’s Suffrage. Any 
amendment to the Reform Bill giving votes 
to women will be rightly thrown out by the 
House of Lords, and will probably be an 
excuse to reject the whole Bill. The Govern­
ment are pledged to do away with the anoma­
lies and absurdities of the existing franchise. 
But they never appealed to the country for 
support for Women’s Suffrage, and they can­
not fight the Lords oil the subject.”

4 4 4
Lord Selborne made an astounding 

speech on November 22nd at a suffrage 
meeting in Liverpool. We take four 
points which show the quality of his 
argument. First of all he used the case 
of the pit-brow women, as so many 
suffragists do, to show the need of a 
vote to secure women against unjust 
restrictions. Is it really necessary to 
point out to Lord Selborne that both 
in this year and in 1886, when the same 
question came up under a Conservative 
Government, the pit-brow women won 
their point without votes? It cannot 
even be argued that the recent increase 
in the suffrage agitation helped them, 
because in 1886, when the agitation 
was far less, they won equally easily. 
Again, Lord Selborne remarked that if 
women could place a cross on a piece 
of paper against the name of Jones as 
a municipal candidate, it was absurd 
to say that if she placed a cross against 
the name of Jones as a Parliamentary 
candidate, the end of the world had 
come. This is quite unworthy of Lord 
Selborne, in its childish implication 
that there is no difference in the quality 
of the two kinds of vote. Then he said 
that, as he had no idea of the present 
state of the Insurance Bill, he must 
argue on its original form, and he pro- 
ceeded to rouse the feelings of his 
audience by saying that the married 
woman got no kind of benefit for her 
payments as a girl until she became a 
widow. This is, as the Bill now stands, 
quite untrue; and if Lord Selborne 
■does not know the recent provisions.

he had surely better not talk about the 
Bill at all. Lastly, he said that the 
Government’s Reform Bill would en­
franchise “ the most ignorant and 
brutish tramp.” Does he really think 
that a brutish tramp ever has a six- 
months’ residential qualification? It is 
deplorable that the suffrage agitation 
should lead a man of Lord Selborne's 
record into such depths. And what are 
we to think of the political capacities 
of suffragist audiences for whom this 
kind of thing is good enough?

Mr. A. C. Gronno is doing admir­
able work in bringing to light the im­
proper attempts which are being made 
to utilise the National Union of 
Teachers for suffragist propaganda. 
This year, it may be remembered, an 
attempt was made to induce the annual 
Conference of the Union to pass a 
woman’s suffrage resolution. The 
attempt was defeated by the over­
whelming vote of 40,653 to 12,276. 
The Conference decided not to discuss 
the matter at all, and quite rightly, 
since its constitutional objects have 
nothing whatever to do with such a 
matter. Not a single resolution on the 
subject was sent in by any branch of 
the Conference. But since then the 
Executive of the N.U.T. lias been send- 
ing round to local associations a resolu­
tion expressing “ sympathy with those 
members of the N.U.T. who desire to 
possess and exercise the parliamentary 
franchise, but, because they are women, 
and for that reason alone, are debarred 
by law from it.” The Executive pro­
poses that this resolution shall be sub­
mitted to the Conference at Hull in 
Easter week, 1912. Mr. Gronno. points 
out that the Executive has no right to 
take up the question in any shape or 
form; and this attempt to force upon 
the branches what the branches have 
shown no wish to attempt themselves 
is quite unjustifiable.

' . & 4 65
Meanwhile, as we are on this sub­

ject, let us remark upon an instance of 
the true meaning of equality of wages 
for men and women. Suffragists here 
are very fond of promising to raise 
women’s wages when they get the vote. 
The question came up before the New 
York Board of Education, when it was 
proposed to equalise the salaries of men 
and women teachers by reducing the 
salaries of men who will hereafter enter 
its service. Votes for women mean not 
more wages for women, but less wages 
for men.

I
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DEPUTATION TO MR. ASQUITHbetraying theirSuffragists

THE REFERENDUM PROJECT.

NOT WITHOUT A REFERENDUM.

who

What, then, have you in view?

conceded in

to

its

hi

all women

the basis

twomany

I desire to offer 
It does not touch 
But you have also

habitants of this country, 
no comment upon that, 
upon our enquiry to-day.

tion i 
action

MR. 
bury.

members 
women’s

G. LOCKER-LAMPSON, M.P. for Salis- 
has addressed a letter to Miss E. M.

whose interests it Wa 
is that in the prese: 
is wanting. All ou 
to believe that a great 
we think, indeed, the

the franchise to women on the same terms 
as men.

By the passage of the Conciliation Bill,

unfair to us, and

year for extendir 
franchise.

There exist now and have existed for 
distinct currents of

SPEECHES BY EARL CURZON AND 
MRS. HUMPHRY WARD.

say then, 
We should

between the enfranchisement of 
or of none. If those Unionists 
hitherto favoured the Concilia-

Minister downwards, say: " We have 
opposed women's suffrage in the past, but 
now the principle has been conceded, and

You maymerit upon it.

at present stands at 
seven millions to some

merit, because remember well your

hitherto opposed 
from the Prime

country, which 
something over

thought in our party on the subject of 
women’s suffrage. One section is op- 
posed on principle to the enfranchisement 
of women, the other section favours the

11 continue to support it, their 
will directly contribute to the

majority of those in 
made.” Our case 
instance that proof 
information leads us 
number of women,

PUTTING IT PLAINLY.
The following important letter, with

besetting anxieties too much in their 
articles and speeches on the Home 
Rule Bill. Thus the Irish correspon­
dent of the ‘ Common Cause ” 
(November 2nd) writes that if Home 
Rule be passed without enfranchising 
women, then Irish women will have a 
long and hard struggle to secure their 
suffrage rights—“ not because the 
Irish people are hostile to the idea, but 
because the new Government will neces­
sarily be overburdened with business, 
and will be unwilling to devote time to 
the question of woman’s suffrage.” 
But, if there is so much readiness for 
the enfranchisement of women in 
Ireland, it is extremely unlikely that the 
Government would be "‘ unwilling. ” 
And it has always been the cry of suff­
ragists here that to talk of Parliament 
being overburdened is a mere excuse— 
that a Woman’s Suffrage Bill would be 
passed in a very short time if the 
Government would allow it. This 
anxiety about the Home Rule Bill is, in 
fact, like the nervousness about amend­
ments to the Conciliation Bill, due to 
a desire to take any opportunity that 
offers of “ rushing ” some kind of 
suffrage, and hoping to use it as a lever 
for more.

4 4. 6
More than 100 Members of Parlia­

ment, we are told, who have voted for 
women suffrage in the House, have 
signed a protest against the rowdyism 
of the Women’s Social and Political 
Union, and describe such conduct as 
“ a degradation of public life.” We 
should like to ask the hundred Members 
if it ever occurred to them that 
degraders.of public life are not quite 
the people who should be admitted 
the franchise. 

influential signatures, has been addressed 
to every Conservative and Unionist Mem­
ber of Parliament :—

Sir,—On behalf of those Unionist mem­
bers of the House of Commons who are 
opposed to the grant of the Parliamentary 
vote to women, we desire to address you 
on the situation created by the Prime 
Minister’s promise to introduce a Bill next 

extension of the suffrage to women on a 
limited qualification, based on the posses­
sion of property and the payment of rates , 
and taxes.

The latter section is supporting the Bill 
known as the Conciliation Bill, now before 
Parliament. The number of women who 
would be enfranchised under this Bill 
would be relatively small, and a majority 
of the women so enfranchised would, it 
is thought, vote for Unionist candidates 
at Elections.

We desire to point out to Unionist 
supporters of this Bill how greatly the 
situation has been changed by the Prime 
Minister’s announcement, and how power­
fully that announcement confirms the 
contention, which we have always put 
forward, that the Conciliation Bill is the 
thin end of the wedge, and must inevitably 
lead to adult woman suffrage, i.e., to the 
enfranchisement of a majority of female 
over male voters.

Let us suppose that the Conciliation 
Bill, for which a second reading majority 
exists in the House of Commons, is passed 
into law next year, by the help of Unionist 
votes; the adult suffragists will later have 
the opportunity of moving an amendment 

have been irrevocably conceded, and 
further resistence to the principle from any 
quarter will be useless. We ask you to 
consider the effect of this change on the 
minds of the supporters of the Govern- 
ment. Will not those Liberal and Irish 

unduly advantageous to our opponents. 
We shall certainly feel justified in voting 
for the removal of this anomaly, and for 
the placing of women’s suffrage on a 
democratic basis ”?

It follows that adult woman suffrage 
will probably receive the undivided support 
of the Government forces, will be carried 
by the full coalition majority, and will 
ultimately be passed’ into law under the 
terms of the Parliament Act.

In such a situation, we ask your assent 
to the proposition that limited woman 
suffrage has become impossible, at all 
events in this Parliament, and that the 

establishment of adult woman suffrage.
In these circumstances, we earnestly ask 

you to reconsider the question of sup- 
porting this Bill, and to oppose the 
driving in of a wedge, the thick end of 
which is now exposed for all to. view.

We may add that we shall be heartily 
willing to co-operate with you in advo- 
eating the reference of this question to a 

poll of the electors, and we suggest that 
a policy of opposition to the legislative pro- 
posals for women’s suffrage promised for 
next year, coupled with advocacy of the 
referendum, is a policy on which all mem­
bers of the party can whole-heartedly 
unite.—We are, &c.,

F. G. BANBURV.
Austen Chamberlain. 
Helmsley.
WALTER H. Long.
F. E. Smith.
ARNOLD WARD.

Cripps, Hon. Secretary of the Salisbury 
Branch of the National League for Opposing 
Woman Suffrage, in which he says:—

" Although I have always had a certain 
sympathy for the Conciliation Bill, I feel 
strongly that no measure of Women’s 
Suffrage ought to be passed into law until 
it has been made the subject of a Referen- 
dum. The issues at a General Election are 
almost always involved and sometimes con- 
fusing. Electors vote for a particular party 
in many cases, not because of its general 
policy, but because of certain items in its 
programme in which they take an especial 
interest.

" A Referendum on Women’s Suffrage 
would provide a perfectly clear issue, and 
would settle the question as to whether the 
country does, or does not, want women to 
have the vote in an unanswerable manner. 
I cannot help thinking that the country is 
strongly opposed to universal Women’s 
Suffrage on the lines indicated by Mr. Lloyd 
George."

UNIONIST WOMEN SUFFRAGISTS.
The following letter from Col. the Hon. A. 

B. Bathurst, M.P., appeared in the “Morning 
Post ” of December 15th :—

“ Sir,—I should like through your 
columns to draw attention to the dealings 
of the Conservative and Unionist 
Women’s Franchise Association.

" A meeting has been organised by this 
Association in a division represented by a 
Unionist member who is opposed to 
Women’s Suffrage, and the meeting is io 
be held in the house of a leading local 
Liberal. Had the member been favourable 
to the suffrage, it is very doubtful whether 
the meeting would have been held in that 
house. Under these circumstances, the 
following two questions arise: Do these 
ladies who are so anxious for the vote put 
the question of the suffrage before all 
others, even such matters as the Union of 
the Empire and Tariff Reform? If not, 
how can they work against a Unionist 
candidate ?

"I do not wish to trespass, too much on 
your valuable space, but I desire a plain 
and straightforward answer to these two 
simple questions.—Yours, &c.,

"‘ Ben Bathurst.
" House of Commons, December 14th."

The League’s deputation to Mr. Asquith 
attended at 10, Downing-street, on December 
14th. Lord Cromer, the President, was 
unwell, and his place was taken by Earl 
Curzon, who introduced the various speakers 
to the Prime Minister. Mr. Asquith was ac- 
companied by his Private Secretary, Mr. 
Bonham-Carter, and Miss Asquith was pre- 
sent, and followed the speeches with interest.

The deputation included the following:— 
The Countess of Jersey, Mrs. Humphry 

Ward, Lady Robson, Miss Violet Markham, 
Dr. M. A. Pilliet, Miss Soulsby, Miss Burg- 
win, Mrs. Wilton Phipps, Mrs. Greatbatch, 
and Lady Priestley.

Earl Curzon of Kedleston, Mr. F. E. Smith, 
M.P., Sir William Anson, M.P., the Hon. Neil 
Primrose, M.P., the Hon. Evelyn Cecil, M.P., 
Lieut.-Col. Lockwood, M.P., Mr. R. L. Harms- 
worth, M.P., Lord Edmund Talbot, M.P., Mr. 
H. J. Mackinder, M.P., Sir William l’riest- 
ley, M.P., Sir F. Banbury, N.1., Nr. A. 
MacCallum Scott, M.P., Mr. W. G. C. 
Gladstone, M.P., Sir C. Henry, M.P., Mr. 
Lewis Coward, K.C., Mr. St. Loe Strachey, 
•Canon Hensley Henson, Dr. Leonard 
Williams, and Mr. John Massie.

EARL CURZON: In the first place, let me 
thank you for your courtesy in receiving this 
deputation this morning, and let me assure 
you that, with all your important engage- 
ments, we shall take up as little as we can 
of your time. It is my privilege to introduce 
this deputation on behalf of Lord Cromer, 
the President of our League, who is un- 
fortunately incapacitated by illness, and pre- 
vented from being present. We have here 
Members of Parliament representing all 
parties in the House of Commons—the 
Liberal Party, the Unionist Party, and the 
Nationalist Party; we have representative 
ladies, drawn from different sides of political 
thought, and we have also representatives 
here of the outside interests of the law, and 
literature, and the Church. I need hardly 
say, that, had it been permitted, the numbers 
of this deputation could have been swollen 
to five or ten times the total that you now 
see before you. Now, all of us in this room 
are Anti-Suffragists, if I may use an expres- 
sive but singularly barbarous term. (Laugh- 
ter.) There is no one of us here who would, 
I am sure, wish to place any limitation upon 
the industrial and intellectual activities of 
women, or indeed upon their activities in any 
form outside the purely political sphere; but 
we are united in thinking that it would be an 
injury to women, to men, and to the great 
organisation to which both sexes belong, 
namely, the State and the Empire, that the 
Parliamentary vote should be given in this 
country to women. But, sir, we have not 
come here to-day to argue that proposition to 
you. Because, though we have reason to 
know that the Cabinet is divided upon the 
subject, we also know to our satisfaction, that 
with you we have a sympathiser and a friend. 
You have never concealed your opinions upon 
that point—a candour which we greatly es- 
teem (cheers) ; and, if I remember right, on 
one occasion you informed a deputation that 
it was needless for them to preach to the con- 
verted. Therefore, no part of our reasoning 

will be addressed to the question in its most 
general aspect. What we are concerned with 
is, the present Parliamentary situation over 
which you, as the head of His Majesty’s 
Government, have the greatest power of con- 
trol, and which has lately assumed a shape 
that causes us great and, I think, legitimate 
anxiety. You have informed the public that 
you propose next session to introduce, as a 
Government measure and as part of the 
Government programme, into the House of 
Commons, a Bill for the extension of the 
suffrage on a large scale to the male in­

said that any amendment that may be carried 
by a majority of the House of Commons in 
the course of the passage of that measure 
through the . House—any amendment adding 
female suffrage to male suffrage, whether it 
take the form of a relatively moderate mea- 
sure like the so-called—I think I would like 
to add—the miscalled Conciliation Bill; or 
whether it takes the much larger form that 
has been foreshadowed by some extreme ad- 
vocates of female suffrage, will be, if so 
carried, accepted by the Government, incor- 
porated in the Bill, and made a part of the 
Bill, and that the Government will use its 
endeavours to pass the measure so amended 
into law. Thus, if my description of the 
situation is correct, it may happen that in the 
course of next summer an amendment may 
be carried to your Bill on. the lines of the 
Conciliation Bill, adding a million women to 
the Register, or it may be that if the much 
larger measures, to which I have alluded, 
found favour with the majority of the House 
of Commons, you might have an addition, as 
I understand, of something like eight 
or ten million women, thereby raising 
by a single leap the electorate of this 

figure which I cannot accurately gauge 
but which I estimate at between fifteen and 
twenty millions. I believe all these figures 
must be taken with a good deal of qualifica- 
tion. I accept that readily. But that is in 
itself a serious and, if my figures are correct, 
even an alarming situation. But even more 
alarming still, from our point of view, is that 
under the constitution of the Parliament Act, 
which is now the law of the country, even if 
the House of Lords were to reject a measure 
so amended, even if they were to reject it 
three times, running in successive Parlia- 
mentary years, the measure so amended 
would nevertheless become law, without any 
opportunity for the people’s being able to 
pronounce upon it. Sir, I venture to say 
that this is not only a serious possibility, it 
would be an unexampled situation in the 
history of the granting of the suffrage in 
this or in any country, and I venture to 
surmise that such a development could 
hardly have been contemplated by even the 
warmest supporter of the Parliament Bill. 
That a measure introduced by the Govern- 
ment, presumably in touch with and re- 
fleeting the sentiments of the country should, 
after passing the House of Commons three 
times, becomes the law of the land, whatever 
the House of Lords may say or do, was the 
avowed object of the Parliament Bill. But 
that a measure not introduced by a Govern- 
ment on its'own responsibility—(cheers)—• 
upon which the Government is admittedly 
disunited, which has never been before the 
country at a General Election, which would 

only be carried, or rather amended, in the 
sense which I am describing, by the irrespon­
sible vote of an irresponsible majority of the 
House of Commons—that such a measure, so 
amended, should become the law of the 
land by the mere lapse of time, would, I ven­
ture to think, be a novel, an extraordinary, 
and an intolerable thing, and would be out­
side the widest purview of any legitimate in- 
terpretation of the Parliament Bill. But of all 
these points that I have mentioned, the one 
upon which I desire to lay special stress to- 
day, is that a measure which might be so 
treated is a measure which at present, at any 
rate, lacks the necessary sanction of the 
demonstrated approval of the people. I 
think I shall carry you with me in this argu- 

repeating the line of argument which used to 
be taken by Mr. Gladstone on one occasion, 
when you said yourself: " There is not one 
case in our history in which a constitutional 
change of this kind has been effected without 
the clearest possible proof that it was 
desired, and, indeed, demanded, by the vac 

majority of women, are either hostile to this 
measure or wholly indifferent to it. (Cheers.) 
As regards men, whether we take the test of 
the last General Election—or rather I must 
qualify it by saying of such individual elec­
tions in the last General Election as raised 
this specific issue—or whether we take the 
test of any other opportunities of ascertaining 
the opinion of men as may have been open 
to us, so far we can see nothing whatever 
which shows that the majority of men are in 
favour of this change. In these circum- 
stances, we come to make our representation 
to you, that it should not be carried into 
effect until the electors of this country have 
had the opportunity of pronouncing judg- 

be quite willing to accept the test of the 
General Election, if there were the least 
chance that a General Election could be 
decided upon this restricted issue alone. I 
need hardly say that a General Election is a 
confused medley of issues, in which most 
incongruous things are muddled up together, 
in which the claims of parties and 
personalities play a very prominent part, and 
that it is almost impossible to detach any 
single issue, least of all any issue like this, 
from the general mixture of political events, 
and to claim that, that has been, or can 
possibly be, a deciding factor in the situa- 
tion. Neither, if your Reform Bill next 
year were carried, and an addition of the 
sort I contemplate were made to it, - could 
an appeal to the country, if you yourself 
went to it on the double issue, give us at 
all a satisfactory or conclusive answer, for 
the obvious reason that there Would be many 
people who may be in favour of a large 
addition of male voters to the register 
without desiring that any women should be 
added at all; or, on the other hand, who 
may be in favour of a limited extension of 
the suffrage to women, while wholly dis- 
approving of the proposed large addition to 
the male register. Therefore, we urge that 
if the House of Commons in its wisdom next 
session sees fit to add any amendment to the 
Bill of the character I am speaking of, that 
particular addition to the Bill should not be
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who, as we believe, in the best interests of

Sir,

election of December, I have

of candidates mentioned it insmaller number and remark-

evidence of

The matter

would say that it did. It was not

thought you : had
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and pressed into law 
Act by an admittedly 
before the opinion of 
directly asked for and

not been able to ascertain the facts pre- 
cisely, but it seems to be agreed that a

Suffrage, 
on both

the 
the 
the 
the 
are

I imminent prospect of the Women’s 
I franchisement being passed into law.”

1

House of Commons, 
under the Parliament 
divided Government, 
the country has been 
obtained.

between them.
was seen, we

and of the male voter, to a new 
able degree.

Mr. Asquith : Have you any 
that ? '

MRS.. Humphry Ward : Yes.

• Mr. Asquith :

may be, or what the provocation of 
" Votes for Women ” advocates may be, 
introduction or proposal of this by 
Government. They regard this as one of

The influence of these facts 
venture to think, in the

elected. In the

greatest political issues with which we 
confronted at the present time. And they

the main question of Woman 
Insufficiently as the arguments

carried into law until the people of this 
country have had an opportunity of express- 
ing an opinion upon that specific issue by a 
special vote.

Mr. ASQUITH : The Referendum.
EARL CURZON : You have used the word 

Referendum, from which I had kept as far 
aloof as I could. (Laughter.) I have done 
so, not merely because the word has an ugly 
Sound, but because opinion is divided upon 
it. There are some in this room who may 
be in favour of the Referendum, and some 
who may be stoutly opposed to it. (Hear, 
hear.) At all events, we are all agreed that 
public opinion in this country has not 
reached the point of being willing to accept 
it as a permanent feature in our Constitu- 
tion. But if ever there was a case in- which 
a special poll of the people were justified in 
a specific case, it surely is this. (Cheers.) 
And the statements which have at one time 
or other emanated from you and from 
distinguished colleagues of yours, lead us to 
believe that you have not excluded, nay, we 
hope you have contemplated, the solution of 
this particular problem by the method I have 
named.

Mrs. HUMPHRY Ward.-—As Lord Curzon 
has said, we are not here to-day to argue 

sides may be as yet appreciated, even after 
half a century, by the general mass of our 
busy electorate, they are at any rate very 
familiar to every person in this room, and 
above all to yourself. What we are here 
to urge is that so vast a political change 
as the grant of the Parliamentary Suffrage, 
whether to one million, or six millions, or 
eight millions of women, shall not be finally 
accomplished by a small majority of the

11 il MMI

We understand, sir, from your statements 
as head of the Government, that a clause, 
abolishing the sex disability on which our 
Parliamentary system has been based 
through all these centuries, may, if the 
House of Commons so desire, be added to 
the new Reform Bill to be introduced next 
year, and that if, whatever it may be, it 
obtains a majority in the House, the Govern- 
ment will adopt it as their own, and press 
it into law under the Parliament Act. 
Woman Suffrage may thus, for the first time, 
obtain the official support of one of the great 
parties in the State, and have behind it the 
mechanical weight of a government; 
although, as the Cabinet is deeply divided 
on the subject, no moral weight could attach 
to that support; a situation, I venture to 
say, unparalleled in the history of any im- 
portant measure.. And were the strong 
opposition that such a clause would un- 
doubtedly arouse, overborne, as it might be, 
by the provisions of the Parliament Act, the 
country might wake up ‘ to find the Suffrage 
granted to some eight or more millions of 
women, without the electors, or the mass 
of women themselves, ever having been con- 
suited at all ron so enormous and funda- 
mental a change—a change which goes to 
the very roots both of our political life and 
our social custom. In contrast to such pro- 
cedure we desire to- draw-attention to the 
repeated elections, the wide- publicity, and 
the long discussion preceding the extension 
of the franchise in‘32, in 67, and in ‘84. 
It becomesimperative, the ref ore,for us j 

women themselves, are opposed to 
Suffrage, to draw the attention of the 
ment to the slender nature of the 
which has as yet been given to any 
Suffrage proposal in this country, 
of the long and clamorous list of 

Woman 
Govern- 
support 
Woman 
in spite 
Suffrage

societies. The strength of its support in the 
House of Commons is, we contend, out of 
all -proportion to its strength in the con- 
stituencies. It is notorious that when a 
Suffrage debate is coming on in Parliament, 
a few active Suffragist women in a con- 
stituency are often quite enough to secure 
the adhesion of a member who does not 
wish to offend them, while his own opinion 
is still either hostile or wavering, and the 
opinion of the vast majority of his con- 
stituency has gone wholly unconsulted. Out 
of 1,115 candidates in the election of January, 
1910, as was stated by a Suffragist organ at 
the time, only 211 declared themselves in 
their election addresses favorable to woman 
suffrage, and of these only eighty-five were 

their election addresses than was the case 
in January, in spite of your promise given 
before the election, of facilities for the Con- 
ciliation Bill. You, sir, in the debate of 
1910, drew the attention of a crowded House 
to the small influence which the question 
had exerted on the constituencies in the 
January election. I venture to quote your 
own words :-—" Is there a man sitting on 
these benches, in any quarter of the House, 
who will tell me that Woman Suffrage was 
a question which influenced his return? I 
do not think there is a single man here who 

only not a predominant, but it was not a 
prominent, it was not even a subordinate, 
issue at the General Election. ” And if this 
was the case in January, still more was it the 
ease in December. . The election turned on 
the Parliament Bill, and the much-advertised 
interference of the Suffrage Societies who 
spent large sums of money and employed 
many paid speakers during the election, did 
not in any way affect the result. As a Con- 
servative who closely watched two contested 
elections during 1910, I can bear witness to 
what one may call the extraordinary incre- 
dulity of the average elector on the subject, 
and to the amused indifference or angry re- 
sentment with which he brushed aside a 
crusade which seemed to him. either to have 
no concern with practical politics, or to be 
associated with outrages and excesses which 
he strongly condemned. . My colleague, Miss 
Markham, speaking as a Liberal, will bear 
the same testimony. •

Meanwhile, two candidates came before 
the electors as suffrage candidates proper, 
one in Glasgow and one in London, with the 
absurd result that they polled 57 votes

Suffrage debate of last May, in the far 
smaller number of. prominent men taking 
part in it, and in the lessened amount of 
public interest which it excited. Meanwhile 
a remarkable canvass of the very women 
municipal voters whom it was proposed to 
enfranchise under the Conciliation Bill, had 
been undertaken by the N.L.O.W.S., with 
astonishing results. Up to the present time 
about an eighth of the whoke: number of 
electors have been canvassed? by our League, 
with a fairness and thoroughness which have

at last forced recognition. Of the 135,357 j 
persons whose views have been ascertained, 
57,000 have not thought it worth while to 
reply to thequestion asked, 9,000 were 
neutral, 47,000 were against the Suffrage, 
and only 21,000 out of the whole 135,000, 
after all the attention which has been 
bestowed on these voters by the Suffrage 
Societies, declared for the Parliamentary 
vote. Such a result seems to us to dispose 
altogether of the assertion that there is any 
widespread or effective demand for the 
suffrage among the women householders of 
this country. The situation, however, 
during the last few weeks, as we all know, 
has become suddenly acute. The announce- 
merit of the Government Reform Bill, 
together with Mr. Lloyd George’s speech at 
Bath,‘arid the campaign which he and Sir 
Edward Grey are said to be undertaking on 
behalf of a much wider measure of Woman ' 
Suffrage than has ever yet been proposed, 1 
with a view to its incorporation in the 
Government Reform Bill, have at last, as it 
seems to those of us whose fate it is often 
to be speaking in the country, roused the , 
Opposition and stirred the apathy of women

is now at length beginning to be recognised 
for what it truly is—" a measure of the very 
greatest magnitude^ to quote the words of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, concerning 
the Conciliation Bill. And if this descrip- 
tion was applicable to that Bill, what shall 
we say of the proposals now sketched by 
the Chancellor—variously interpreted to 
mean an addition to the electorate of either 
six or eight millions of wholly untried 
women voters; or of the frank exultation 
with which the supporters of adult suffrage, 
both for men and women, are looking forward 
to going beyond even the Chancellor, and 
handing over the destinies of England and 
the Empire to an electorate in which there 
will be a clear majority of women. In the 
belief of everyone in this room, it is in- 
conceivable that any Ministry could propose 
a change so immense and so incalculable 
both to our political life at home, to our 
Imperial position, to our place and prestige 
in Europe, and to the safety and security of 
every woman and child in these islands, 
without a direct consultation of the country, 
in such a form that the country can neither 
mistake nor fail to answer the question put 
to it. That is my reference to the Refer- 
endum. a . s .

MR. Asquith : We will see the different 
forms which it assumes.

Mrs. HUMPHRY Ward : And but a short 
time ago, this contention was also the con- 
tention of Mr. Lloyd George. It was on 
November 21st, 1907, four years ago, that 
Mr. Lloyd George said, in reply to a deputa- 
tion of Suffragists at Glasgow: “Before the 
Government could bring in a Bill on a 
gigantic question of this sort, it ought to 
have been before the country in a definite 
and concrete form. He could not conceive a 
revolution of this character being introduced 
into our Constitution without the opinion of 
the country being asked upon it definitely.” 
A year ago, on Thursday, December 1st, Mr. 
Winston Churchill, receiving a deputation, 
said that he " would not Vote for any Bill on 
Woman ′ Suffrage which had not behind it 
the support of a majority of the electors of 
the country.” When asked how he proposed

to ascertain the opinion of the majority, Mr. 
| Churchill said that, although not in general 
, in favour of a Referendum, he thought this 
। " was a question which might be made the 
। subject of a plebiscite.” You, sir, have 

made statements in the same direction. And 
I a letter has recently been addressed to you 

by 124 members of the House of Commons, 
signed by 29 Liberals and 95 Unionists, 

I appealing to the Government to " ascertain 
the views of the people before there is any 

those views have not been ascertained; the 
I opinion of the country has not " been asked 
। definitely” upon Woman Suffrage; more- 
. over, there is now a strong and growing 

opposition to the Suffrage movement, rising 
up all through the constituencies, which 

1 scarcely existed in 1907; and we urgently 
press upon you, in the name of your great 

I trust, that this country alone among the 
great States of the world, shall not be 
shaken from its ancient bases, until the 

< opinion of the United Kingdom electorate 
on this matter has been clearly and 
effectively ascertained.

SIR Charles Henry : I desire to speak on 
behalf of Liberal Members of the House of 
Commons who are opposed to Woman 
Suffrage. I need not assure you that in your 
views, which are well known to us, you have 
the whole and hearty support of a large num- 
ber of your followers. I am not over-stating 
the case when I say that they are determined 
to oppose and resist under all circumstances, 
no matter what the Parliamentary exigencies 

take the view that if the extension of the 
franchise was granted to women it would be 
of the greatest gravity, and of vital and far- 
reaching importance to the future welfare 
and interests of this country. Before I 
knew of this deputation to-day, I had put 
down a question on the Order Paper for to- 
day, to ask you whether you would give the 
House an assurance that no change in our 
Parliamentary electoral system, and no in- 
crease or reduction in the qualification for 
the Parliamentary vote should be passed into 
law and made effective as a Government 
measure unless you yourself were in agree- 
merit with it. (Laughter.)

cornered me there.
SIR Charles HENRY : No ; but I want to 

। mention this. When I handed this question 
' to the Clerk at the table it was not in the 

I same form. I sought to ascertain from you 
whether you would allow to be made effective 
a measure giving the franchise to women if 
it had not received the general assent of the 
Cabinet.The Clerk at the table took ex- 
ception to the expression, as he thought I 
should be asking you to disclose Cabinet 
secrets. I should be the last to be a party 

| to any such course. But I assure you that 
this question was not put to you with any 

। desire to embarrass you.
I * MR. ASQUITH : Quite so.

SIR CHARLES HENRY: It was put to you in 
| order that we might ascertain what was the 
I view of the Government as regards this un- 

precedented situation, because I think you 
will agree with Lord Curzon and myself that 
this is a situation which has hardly-ever 
arisen before in the annals of this country.

Speaking on behalf of my colleagues, the 
Liberal members who are opposed to the ex- 
tension of the franchise to women, we ask 
you not to place us in a position of em- 
barrassment, and, if I may go so far, we 
hope that, knowing our views, you will help 
to support the anti-suffrage movement in the 
country. We all know that when the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has committed him- 
self to any policy his persuasive powers are 
not to be under-estimated, and therefore we 
hope that we may rely upon your advocacy 
and your co-operation in promoting the 
cause which we have at heart. We know that 
you are opposed to this proposal, and we do 
rely upon the conviction that our views will 
receive the consideration which they have 
always received at your hands.

Miss Violet Markham : I beg to submit 
two points in support of the arguments sub- 
mitted by Lord Curzon and Mrs. Humphry 
Ward, that there should be no extension of 
the Parliamentary franchise to women while 
it is supported by a minority only of women, 
and that this is not a live issue before the 
country, and has never been considered by 
the electors. First, that it is a minority de- 
mand. The suffrage agitation owes a great 
deal of its strength to the accidental fact 
that we have more than a million women in 
this country than men. From that it follows 
that you have a minority of women upon 
whom the ordinary ties of domestic life do 
not fall. A large number are‘therefore set 
free for public service, and a large number 
of them., are driven into the labour market; 
to gain their living by their own unaided 
exertions. It may seem a hardship at first 
sight that these, women have not direct Par- 
liamentary representation, but as you your- 
self have said, in dealing with politics we 
have to consider, not individual cases, or 
even classes, but we have to deal With causes, 
and tendencies operating upon a large scale 
and over a wide area ; and, however greatly 
we may admire the sacrifices of women in 
public life, however earnestly we may strive 
to improve the condition of women in in- 
dustry, the fact remains that those women 
are a minority, that their lives are not the 
lives of the ordinary normal woman, whose 
pre-occupations in the enormous majority of 
cases are neither political nor industrial, but 
domestic. Therefore to alter the basis of govern- 
ment on the demand of a minority, based on 
minority circumstances, does not seem to us 
sound policy. There is unquestionably 
a very strong demand for the suffrage from 
a minority of women, including, I am glad to 
admit, some of the most eminent and worthy 
women in this country, but there is no evi- 
dence whatever to show that the majority 
of women desire this change. The evidence, 
in fact, as Mrs. Humphry Ward has pointed 
out, is all the other way, and the significant 
fact that for the first time in the history of 
Parliamentary enfranchisement you have 
definite opposition and organised revolt on 
the part of the very class that it is proposed 
to enfranchise should, I think, give Parlia- 
ment pause in this matter. My second point 
is that this is not a live issue in the country. 
Perhaps you will allow me to speak person- 
ally. I live and work in a great industrial 
district. We have many problems that we 
consider earnestly, but I have never heard 
this discussed by any working man or 
woman. I speak especially for the Women’s 
Liberal Association in a constituency, which 
sends a Liberal-Labour member to Parliament 
—an association numbering over 400 women 
who are all perfectly familiar with my views

on this question. I am not claiming that all 
support my views, though a great number 
do, but during the five years that I have 
been their President, there has never been 
any criticism or protest about views which 
I have put before them perfectly frankly. 
That is a colliery population in North De.by- 
shire. Then, again, I may tie allowed to con­
firm, from a Liberal point of view, what 
Mrs. Humphry Ward said from the Unionist 
point of view, as to the fact that the subject 
was never discussed at the General Election, 
at least not in our two individual experi- 
ences. My electioneering experiences during 
the last two elections took me into four in- 
dustrial divisions; but, though I went from 
meeting to meeting, I never heard this sub- 
ject once discussed or raised at any one of 
them. I never heard the subject even men- 
tioned, except on one occasion, when I. had 
a little difficulty in getting into a meeting 
where I was going to speak, where I was mis- 
taken for a Suffragist and told to go away. 
We had burning issues before us at this elec- 
tion, upon which some of us were feeling 
most strongly ; but I do not think it will be 
pretended that this was even a subordinate 
issue. And the fact that two Suffragist can- 
didates came forward as such and only polled 
a total of fifty-seven votes does not seem to 
show that there is much burning interest in 
the country. Then we are told that this 
reform is demanded in the best interests of 
women, and is demanded for that reason ; 
to which we can only reply that great re- 
forms have to be considered from the point 
of view of what is the best interest of the 
State, and not of any branch or section of 
the State. When the country has come to a 
reasoned conclusion of what is the best in- 
terest of the State in this matter, incident- 
ally it will have solved the question of what 
is best for the good of women, because what 
is good for the beehive must also be good 
for the bee. I am strongly opposed to the 
Referendum as an ordinary instrument of 
government ; but under the very excepticnal 
circumstances of the Woman Suffrage issue, 
and the fact that it cuts right athwart the 
ordinary party lines, I do not rule the Refer- 
endum out in those particular circumstance?. 
But the main point I wish to insist upon is 
that this policy has neither sanction nor 
mandate. At the two recent General Elec- 
tions no mandate was given for it, and in 
the absence of that mandate, such a vast 
change should not be carried into law by 
Parliament without first asking the will of 
of the people.

. Mr. ASQUITH: I am very pleasedto have 
the opportunity of meeting you this morning, 
and I may say without flattery, that after a 
long and somewhat chequered experience, of 
deputations of various kinds I do not think 
I have ever heard a case, strong in itself, pre- 
sented with more sound sense and with less. 
superfluous rhetoric. (Cheers.) As you 
know, I occupy a somewhat peculiar posi- 
tion in regard to this question. On the one 
hand, as an individual, I am in entire agree- 
merit with you that the grant of the Parlia- 
mentary franchise to women in this country 
would be a political mistake of a very 
disastrous kinds I do not go into the general 
question. We all agree that we need not 
argue that here to-day. But I hold that 
opinion and I have held itever since I 
entered political life, and I have never seen 
anything in the arguments and other mani- 
festations—(laughter) —which we have seen, 
which has induced me in the least degree to 
alter it. So far we are in complete harmony



THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW. January, 1912.
January, 1012. THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW. 9

with one another. . On the other hand, I am, 
as you know, for the time being the head of 
the Government in which a majority of my 
colleagues—a considerable majority of my 
colleagues—I may say without violating the 
obligation of Cabinet secrecy, to which Sir 
Charles Henry has referred—are of a different 
opinion ; and the Government in those 
circumstances has announced a policy 
which is the result of the combined 
deliberations, and by which it is the 
duty of all their members, and myself not 
least, to abide loyally. That is the position 
so far as 1 am personally concerned. Now 
your argument to-day has been, I will not 
say entirely but mainly, directed to a single 
point, and a point which I not only admit, 
but allege to be of the very highest im- 
portance, namely, whether or not this great 
change, for 1 must admit it to be that, has 
behind it the sanction of the general and 
predominant opinion of the country. Well, 
Lord Curzon said very frankly, and I think 
very truly, that under the conditions which 
prevail in this and all democratic countries 
a General Election necessarily involves a 
complication of issues. I will not say there 
is not very often one issue which pre- 
dominates .over the rest, but it involves a 
complication of issues and it is extremely 
difficult to single out a specific political 
change like this, and to say whether or not 
and to what extent in a General Election it 
had affected the votes of this or that con­
stituency. The consequence is that you have 
really, I think, come here to-day to advocate 
a different method of solving the problem. 
There was a good deal of shyness in some of 
the speakers about the most compendious 
and precise description of the process to be 
adopted. Lord Curzon, who is a master both 
of the most direct and the most circumlocu- 
tory language, avoided the word as long as 
he could. (Laughter.) And Mrs. Humphry 
Ward almost exhausted, or at all events used 
to the full the literary artifices of which she 
is a mistress, in glancing at and gliding 
round, the word. Miss Violet Markham said 
that what you are really proposing is a 
Referendum. Well, I agree with the remark 
which fell from Miss Markham, that while 
the Referendum in my opinion is a most un- 
desirable innovation as part of our regular 
constitutional machinery, I have always my- 
self said there were conceivable cases in 
which it might be properly employed. 
(Cheers.) And I will not deny—I think it is 
the case—that there is a good deal of plausi- 
bility in the suggestion, at first sight at any 
rate, that this is one of those cases for 
the reason which Miss Markham gave, 
namely, it is a change which cuts athwart 
all the ordinary lines of party politics, but 
in regard to which it is not’possible to bring 
into operation the ordinary organisation: and 
machinery of party, which would almost cer- 
tainly be done in any Referendum on a 
purely political issue; and therefore in 
regard to which you might infer with greater 
certainty than would otherwise be the case 
that you were getting something like the 
genuine opinion and not the organised or 
manipulated opinion of the electorate. How- 
over, I admit the force of all those arguments. 
I think they apply to this more than to any 
other political issue. But you must remem- 
ber this, and this seems to be a very serious 
difficulty in your way. To whom is this 
reference to be made ? Is it to be made to the 
men, the existing electorate ? (Hear, hear.); 
Then you are going to leave women out of 
account. Well, of course, that is' the con­

venient and obvious way of doing it. I 
quite agree, because you have got the 
machinery ready for the purpose. But is not 
it quite plain to you that a verdict so given 
by men and by men alone, would not only 
not be accepted but would be resented, as in 
the highest degree misleading and unsatis- 
factory by, I will not say the majority of 
women, because it is a moot point what the 
majority of women think, but by those who 
on behalf and in the name of women, are 
advocating this change. They would say 
you are really begging, or to some extent, 
begging the question which we desire to see 
submitted to the country, and I do not believe 
that you would allay agitation by any verdict 
so pronounced.

Members of the DEPUTATION : Oh, no ; we 
grant that. (Laughter.)

Mr. Asquith : You grant that. I am not 
at all sure that you would not inflame and 
accentuate and render it more embittered 
than it was before.

MRS. HUMPHRY WARD suggested including 
a poll of the women municipal electors.

Mr. ASQUITH : That is assuming that a 
certain number of women are qualified to 
express an opinion on the subject; but a 
certain number are not. A difficulty I have 
always thought in the way of those who say 
that the sex distinction ought to be 
obliterated. I have always said that about 
the Conciliation Bill. If sex is not, and 
ought not to’be a disqualification, why are 
you going to draw a line at this point or 
that in the case of women, when you do not 
draw it in the case of men? The logical 
difficulty in that case seems to be extreme, 
and it is one illustration of the enormous 
risks to which you are being exposed when 
you proceed to carry out the change in this 
country on logical grounds. And granting, 
that practically all in this room admit that 
there must be a considerable extension of 
the suffrage to men, must that be followed 
by an extension of the suffrage to women ? 
In my view, that consideration enhances the 
importance and risks of the experiment. 
Then you say to me. This is very cold com- 
fort. And so it is; but I am speaking for 
the moment as, in a sense, one of yourselves, 
as one who desires to see this change pre- 
vented. I do hot take a hopeless view of the 
situation. The public opinion, after all, of 
the country is, or ought to be, and I hope will 
be, the predominating factor in determining 
a matter of such gravity as this. Mrs. 
Humphry Ward has told us, and Miss Mark- 
ham confirmed the view, that now that the 
prospect is approaching of a practical effort 
being made, there is a growing feeling ex- 
pressing- itself more and more articulately 
of hostility to the proposed change. Lord 
Curzon has referred to the operation of the 
Parliament Bill. I have always said—I am 
not going to re-open any of the controversies 
of last summer—but I have always main­
tained, and it is my honest opinion, that the 
prolongation of discussion which the Parlia- 
ment Act provides for a Bill which has been 
rejected by the Second Chamber in the first 
instance, and finally over the Veto of the 
Second Chamber passed into law—that that 
prolongation of discussion would be fatal to 
the political prospect of a measure which is 
really ‘ condemned by - the preponderating 
opinion of the country. That is the safe- 
guard which we believe that the measure 
contains" in itself, and upon which I 
personally have always very strongly relied. 
And if it be true, as I hove and believe 
that it. is true, that more people in this 

country—the intelligent and cool-headed 
people of this country—realise what this 
change really means, and to what logical 
consequences it must lead you, if it is put 
before them as it can be put before them by 
ladies and gentlemen like yourselves; with 
emphasis, clearness, and proper organisation. 
I should take myself a much more hopeful 
view than some people do of our prospects 
in the future. Sir Charles Henry was kind 
enough to invite me personally to enter into 
the arena into which some of my colleagues 
have already descended—(laughter)—I do 
not use the word in any offensive sense— 
when you leave the bench of spectators 
and take a part in the combat you have to 
go down a few steps—I must take time to 
consider that suggestion. I do think— I say 
this quite frankly—that it is time for those 
who hold strong views upon this subject, 
unless there is a possibility, as in my own 
ease, of some very special personal disability 
—(an interruption)—well, I am reserving a 
definite opinion upon it—but I do think it 
is time that they should take off their coats, 
those, at any rate, who belong to my own 
sex, and that the ladies should lend the co- 
operation which they can in whatever 
panoply they think best adapted for effective 
militant operations of a constitutional kind; 
and I entertain a very strong hope that if 
that was done, and the case was clearly and 
cogently presented to the public opinion of 
the country, it would be found that some of 
the jubilations which are now already being 
heard from the supporters of the movement, 
were premature, and that public opinion 
would declare that it is not fair to make 
this gigantic experiment, for which there is 
no parallel in the history of any other 
country in Europe (and all the cases in 
which Female Suffrage has hitherto been 
granted, . are cases ' of communitiesin 
which the social, economic, and political 
conditions are totally different from our own), 
that they would not make this gigantic 
experiment until, at any rate, they had had 
further time to reflect upon these questions. 
I cannot say more than that to you to-day, 
and I trust that if not satisfied, you are at 
any rate, contented.

The CountessOF JERSEY: This deputation 
feels deeply grateful to you, not only for 
receiving us here this morning and giving us 
so much of your valuable tlue, but f r the ex- 
ceedingly kind and sympathetic way in which 
you have spoken to us. We can best show 
our thanks by not detaining you here in this 
room. There is one word that I may be per- 
mitted to say, and that is that, I hope that 
you will not be afraid of the women. What 
they really like is to be rude; but do not 
be afraid of them. And if you can find some 
means of appealing to the country—even to 
the men of the country—what happens after 
that will only be a little squib or firework— 
the women will be bound to be satisfied 
that the vast majority of fee present electors 
are against them. Sir Charles Henry asked 
you to be our champion and supporter in the 
House of Commons; I venture to ask you to 
be the champion and supporter of the vast 
majority of women who do not want to rule 
the country, nor want to be ruled by a major- 
ity of women. We venture, in spite of every- 
thing to place our cause, with confidence, in 
your hands. .

The deputation then withdrew.

COMMENTS OF THE PRESS.
Most of the chief papers of London 

and the provinces referred in leading

articles to the deputation. We give the 
follow i ng extracts : — 3

The “ Ti m es ”
" Mr. Asquith knows well enough, even if 

others do not, that the thing could not stop 
even at Woman Suffrage. That would at 
once be used to force women into the House 
of Commons, and every argument for the 
first step would be equally good for the 
second, and would have far greater force 
behind it. So-called precedents for Woman 
Suffrage are all of a kind the mere use of 
which proves the lack of sound political 
sense on the part of the users. It is surely 
right and fitting that everyone, be he Prime 
Minister or not, who appreciates the gigantic 
evils of a wholly unprecedented experiment 
should use all his power and influence to 
avert a calamitous issue.”

The « Morning Post »—
" It is impossible to pretend that in this 

matter the Government are bowing before the 
will of the people. Mr. Asquith has himself 
laid down that a vast change of this kind has 
never been accomplished without the clearest 
proof that it was desired, indeed demanded, . 
by the vast majority of those in whose in­
terest it was made. In the present case such 
proof is entirely wanting. There is nothing . 
to show that either the men or the women of 
the country are in favor of the extension of ' 
the franchise to women. On the contrary, 
there is every indication that the mass of 
the community are . hostile to any such 
change. No doubt the various Suffrage 
societies have been very active, and have 
worked hard to create the impression that, 
public opinion is on their side. But their 
claims will not bear examination, while their 
tactics often throw a curious light on the 
supposed ability of women to play their part 
in the decision of great national issues.

The " Scotsman " :—
" The definite suggestion made was that 

before the question of woman’s suffrage is 
dealt with by Parliament the opinion of the 
country should be ascertained by the Referen- 
dum. . . . To the Conciliation Bill there has 
been assent by many moderate politicians, 
who regard it as a barrier against the flood 
of manhood suffrage. But this chance is 
materially less than it formerly was, for the 
extremists have come openly into the field, 
and it is now evident that the Bill would be 
regarded by many of its supporters as only, 
the carrying of the first rampart. They will 
decline to go a single step alone the road at 
the end of which is seen the supremacy of 
the feminine mind and nerve in all our na- 
tional and Imperial affairs.”
The " Pall Mall Gazette ” :—

" Mr. Asquith’s attitude to Women’s 
Suffrage continues to be one of the puzzles., 
of political morality. He holds the most 
definite opinions upon the subject: he told 
yesterday’s deputation that " the grant of 
the Parliamentary franchise to women in this - 
country would be a political mistake of a 
very disastrous kind.” Yet he will not 
promise to co-operate with those who arc- 
seeking to keep the disaster at bay; he will.. 
not support a Referendum upon the subject, 
and as a member of the Government he is 
giving facilities for the Suffragists to rush ■ 
their Bill through this Parliament if they 
can.” --- —

The " Globe" : —
" Mr. Asquith appears to present an in- 

teresting example of duplicate personality. 
Though as Mr. Asquith he regards the grant 
of the franchise to women as a disastrous 
mistake, as head of the Government he is 
quite prepared to allow the catastrophe to 
take place. A more astonishing conception 
of the duty of a statesman we have never 
heard of. It is not as though the point 
at issue were a small one, on which the 
leader of a great party might be content • 
to sink his private convictions. For weal 
or for woe the admission of women to the 
franchise is a question fraught with the 
largest consequences.Mr. Asquith himself 
admits so much. Yet, rather than endanger 
the harmony of his Cabinet, he is content 
to stand idly by while what he believes to 
be a national disaster is consummated.”

The " Evening Times ":— ,
“ One of the most piquant, political site 

ations of modern times has developed with 
the agitation for Women’s Suffrage. All 
parties and all classes in the community 
are divided amongst themselves on the 
question. This is becoming more noticeable 
every day, and the prospect is that in a few 
months, when the matter is advanced to the 
position of a living issue, the nation will 
be torn by conflicting opinions. . . . It 
is this complicated position that will make 
a settlement of the question extraordinarily 
difficult in the next Session. One is not 
surprised that the Anti-Suffragists suggest 
a Referendum, but even that method of direct 
appeal to the country would, as the Premier 
has pointed out, be eminently Unsatisfactory 
and inconclusive. There seems nothing for 

, it but for the platform fight to go on and for 
public opinion to be moulded and crystallised 
by the coming campaign. By the time the 
women’s amendment is proposed in the 
House some idea will have been obtained 
as to the predominant trend of opinion. 
Members of Parliament will also have been 
educated on the subject, and will have made 
up their minds how to vote. For it is in 
the House of Commons and in the ordinary 
way that the matter will finally have to be 
determined.”

The “ Yorkshire Post,” London cor- 
respondence:— 3 del - 5 ...

" Now that the question of a Referendum 
in connection with the Parliament Act 
has ceased to be a 'subject of party.polemics, 
it is possible, if the • opponents of Women’s 
Suffrage press for it, that this great problem 
may be referred to the people, if only as an 
experiment. If it is, votes for women will 
almost certainly be killed for many a long

, year.” 5I i"■ - —‘

The “ Manchester Guardian ” :—
" The important point in the Anti-Suffragist 

deputation to Mr. Asquith yesterday lay in 
the proposal—skated round, as Mr. Asquith 
remarked, rather than boldly put forward— 
that any measure for the enfranchisement of 
women should be made the subject of a 

- Referendum. It is a common thing to find 
people who are by no means in favour of 
the general principle of the Referendum and 
would on no account embody it in the 
general machinery of the Constitution who 
yet, when they have a special dislike to a 
particular measure, will be found to say that 

that is really one quite exceptionally suitable 
for this procedure.”

The “ Daily News ” :— .
" Mr. Asquith has never made any conceal- 

ment of his views on the question; but he 
has not stated them before with so much 
fervour and emphasis. ■ He believes that the 
grant of the franchise to women in this 
country " would be a political mistake of 
the most disastrous kind,” and, if the 
House of Commons makes' that." mistake,” 
he clearly looks to the House of Lords to 
exercise that power of delay which he be- 
lieves would result in the " mistake” being 
rectified.”

TEACHER’S AND THE SUFFRAGE
WE refer in "‘ Notes and News ” to the 

attempt which is now being made to cap­
ture the organisations of the National 
Union of Teachers for Suffragist Propo- 
ganda. We hope that the attempt will 
be met everywhere as successfully and as 
carefully as it is being met in Manchester. 
On November 8th a meeting was held 
there by the Manchester Society for 
Women’s Suffrage. . It was called a 
teachers’ meeting ; it was really a Suffra- 
gist meeting’, to which teachers were in- 
vited. There were from two to three 
hundred people present, some members of 
the ' Manchester Teachers’ Association, 
some teachers from elsewhere, and many 
not teachers at all. As the Manchester 
Association numbers more than two 
thousand; the Suffragists’ efforts was not 
much of a success. It was followed on 
December ist by a general meeting of 
members of the Association only, and more 
than eight hundred were present and by 
a majority of four to one'the meeting 
passed a resolution : “ That this Asso- 
ciation is of opinion that the obtaining 
of the Parliamentary franchise to women 
does not form one of the objects of the 
National Union of Teachers. It further 
considers that the discussion of such a 
political question should have no place at 
the Conference and it hereby instructs its 
representatives" at the Conference to 
oppose the taking up of the time of the 
Conference by the consideration of any 
resolution relating to Woman Suffrage.”

A MEETING
(Guildford and District Branch)

WILL be held at The Borough Hall, North
Street, Guildford, on Friday, January 

19th, 1912, at 8 p. m. Early doors for ticket 
holders, open at 7.30 p.m. Admission free 
at 7-45 p.m.

LT.-GEN. Sir EDMOND Elles, G.C.I.E., 
K.C.B , J.P., will take the Chair.

Speakers : Mrs. Greatbatch ;
ARNOLD Ward, Esq., M.P.

A limited number of tickets can be obtained 
from the Hon. Sec., Mrs. Anderson, Roslin, 

| Jenner Road, Guildford.
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A CANVASS The following Results were obtained by House to House Canvass conducted by Members 
of the League or Paid Canvassers :—

OF District. Electorate. Anti. Pro. • Neutral No Reply.

WOMEN MUNICIPAL ELECTORS 
In 103 DISTRICTS.

Electorate. Anti. Pro. Neutral. No Reply.
135,481 47,286 21,725 9,358 (Include deceased, removed and ill.).

The following Results were obtained by Reply-paid Postcards :—
District. _ Electorate. Anti. Pro. Neutral. No Reply.

S. Kensington ... 4,728 ... 1,18 3 ■■■ 6 71 ... 3 3 ...2,8 41
, Croydon ... 4,080... i,575 ... 606 ... 30 "...— 1,869 '

N. Paddington ... 3,7 0 0... 1,0 9 0 ... 407 ... 98 ... . 2,105 .
Chelsea ... 3.355 ••• 617 ... 566 ... , . 36 ....2,136
Birkenhead ... 3,3 3 8 ... 1,154 ... 8 61 ... — ... 1,323
Bournemouth ... 3,281 ••• 9 7 7 - ... 5 8 9 a ... __ 1,715
Cheltenham ... 3,12 7 ... 6 4 8 ... 585 ... 4 7 8 ... 1,416
Hammersmith ... 2,987 ... 855 ... 512 ...39 ... 1,581
Hastings ... 2,610 ..." 92 I 425 ... 20 ... 1,244
N. Hackney ... 2,0 4 4 ■■• — 9 6 2 ... 4 5 3... 9 ... 620
East Berks ... 2,355 ... ■ ■ 603 ...264... 415 ... 1,073
Mayfair ... 2217 ... 1,118 ... 447 ... 13 ... 6;5g
East Toxteth (Liver-

pool Division) 2,18 8 ... 316 ... 239 ... __ 1,6 3 3
« N. Kensington... 2,160 ... 472 ... 211 ... 2 1’49

Sheffield ... 2,15 8 ... 237 ... 44 5 - 32 ... 1,444
Oxford ... 2,145 ... 571 ... 353 ... 22 1,199
Streatham ... 1,8 9 2 ... .572 ... 325 ... 3 ... 992
Brixton ... 1,826 ... 741 ..- 267 ... 8 - ... — 810
Ealing1,749 ■■■ 461 ••• 229 ••• 35 ■■■ 1,024
Birmingham Central

Division ... 1,7 3 9359 ... 2 3 0 ... 2 2 8 ... 922
Torquay . ... 1,640 ... ' 467 ... 210 13... gso
North Hants ... 1,4 9 6 ... 426... 417... 25 ... 628
Mid Bucks ... 1,389 ... 248 ... 222 ... 47 ... 872
N.-W. Manchester 1,3 7 4 ... 246 ... I98 ... _ ... 930
Gloucester ... 1,221 ... 413 ... , -185 ...2 ... 621
Richmond ... 1,0 9 8... 413 ... 98 ...150. 437
Chiswick ... 1,078 ... 24o • ... 141 ...3 18 .. 670
Watford ... 9 3 4 ... 302 ...i78 ... 7 ... 447
Reigate ... 906 ... 338 ... 199 ... 23. ... 346
Hereford (part personal) 7 9 2 ... 279 ... 143 ... 40 330

St. Andrews ... 5 9 8 ... ,142 ...9 6 ... 47 ...
Salisbury, — . 594 -----231 - 163 - ... 200
St. George s-in-the-East 457 • ...123 ... ST . ... 2 ...........  . 251 -
Boxmoor and Hemel . "' ’ . 350

Hempsted ... 450... 131 ... ' 35 ... 3 . 281 ■
Shottermill Centre and

Haslemere Group 3 3 6 ■...145 ... 74 58 go
Hampton ...277 ...92 ... ... I4 — 27
Sidmouth ... 268 ... X . Z 5- ' - - 20 ... IOIBerkhamstead ... 265 ... 88 ... 36 ' ‘
Tonbridge -189 -66 3°

Aldeburgh “*__ 114 ... 36 ... 18 ... . — 60
Total 6 9,310 ... 2 0,0 51 ... 11,316 ... 2,oco ... 35,943

Nottingham ... 8,398 ... 2,300 ... 1,536 ... 884 ... 3,678
Liverpool (8 Divisions)-—" . ,

Walton ... 2,609 '- — 1,053 298—ini 1258
West Derby . ■ 1,844 , . 434 -- 559 j — ••• 851
Kirkdale ... 1,5 41 ... 386 ••• 122 1,0 3 3
West Toxteth 1,138 ... 180 ... 338 . — •••620
Abercromby - "1,090 ‘ ..._.' 260 — 9 * 231* i - ■ - 599
Everton ... 1,018....... ′173 - • ′ * 352 ′ — i ", * 493
Exchange ... - 728 ’168 - - 141 .... — a 419
Scotland ... 716 - ... =16o... — 185 | * : — ***371.

Bristol ... . 7,615 ... 3>3 99 c-ujoi 9^5 ■ •■• 2,004 ' . 1,297 .
Hampstead ... 3,084 dn.m.1,288. ' - o 405 i • - 233 m 1158
Fulham .2971 941. -,265..hi 8 39 * 935

S. Paddington ... 2,500 ... 1,161 . ....... -334... 335 — 670
York ...2,297 ... 773 516 • ••• — ...1008
Southampton ... 2,2 4 3 ... ------ 1,361 ■••• 1 147---- •••229 ••• 506
Bath .... 2,153 ... - 1,026 ... 230 ... 21 ... 876
Scarborough ... 2,116 ... 683 ... 513 1 -- 412 -ii, 508

- Cambridge ... 2,098 ... 1,168 ... 570 ... 271 ... 89
Westminster ... 1,979 ... 1,036 -i221 • . 136 . - 586
Mid-Surrey(13 districts)!, 819 ... . 869 - 151 • 419 - 380.

. Reading . ... - 1,700 ••• 1,133 -i " 166 - ‘ 316 . 37°
S.-W. Manchester 1,4 7 3..." 441 — 416 - 122 doetia4 9 4

• South Berks ... 1,368655•■•- 217 - 289- 207
North Berks .. 1,291 ... 1,085 ...75 . - 63 ... 68

' Newport (Mon.)...1,291 ... 844 ... 113 - 76 • 258
Central Finsbury 1,216 ... 5 3 5 ... 128 ••• 257 296
Isle of Thanet ... 1,082 ... 231 ....— 180 ... 314 . ... 357
Weston-super-Mare 9 3 5 .... 380 . ... - 235=-> 69 • 251
Camlachie 8 5 5 ... - 457 ...110 • 84 •" 204
Guildford ... 7 7 6 ... 4 2 8 ... 6 7 - 7 2 209
Whitechapel ...- 7 5 8 ■ ••• 293 •■• 110 ••• 3 4 ■■• 321
Penrith ' ..." 508 ...251 ... 126• - 131
Keswick ... 405 ... 196 ... 87 i ... - ... 122
Dorking ... / 290 ... 116 ... 50 ... 31 ... 93
Shanklin ...283 ... 163 ... 48 ■■■ 3438
Camberley & Frimley 271 ... 119 ~ 38 — 21 "." 93
Sandown & Lake, I.of W. 270 ... j 162yn.iy 49 ... 8 "■ 51
Wigton ... . 224 ... 203 ... 13 2 ••• 6
Woodbridge ... 212 ... ′ . 118 ... 11 ... 29 ... - - 54
Ashbourne ... 153 ... 107 ... 5 ... 2 ... 39
.Crowborough ... 147 ... ■ - 100 ••• 17 ■•• —- ••• 3°
Cockermouth ... 143 ... isomar 74 ... 49 ■•• 1 r ••• . 19
Romsey... - ... 130 . ... i 64••• 17 ••• —i - 1 : ■ 49
Hawkhurst ...*95 ... - 70 indo ‘ -III. -.-“ — • 14
Cranbrook ... 88 ... 52 ... 7 ... — ... 29
Midhurst (part reply 

postcards)... 73 ... 27 15... " 20 ... ti
Holmwood ... 69 1 ... 33 imiaca 8 . ••• . 14 ••• 14
Westcote ... " 48 ... 28 ... 10 .... 6... 4
Melton ... , 42 ... 38 ••• 1 ••• 3 ■•• —
Rogate --..18 ..... 13 .. . 1 ... .’ 2 3

Total 66,171 ... 27,235 ... 10,409 .—- 7:358 ••• 21,169
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ADVANCEMENT COMMITTEE.
One of the main contentions of this 

Committee is that a large proportion of 
the improvements in our social life, the 
need for which is so constantly urged by 
the Suffragists as a ground for claiming 
the Parliamentary vote, can be obtained 
by a proper use of the powers of local 
government, in which women already 
possess no inconsiderable share, and which 
will be largely increased if we are success­
ful in getting our two Bills through 
Parliament next year.

This contention is strikingly exemplified 
by the following extract from “ The 
Times ” which appeared in its issue of 
December 4th.

“ In this week’s agenda of the London 
County Council is an account of the visit 
of a deputation to the Home Secretary 
on November 17th, to place before him 
the Council’s views on the report of the 
Royal Commission ’ on the Care and 
Control of the Feeble-Minded.
" Mr. McKenna stated in reply to the 

deputation that he had in draft an 
Inebriates Bill, and also the heads of a 
Bill for dealing with the feeble-minded, 
both of which he trusted would become, 
law in the next Session of Parliament. In 
the last-named Bill, which would be com­
pulsory and not adoptive, provision would 
be made for the care, after the age of 
sixteen, of feeble-minded children, and for 
the care of imbeciles. The Home Office 
were in agreement with the Council’s 
desire for the establishment of a central 
authority for the care and control of 
mentally defective persons of all ages.
“On the question of the treatment of 

inebriates, he foreshadowed legislation 
whereby magistrates would be enabled to . 
commit an habitual inebriate to receive 
reformatory treatment. As regarded the 
establishment and maintenance of 
reformatories, he thought that assistance 
from the Treasury might reasonably be 
expected.

“ The President of the Boardof Education 
(Mr. J. A. Pease, M.P.), who also spoke, 
referred to the necessity for making com­
pulsory the operation of the Elementary 
Education (Defective. and Epiletic 
Children) Act, 1899, and for educating 
feeble-minded children in every district. 
He promised cordial co-operation with the 
Home Secretary in producing a Bill which 
they believed would do what could be done 
by legislation to mitigate the evil.”

The Local Authorities (Qualification of 
Women) (Ireland) Bill, enabling' women to 
become members of county councils in 
Ireland, which was piloted through the 
House of .Commons by Mr. Hugh Law and 
through the House of Lords by I ord 
Mayo, has received the Royal Assent.

Che Women’s total Government Society, 
FOR THE UNITED KINGDOM.

ESTABLISHED ON A NON-PARTY BASIS.
Founded in 1888, and formally constituted as a Society in 1893

President—LADY STRACHEY.

objects.
(a) To promote the removal of all remaining legal disabilities or women 

in respect to local government.
(b) To promote the participation of women in local government, both 

as administrators and as officials.
(c) To promote among women the study of their duties as citizens in 

respect to local government.
Publications, including leaflets on the Local Government Qualification Bill, and other 
information can be obtained at the

Office : 19, TOTHILL Street, Westminster. Tel.: 1903 Victoria.

The Irish Local Government Act of 1898 
made women eligible as members of dis­
trict councils in Ireland, but not of county 
councils. In 1907 the Government in­
troduced a Bill making women eligible 
as members of county councils in England. 
A similar privilege was subsequently ex- 
tended to Scotland, but Ireland was not 
included, though Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman, in reply to a question in the 
House, said the Government would have 
no objection to the inclusion of Ireland if 
there was any demand for it.

SINCE our last number appeared, there 
has been a bye-election for the Birming­
ham City Council, and Miss Margaret 
Pugh, one of the ladies who stood at the 
elections on November I st, but was not 
then returned, was elected. She was 
defeated on November 1st by only 59 votes, 
and she was elected on the second occasion 
by a majority of 790.

WOMEN AND
LOCAL GOVERNMENT.

The committee of the Ashton-under-Lyne 
branch of the National British Women’s 
Temperance Association—recognising the 
opportunity which women’s place in local 
government affords for the promotion of 
temperance and other great moral causes— 
has passed a resolution calling upon the 
Government to bring in a Bill to enable 
men and women to be candidates for county 
and borough councils on a residential quali- 
fication only, such as suffices for candidature 
for all other local government bodies.

At a meeting of the Brighton and Hove 
Women’s Local • Government Association, 
held _ recently at . the Royal Pavilion, a re­
solution calling upon the Government to en- 
able Women to sit • on county and borough 
councils was passed. Mrs. Leonard Burrows 
was in the chair, and the chief speaker was

Mrs. Brownlow-. A large number of pro- 
minent Brighton residents were on the plat- 
form.

The Haslemere and District Women’s 
Local Government Association has passed a 
similar resolution, in which it points out that 
a peculiarly irrational and mischievous re- 
suit of the present law is the exclusion of 
married women from county and town 
councils.

The St. Marylebone Women’s Local 
Government Association has passed a resolu- 
tion urging upon the Government the need 
for a Government Bill to provide that a re- 
sidential qualification shall suffice for men 
and women candidates for county and 
borough councils.

THE FIRST MARRIED WOMAN 
ON A COUNCIL.

With regard to the contests which took 
place last November it is interesting to note 
that Mrs. Hume Pinsent, who got in at Bir- 
mingham, is the first married woman to be 
elected to serve on a Municipal Council. 
This is owing to the decision, in October, 
1909, of Mr. Brookes, Revising Barrister for 
Birmingham, which enabled the Overseers to 
place duly qualified married women on the 
Burgess Roll without further question, in 
virtue of the Qualification of Women Act of 
1907. Mr. Brookes held that as none but 
electors are eligible to County and Town 
Councils, the enabling Act must have been 
intended to remove the electoral disability 
of married women. All Revising Barristers 
do not, however, take this view. .

ADVICE AND INFORMATION.
Branches can obtain advice, information, 

and pamphlets about Women’s Local Govern­
ment Work by applying to the Secretary of 
the Local Government Advancement Com- 
mittee of the N.L.O.W.S., which meets at 
our offices at Caxton House, Tothill Street, 
Westminster, once a month.
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RHETORIC AND REVOLUTION.
THE following letter, by Mrs. Humphry 

Ward, appeared in the " Times ” of Nov- 
ember 27th :—

Sir,—Our omniscient and omnipotent 
Chancellor of the Exchequer went down to 
Bath on Friday night resolved once more 
“ to ruin or to rule the State,” and dis- 
coursed to a large audience of Liberals on 
Woman Suffrage. One may gather from 
the reports that a considerable number of 
those who heard him were not persuaded 
by him on this particular subject, however 
much they may have enjoyed the rhetorical 
display which their favourite performer on 
the political stage did not fail to give them. 
As a rhetorical effort, indeed, the speech 
was not nearly so good as usual; while 
as an argument, anyone with the rudiments 
of political training who had given half 
an hour’s thought to the matter could have 
torn it in pieces.

Given the position of the speaker, how- 
ever, the speech was a political event; and 
those men and women among us who, in 
the best interests of women and the State, 
are opposed to the concession of the Parlia- 
mentary vote to women have got to deal 
with it. It is worth while, therefore, to 
examine the arguments a little. Not that the 
arguments really matter very much. It is 
perfectly clear from the speech itself that 
what has driven the Chancellor into this 
new crusade is nothing but the old party 
game slightly dressed up. The Conciliation 
Bill was threatening to pass. A number of 
anxious Liberals had been at work investi- 
gating its probable effect on the electorate. 
They had discovered in some detail—so it 
is rumoured—what most of us believed be- 
fore, that the Bill, if passed, would 
strengthen the Conservative party. Hence 
these tears. The Chancellor, with his eye 
on the next election, and alarmed for the 
fate of certain measures which he has been 
rushing on the country, went post haste to 
Bath to denounce the Conciliation Bill and 
its authors, and to plunge for the inclusion, 
not of one million, but of something like 
eight millions of women in the coming Re- 
form Bill. He makes, indeed, an emotional 
and pathetic appeal. But the party cal- 
cuIation underlying it is something a good 
deal more solid, and has very little to do 
with either the rights or the wrongs' of 
women.

Let us, however, look at the argument. 
The Chancellor says he wants a franchise 
which will include the workman’s wife, and 
he wants it because legislation is now 
touching " the homes of the people." Edu- 
cation, housing, sanitation, provision for 
old age and sickness, temperance, nursing, 
the prevention of disease—these subjects are 
mentioned expressly as subjects on which 
women ought to be consulted no less than 
men, and ought to bring " aid and succour ” 
to men. They " have been lifted into the 
sphere of law”—by which, I suppose, the 
Chancellor means that a vast mass of legis- 
lation already exists upon them. Why, now 
that they have been lifted into the sphere 
of law, asked Mr. Lloyd George, should 
women "cease to be interested in them ”?

The answer is, of course, that so far from 
" ceasing " women in general are only just 
beginning to be interested in the immense 
powers they already possess over every single 
one of the subjects to which the Chancellor 

refers. It has taken them forty years to 
realise that in the municipal vote they 
possess an instrument of the better life, of 
incalculable importance. They are now 
beginning to realise it. It took them nearly 
as long to obtain not only the vote, but the 
right to sit as representatives: on all the 
local authorities of the Kingdom. And one 
important reform still remains before women 
can obtain their full share of this repre- 
sentation—the substitution of a residential 
for an occupancy qualification. Mr. Lloyd 
George could have given it them at any 
time within the last six years with a wave 
of his hand. It would have brought hun­
dreds of women on to the local bodies of 
the country, to deal with housing and edu- 
cation, the care of the sick, and the preven- 
tion of disease. The Bill which would 
have made it law has been long before 
Parliament, yet, so far as I know, neither 
Mr. Lloyd George nor any member of the 
Government to which he belongs has ever 
lifted a finger to help it. This Bill of one 
clause would, indeed have brought to men 
that " aid and succour ” of women for which 
the Chancellor pleads, but it could have done 
nothing to keep a Liberal Chancellor in 
power.

Housing? Why, this very speech contains 
the proof that what the housing problem 
demands is not fresh law-making, but active 
and honourable administration. The Chan- 
cellor denounces Harrogate for its slums, 
only to be told by an indignant municipality 
that what municipal neglect had once per- 
mitted municipal energy has now all but 
completely remedied. Everything is not done 
in .a day. A few bad houses still remain, 
and Mr. George gives a pathetic description 
of one of them in order to show what women 
endure—without the Parliamentary vote. 
Could anything be more absurd? Why 
should they endure it—or men either? Both 
men and women—so far as women are house- 
holders—possess the vote which controls the 
municipality. And it is shown that the 
municipality in question has already done 
much to abolish such houses, and has only 
to go on in the same path to abolish the rest. 
If Mr. Lloyd George is unaware of the powers 
over housing which the women voters and 
councillors of a municipality possess, equally 
with the men voters and councillors, one 
may refer him to a special statement drawn 
up by the Local Government Board and 
printed as an appendix to the report of the 
Committee on Physical Deterioration. The 
law is there. More persons are indeed re- 
quired to work it. And so far as slums— 
which are illegal— are concerned, the Par- 
liamentary vote has nothing to do with the 
matter. Parliament has given ample and 
delegated power to the municipalities includ­
ing women, and the leaflets issued by the 
Women’s Local Government Association, 
abundantly show what women may do, have 
done, and are doing under the existing law 
towards the provision of better houses in 
their towns and districts. In this connec- 
tion to demand a municipal vote not only 
for women householders—i.e., broadly speak- 
ing, for spinsters and widows—but for mar- 
ried women also, might be relevant; there 
are many of us who would agree with any 
Minister who might urge it as reasonable. 
But to ask for the Parliamentary vote for 
women in order to deal with slums is to 
burn down the house for the sake of roast 
pig. There are already grates and fifes for 
the purpose.

Education also? Almost everything that 
concerns the education of the people is now 
in the hands of the municipal voter. He and 
she can return a council of what complexion 
they please, favourable or unfavourable to 
denominational schools, lavish or economi- 
cal in its educational expenditure, Socialist 
or individualist in its management of school 
feeding, or recreation, or medical inspection. 
And when an Education Bill itself is in the 
offing, the influence of the counties and 
municipalities which are conducting educa- 
tion throughout the country, already great, 
is likely to be still greater. The power of 
a thousand women councillors, freely elected 
by the men and women voters of the coun- 
ties and municipalities, in shaping an educa­
tion settlement would probably be infinitely 
more effective than that of a minority of 
Parliamentary women voters swept into the 
vortex of specifically male and Imperial 
politics.

It is precisely the same with all the other 
interests of the home that the Chancellor 
mentions—sanitation, nursing, preservation 
of infant life, and the rest. The powers 
required equally for men and women are all 
there; or if more are wanted the leverage to 
get them is there also. Two things stand in 
the way: that small alteration in the law to: 
which I have referred, and which no Lliberal 
Government has ever stirred itself to pass ; 
and the baneful influence of party on muni- 
cipal politics. But the change in the law 
may easily pass next Session ; and with re- 
gard to the second obstacle, it may well be 
the special task of the women’s municipal 
movement, pursued with energy and public 
spirit to lighten the yoke of party on the 
municipal neck and to promote the greater 
independence of the two spheres. All re- 
formers desire it; and possibly women, with 
their " arts of gentleness " and their prac­
tical spirit of detail, are destined in the future 
to render this great service to the nation.

As to the Chancellor’s second complaints 
that he has been able to find no women to 
advise him on the Insurance Bill, it can only 
be received with astonished amusement. As. 
a matter of fact, all sorts and kinds of wo- 
men have been busy advising him from the 
moment the Bill got seriously under way till 
now. A joint committee, consisting of 
women specially appointed by the National 
Union of Women Workers and Members of 
Parliament, has been sitting for months, and 
the amendments framed by it are now largely 
incorporated in the Bill. A similar commit- 
tee of men and women which had its origin 
in this house pressed various amendments 
on the Chancellor, the most important of 
.which— one of the most important, indeed, 
in the history of the Bill—is apparently just 
about to be added to it on Report. At every 
stage, indeed, the opinion of women has been 
at work upon the Bill and the .Chancellor. 
The Women’s Liberal Federation have pub- 
licly thanked him for the attention he has 
paid to it ; and when he receives the ser- 
vants5 deputation on Tuseday, the conces- 
sions he will probably make will only be the 
last of a long series due to women and 
women’s advice.

With such worthless arguments, implying 
as they do a real contempt for the intelli- 
gence of his audience, has the Chancellor 
started . on his campaign; but let no one 
underrate the influence of such a tempera- 
ment on a modern democracy. The fight 
before us will be the hotter for the interven- 
tion of Mr. Lloyd George. All the more rea-
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But though man may be the stronger we will 
yield to him no longer.

And a little thing like Nature shall r.ot 
harass us nor vex;

They ’ll believe us when we mention that it’s the franchise to themselves. It was in 
of these incontrovertible facts that they 
found themselves. He was a Liberal, 
the fundamental basis of his Liberalism 
the will of the majority of the people.

• Mary A. WARD. 
Grosvenor Place, S.W., 
Nov. 26th, 1911.

When we pass an. act transforming into 
ganders all the geese.

dancers wore gowns in some way reproduc- 
ing these prettyshades. The " proceedings 
were thoroughly enjoyable and the ball a 
success in every way.

matter is far above party, and 
across it. It is simply artieulus 
cadintis patriae. The addition 
eight millions or eleven millions 
voters to the English electorate

matter against their own colleague. The 
cuts right

and navy, its shipping, 
industries, and finance, 
the masculine activities, 
feminine those directed to

the country, consume 
than half of it.”

"‘ Women, who produce about one- 
thousandth of the marketable wealth of

convention
mankind to recognise the differ- 

: sex.

LLOYD GEORGE’S RIGHT- 
ABOUT FACE.

John MASSIE has sent to the " Times,”

By Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun.

son to call upon those other members of the 
Cabinet who are conscientiously opposed to 
woman suffrage to play their part as frankly 
and openly as Mr. Lloyd George has now 
chosen to play his. We Unionists who have 
opposed the Conciliation Bill, although we 
were convinced that its immediate results 
would be favourable to Unionism, feel that 
we have a double right to call upon Mr. 
Asquith, Mr. Harcourt, Mr. McKenna, and 
Mr. Hobhouse to come to our aid in this 

immediate alteration of our place and pres- 
tige in Europe, an immediate weakening of 
our imperial power, an immediate diminu- 
tion of security for every man and woman 
in these islands. Moreover, the whole future 
of legitimate and slowly developing power 
that now lies before English women of every 
class will have been endangered ; the " wild 
women ” of these latter days will have be- 
come an institution, and English politics will 
have begun to drop to the window-breaking 
level.

All this our Welsh Chancellor risks with a 
light heart. One is reminded of a famous 
saying of Mommsen:—" The Celts have 
shaken all States, and founded none."— 
Yours obediently, 

in which it appeared on December 1st, the 
following damaging reminder of Mr. Lloyd 
George’s tactics:—

" SIR,—On November 21st, 1907, Mr. 
Lloyd George said, in reply to a deputation 
of Suffragists at Glasgow :—

Before the Government could bring in a 
Bill on a gigantic question of that sort, it 
ought to have been before the country in 
a definite and concrete form. He could 
not conceive of a revolution of this 
character being introduced into our Con- 
stitution without the opinion of the coun- 
try being asked upon it definitely., It could 
hardly be said that the 400 Members of 
Parliament pledged to Woman Suffrage 
had really consulted their constituents 
about it. . . . It had never really been 

magnitude without giving fair warning to 
the country that it was intended to deal 
with the subject.—(The " Times," Novem- 
ber 22nd, 1907.)
" The primary condition, that Mr. Lloyd 

George at that time formulated has not yet 
been satisfied. It is true that the country 
has been treated to much more talk on the 
subject but the question has never been be- 
fore the constituencies as a direct issue. 
The General Elections of January and 
December, 1910, were held on another issue 
altogether. In the election of January, 1906

(the year before Mr. Lloyd George’s-speech 
at Glasgow quoted above), only about 61 of 
the elected members had mentioned woman 
suffrage in their addresses. In the election 
of December, 1910 (as far as I am able 
accurately to ascertain), those elected mem- 
bers who mentioned woman suffrage in their 
addresses came to about the same number. 
Very few members, therefore, of the present 
House of Commons have definitely ‘con­
sulted their constituents’ in the matter of 
entrusting to women the power of Imperial 
government. The Parliamentary situation 
accordingly has not changed in this indis- 
pensable aspect of the business.

c But Mr. Lloyd George has changed; he 
has turned right-about-face. He is now 
handing himself over, without hesitation or 
reservation, to the task of ‘ introducing into 
our Constitution a revolution without the 
opinion of the country being asked upon it 
definitely? One of his spokesmen in the 
Press’ wrote as follows on November 18th 
last:—

I am authorised by Mr. Lloyd George to 
state, in the most explicit terms, that he 
places his services at the disposal of the 
great and growing suffrage party. " You 
may certainly say from me," said the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, “that if it be 
thought best, I will move the amendment. 
I am ready to do so, and to advocate it, 
inside the House and outside the House, 
by speech and influence. 2
“And in his ‘message’ to the National 

Union of Women’s Suffrage Societies he 
writes:— I am willing to do all in my power 
to help those who are labouring to reach a 
successful issue in the coming Session.’

" So Mr. Lloyd George, after solemnly 
protesting against the ‘ revolution,’ is sedu- 
lously promoting it. What excuse has he to 
offer? Certainly not the ad ca-ptandum argu­
ments of his recent speech at Bath. Sober 
and reflecting men are not likely to look 
twice at ’ such clap-trap as that ‘ you do not 
know that you cannot make good soldiers 
out of women because you have never tried,’ 
or that the vote will transform our wives and 
daughters from ‘slaves’ into ‘comrades.’ 
Such appeals to the superficial understanding 
are unworthy of a political orator who is 
well aware that he can influence by his mere 
words thousands of sentimental people. 
Meanwhile the thoughtful people whose in- 
sight and discretion qualify them to select 
their political leader will look for greater 
steadiness and more consistency in the man 
of their choice.—I am. Sir, &c.,

"JOHN MASSIE.
" Old Headington, Oxford, Nov. 30."

The second annual ball of the Girls’ Anti- 
Suffrage League was given at the Grafton 
Galleries on November 29th. Nearly three 
hundred were present, amongst others Lord 
and Lady Charnwood, Sir Alexander Law- 
rence, Mrs. George Macmillan, Mrs. Hird 
Morgan, Lady Florence Pery, Miss Gladys 
Pott, Mrs. Humphry Ward, Mr. Arnold 
Ward, M.P., and Miss Elsie Hird Morgan. 
The Galleries were charmingly decorated in 
the Anti-Suffrage colours, rose, black, and 
white, and with flowers, while some of the '

A CONVERT’S PATTER.
I can feel my wrath uprising in a way there’s 

no disguising
As I realise how women groan beneath a 

grievous yoke ;
When I see in history’s pages how, through 

all the bygone ages,
Man’s principal desire has been to stunt 

his women folk.

Woman worker, woman poet—oh, how sad 
it is to know it!— -

She still is cribbed and cabined as in cen- 
turies remote;

Sappho might have sung far better, but the 
Lesbians wouldn’t let her.

For they checked her inspiration by refus­
ing her the vote.

satisfaction—
Ah! if only Charlotte Bronte could 

been a feminist I
Mrs. Fry as agitator had undoubtedly 

greater.
But we lost a woman voter in the 

philanthropist.

So, too, it was with others, they were only 
wives and mothers;

Good citizens and women, but I think them 
weak and blind,

• For they felt no degradation in accepting 
such a station. •

And they held the worn-out fallacy that 
■ Nature knew her mind.

We avoid that poor delusion and have come 
to the conclusion

That ’twas long ago in Eden the injustice 
first began ;

For if we argue truly Eve was handicapped 
unduly

By being made a woman whilst her con- 
sort was a man.

foremost places.
But a man may still be Speaker, for he’s 
' not allowed to talk;

As to things ecclesiastic we will make the 
Church elastic.

And our minimum demand is the Arch- 
bishopric of York.

Men will hardly dare reject 
they should elect us, 

Every aunt shall be an 
nephew every niece ;

Sex differentiation then shall 
out the nation,-

WHAT IS THE WOMAN’S 
MOVEMENT?

MORE than one reader of “The Woman’s 
Platform ” in the “Standard " must wonder 
at the character of the activities which, if 
these pages are a criterion, go to make up 
" The Woman’s Movement.” The right to 
legislate, the right to fight, equality of citi- 
zenship—are these really the goals towards 
which twentieth century women are pres- 
sing? Let me lift a bit of the curtain which 
too often obscures those real workers in the 
cause of progress, who have little time for 
platform oratory. In the mind of every right- 
thinking, serious woman. Suffragist or Anti- 
Suffragist, motherhood is the central fact of 
woman’s existence, her first and most im- 
portant function in the State. This will, 
perhaps, be denied by some of the modern 
apostles of feminine self-development, but it 
is too clear a physiological fact to need much 
argument. How is that function being per- 
formed? The statistics of infant mortality 
are an incontrovertible reply, but even they 
are not all the evidence available. Every 
now and then some eminent doctor gives us 
a glimpse of motherhood in a sphere above 
that chiefly affected by infant mortality, in 
an urgent appeal to well-to-do mothers not 
to shrink those maternal duties on which 
their children’s health in after life may de- 
pend. Now, to my mind, the only " move- 
ment” worthy of the name of “Woman’s” 
(with a capital W) is that for the uplift of 
motherhood, for the increase of knowledge, 
and a sense of responsibility on the greatest 
problem of our sex. We speak with horror of 
the infanticide of Eastern countries. Thou- 
sands of British mothers, every year, ignor- 
antly poison, maim or mutilate their 
children. The baby whose food is. described 
as ‘ a bit of whatever we ’as ourselves,” 
the ophthalmic child, the ricketty child— 
these, and worse, are mute witnesses to 
parental ignorance.

Many associations have been started for 
helping the poor mother. Three generations 
of the writer’s family, in a small provincial 
town, have worked on an " Infant’s ' Aid ” 
Society which lent maternity outfits and 
visited the mothers. The modern municipal 
health societies seem to form the best starting 
point for. such associations, especially if they 
can be worked with the thoroughness found 
in one northern town, where the registration 
of births is followed by a call from trained 
health visitors, and such cases as need it are 
watched and helped, rewards being given for 
babies who survive the critical first months 
of their lives. This “.woman’s movement,” 
be it noted, owed its initiation to a man, but 
it is essentially feminine work. The most 
scientific and promising developments are, to 
my mind, found in the schools for mothers, 
of which five now exist, in St. Pancras, Step- 
ney, Fulham, North Kensington, and Pad- 
dington. The Paddington school may be 
taken as typical. It grew out of the work of 
the Health Society, which had already es- 
tablished two consultation centres. The at- 
tendance of mothers proved their need and 
appreciation, and a house, 232, Harrow-road, 
was taken and fitted for use. There is a 
consultation every Thursday, to which any 
mother may come for advice, and besides 
there are visitors for the homes. The fully 
developed scheme provides classes- for home 
hygiene, needlework, infant and domestic

• management, maternity and provident clubs, 
to which women are encouraged to subscribe, 
and dinners for working mothers. Needless 

, to say, it is endeavoured to work with all 
eleemosynary institutions in the neighbour- 
hood to obviate overlapping. Prevention is 
better than cure. Medical evidence is that a 
large majority of infants, even in the poorest 
districts, are born healthy, and were it not 
for mistakes in treatment and feeding they 
would grow up healthy, and spare us not only 
the stigma of that slaughter of the innocents, 
but the heavy burden of the physically unfit 
or half-fit in after life. No one reading the 
published report of a school for mothers (to 

' be obtained usually through the local Health 
Society) can doubt the urgency as well as 
the profound significance of their work. But 
there are only five in aIl London, and they 

■ are far from wealthy! Where are our 
women reformers?

THE STATE AND FEMININE 
ACTIVITIES.

George CALDERON is already 
to Anti-Suffragists by his pam­

phlet, “ Women in Relation to the State,” 
and he has now published another, “ The 
Organisation of Buying. ”

At the outset, he draws a dictinction 
between two main categories of a nation’s 
commercial activities, the first consisting 
of those directed to its bare existence, its 
position in the world’s markets, and its 
defence, activities represented by its army 

its trade and 
These he calls 
classifying as 
its health and 

comfort, as rearing and tending children, 
teaching, and equalisation of the distribu­
tion of wealth. Passing on to combat the 
fallacy that because women are equally 
interested with men in the successful con- 
duct of affairs in both categories, they 
should therefore have the vote, he says 
that “ the thing which differentiates an 
Act of Parliament from a set of regula­
tions drawn up by an unofficial body is 
that Parliament attaches a tax-paid com- 
pulsion of policemen, courts, and gaols, 
to exact uniformity. And it is, more than 
anything, because that particular sanction 
is ill-adapted to the solution of questions 
classed in the feminine category that those 
questions ought to be reclaimed from the 
control of Parliament. The worst reason 
that you can give a man for doing a thing 
is that he will be punished for not doing it. 
. . . It is an argument for dogs; but 
it is the best that Parliament can do.” He 
is sure that this " coarse weapon ” of 
physical compulsion should not be used by 
women. If they want to enter public life 
on the same terms as men, they must enter 
it by the same way as men, namely, by the 
organisation of their own powers, not by 
capturing the control of other people’s 
powers.

Women’s organisable powers he finds 
chiefly, for State purposes, in the fact that 
they are pre-eminently the buyers. 

suggests, therefore, the formation of a 
National Consumers’. League. Such 
leagues exist already in the United States, 
and in France, Germany, and Switzerland. 
They held an International Conference at 
Geneva in 1898. In order to regulate 
conditions of work, to abolish adulteration, 
and secure attention to such matters as 
overtime, holidays, sanitation, wages, etc., 
and to control seasonal buying, so as to 
avoid the alternation of over-work and 
unemployment. White Lists of employers 
are drawn up, and a registered label issued

LADY HAVERSHAM’S “AT HOME.’
Our members responded in considerable 

numbers to Lady Haversham’s invitation to 
the ‘ At Home," hospitably arranged by her 
at her residence at 9, Grosvenor Square.

Lord Haversham presided, and amongst 
those present were Princess Dolgorouki, the 
Countess of Cromer, the Countess of 
Coventry, Lord and Lady Weardale, Ellen 
Lady Desart, the Dowager Countess of Mayo, 
Mrs. Humphry Ward, Lady Bradbourne, 
Lady Swansea, Lady. Lubbock, Lady Simon, 
and Lady Edward Cavendish.

Lord Weardale moved the resolution that
" This meeting desires to enter an emphatic 
protest against the novel proposal of 
including women as Parliamentary voters 
in the electoral lists for the Imperial 
Parliament, and pledges itself to use every 
legitimate means of opposing such a 
measure, which has never been submitted 
either to those principally concerned or 

■ to the country.”
Lord Weardale said there was a demand 

no longer for a limited number of votes, 
but for millions-—seven millions—to be added 
to the electoral register. In all conscience 
was it right that so momentous a change 
as that should be carried out without much 
more investigation as to its effects than had 
hitherto been obtained? The vast majority of 
the women had voted against the extension of

main - principle of democratic Government 
was that the majority should rule. In the 
last few weeks the momentous pronounce- 
ment had been made that the .Government 
would introduce in the course of next year 
a new Reform Bill, which was largely to 
extend the franchise to men. Simultaneously 
with that pronouncement, the head of the 
Government .said: " I am very strongly 
opposed to the inclusion of women, but I am 
going to leave it to other people to settle— 
leave it to the chances of the voting in the 
House of Commons." At the same time, 
a colleague of the Prime Minister said: “I 
am going to move the Government amend- 
ment in favour of women." Surely in the 
whole history of Great Britain there was no
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precedent for such extraordinary conduct on 
the part of Ministers of the country.

Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun in seconding 
the resolution spoke with her accustomed 
clearness.

OUR BRANCH NEWS-LETTER.

It is quite impossible to give a full account 
of the numerous meetings held since our 
December issue, and as we are going to press 
very early in view of the Christmas holidays, 
accounts of meetings and some interesting 
contributions not appearing in this issue are 
being unavoidably held over till next month.

Branch Secretaries and Workers Com­
mittee.—The next meeting of the Committee 
will be held (by kind permission of Mrs. 
George Macmillan) at 27, Queen’s Gate-gar- 
dens, S.W., on Wednesday, January 17th, at 
11.30 a.m. It is hoped that all Branch 
Secretaries of the League, who are able to do 
so, will try and attend these meetings. Chair- 
man, Miss Gladys Pott; Hon. Secretary, 
Miss Manisty, 33, Hornton-street, Kensing- 
ton, W.

Berkhamsted.—A crowded public meet- 
ing was held on December 13th at the Town 
Hall. Mr. J. A. Ram, K.C., who has just 
become President of this branch, took the 
chair, and opened with a short speech. Mrs. 
Humphry Ward’s speech was mainly de- 
voted to showing that the amelioration of the 
position of women that had caused John 
Stuart Mill to so strongly advocate the cause 
of Woman Suffrage, had been obtained with- 
out the vote and was still continuing.

Mr. MacCallum Scotty M.P., dealt with 
the subject chiefly from the physical force 
point of view The following resolution was 
put to the meeting and carried: " That this 
meeting of residents in Berkh am stead and 
district declares its strong opposition to all 
proposals for conferring the Parliamentary 
vote on women, and condemns the attempt 
to carry Woman’s Suffrage behind the backs 
of the electors, and heartily supports the pro- 
posal to submit this question to the judgment 
of the people."

Bradford.—Sir William Priestley, M.P., 
took the chair at a meeting arranged by the 
Bradford Branch on November 23rd, at the 
Mechanics’ Institute, and Mr. A. Maconachie 
and Mrs. H. Norris also spoke at some 
length. The proceedings were considerably 
disturbed by a number of Suffragists who 
constantly interrupted the speakers with 
meaningless ejaculations.

Brighton and Hove.—We regret that space 
forbids our reproducing the striking speeches 
made by Mrs. Humphry Ward and Lord 
George Hamilton at a successful meeting 
at the Royal Pavilion on November 24th; 
Sir Theodore Angier was in the chair. Lord 
George Hamilton dealt forcibly with the pro- 
bable outcome of granting the suffrage to an 
electorate with a majority of women in it, 
and Mrs. Humphry Ward spoke earnestly of 
the critical phase which the controversy had 
now reached. She appealed warmly to the 
sound- sense of her audience, and declared

that “ if Woman Suffrage passed into law, 
the first step in the decline of England 
would be taken.”

Bristol.—Mrs. Rose presided at the annual 
meeting of the Bristol Branch, held on 
November 22nd, ate the Queen’s Hotel Hall, 
C1 if ton.

Miss Long Fox (Hon. Secretary) presented 
the annual report, which was an account of 
much strenuous and effective work. There 
are now over 2,000 members of the branch. 
Thanks were accorded to many individual 
officials and members who have lent rooms 
for meetings, and in many other ways helped 
the branch. The Committee regrets the de- 
parture of Mrs. Macdonald, an active 
worker, for Scotland.

Mrs. A. A. Robinson (Treasurer) read the 
Financial Report, and Mrs. Robeson, Mr. 
A. J. Baker, and Miss Price, also spoke.

Miss Gladys Pott then delivered an able 
and interesting speech in moving the Anti- 
Suffrage resolution.

A very well attended inaugural meeting of 
the Thornbury, Branch was held at the Coss- 
ham Hall, Thornbury, on December 11th, at 
8 o'clock. Miss Chester Master, the President, 
took the chair and introduced the speaker. 
Miss Stuart, of London, who spoke in sup- 
port of the following resolution.:—

" That this meeting pledges itself to resist 
the approach of Woman Suffrage, believing 
it to be detrimental to the well-being of the 
individual and dangerous to the stability of 
the Empire."

This was seconded and put to the meeting 
who unanimously voted for it.

WEST Liberal Ward Debates.—The fourth 
of this series took place on December 14th. 
Miss Price spoke very well, Miss Tanner, Hon. 
Secretary of the N.W. Suffrage Societies, re- 
presenting the other side.

Chiswick.—On December 11th a debate 
was held in the Chiswick Town Hall between 
Mrs. Harold Norris and Miss K. D. Court- 
hey, Hon. Secretary N.U.S.S. ; Mr. Holford 
Knight in the chair.

Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun had promised 
to represent the League on this occasion, but 
was unfortunately prevented by illness from 
doing so. Her place was ably filled by our 
President, who had only just returned from 
her Scottish campaign. There was a full 
and enthusiastic attendance, and the resolu­
tion : " That the granting of the franchise 
to women cannot be considered as being in 
the best interests of the State or of women 
themselves,” was carried by a large majority.

Mrs. Norris scored several times by 
quoting Suffragist speakers arid associations 
in proof of her own arguments.

Chiswick may well .congratulate itself upon 
this debate as its most’ successful meeting 
since the League started a branch in this 
neighbourhood.

Dorking.—A public meeting was held on 
the evening of December 8th under the pre- 
sidency of Sir Frederick Mirrielees, K.C.M.G. 
There was a large attendance of mem- 
bers and associates. After a short concert, 
in which Mrs. Carey Druce, Mrs. Cowie, 
Miss Loughborough, Miss Harrison, and 
Dr. Maw, took part, a most interesting and 
well-reasoned address Was given by Miss 
Gladys Pott, who concluded by proposing the 
Anti-Suffrage resolution. This was seconded 
by Mr. Stanley Gordon-Clark, and after ques- 
tions had been invited and answered, the re-

solution was carried by a large majority, only 
four-hands being held up against it. The 
evening concluded with a clever rendering 
of a short play, entitled “ Women’s Wrongs.”

Dublin.—Two meetings .have been held 
during December, at Dublin, by the Irish 
Branch.

At the Mansion House, on December 6th, 
Mt Albert Murray Was the Chairman, and 
the Hon. Cecil Atkinson, Mr. F. Fox, and 
Mrs. F. Pim, spoke. Questions were asked 
and answered.

A drawing-room meeting took place on the 
afternoon ofthe same day at Melfort, Shrews- 
bury-road, Miss E. Stronge presiding over a 
good attendance. Mr. F. Fox, Mrs. Starkie, 
Mrs. Munay, Mrs. Pollock, and Mr. Alten, 
all spoke.

Dulwich.—The Dulwich Branch held a 
meeting at St. Clement’s Parish Room, Barry- 
road, on November 27th, to hear addresses 
from. Miss Gladys Pott and Mr. J. H. Morri- 
soft Kirkwood, M.P. The meeting was 
largely attended, and many of the opposition 
were present.

The Rev. H. E. Jennings was in the chair, 
and the speakers dealt very adroitly with the 
interruptions that were caused by Suffragists 
present, and many questions were answered..

Ealing and Brentford.—The meetings 
lately held at Ealing and Brentford were 
decidedly successful. The one which took 
place on November 29th, at the Drill Hall, I 
Ealing, was very well attended. Mr. H. B. 
Samuels and Miss Mabel Smith were the 
speakers. Mr. L Prendergast Walsh was 
in the chair and made a brief speech.

At the meeting at Brentford Mrs. Col- 
quhoun spoke eloquently and to the point. 
DC Douglas Cowburn and Mr. Samuel Rowe 
also spoke.

At the meeting at the Drill Hall on 
December 8th Miss Mabel Smith again spoke.

Eastbourne.-—A very interesting debate 
took place on the 9th December between 
Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun and Miss Corbett. 
A large number of people were present 
by invitation of Mrs. Rowland Hunt 
at whose residence the debate was held. 
Each speaker was allowed twenty min- 
utes, and then questions were invited 
from both sides. Miss Corbett could not 
convincingly answer the question as to where 
the line was now to be drawn in the grant­
ing of the franchise to women. Mrs. CoIqu* 
houn dealt in a masterly,way with the ques- 
tian of why this subject of Woman’s Suffrage 
is the suitable one for the Referendum.

A hearty vote of thanks was accorded to 
Mrs. Rowland Hunt for taking the chair and 
for her hospitality.J 1

Folkestone.—Colonel Sir Francis Barker 
presided over an excellent meeting in 
•Folkestone Town Hall, on December 6th. 
Mrs. Arthur Somervell and Mr. A. Wenyon 
Samuel were the speakers, and there were 
many influential local residents on the plat- 
form.

Mrs. Arthur Somervell, who, to our 
regret, has been prevented by ill-health 
from speaking for us recently, delivered a 
brilliant address, and Mr. Wenyon Samuel 
severely criticised the tactics of the Suffra­
gists.

Fulham and Chelsea.—The combined 
Branches of Fulham and Chelsea held a very 

successful and well-attended meeting in the 
large Town Hall, Fulham, on December 5th. 
Mr. J. St. Loe Strachey (Editor of the 
-“Spectator”): was in the chair, and Mrs. 
Humphry Ward and Mr. A. MacCullum 
Scott, M.P. for the Bridgeton Division of 
Glasgow, had a most attentive hearing to 
their eloquent and interesting speeches. 
Questions in writing were then invited and 
a large number were handed up, but on 
account of the lateness of the hour the 
Chairman found it impossible to allow more 
than a few to be answered. The resolution 
was carried by a considerable majority. 
" This meeting asks the Member of Parlia­
ment of this constituency to oppose votes 
for women until the definite opinion of the 
country has been taken.”

A vote of thanks to the Chairman and 
speakers, was moved by Miss Stuart and 
seconded by Mr. R. J. Harrison.

Hampstead.—Mrs., Metzler, Mrs. Talbot 
Kelly, and Mrs. Blomfield gave an “At 
Home” to the members of the Hampstead 
Branch and their friends, on November 27th, 
at 27, Marlborough Hill (by kind permission 
of Miss Squire). The speakers were Mrs. 
Archibald Colquhoun and Mr. Calderon, and 
the Misses Conway and Miss Finch added 
greatly to the success of the afternoon by 
re stations and songs.

Highbury.—Sir Edward Clarke was in the 
chair at a meeting at Highbury, held on De­
cember ist, and delivered a significant 
address. Sir Edward said that what was 
wanted was an intelligent and educated 
electorate, trained as far as possible to 
politics. He was convinced that it would 
materially lower the intellectual standard of 
the electorate if the franchise were extended 
to a large number-of women. If it were pos­
sible to give the vote only to educated women 
with property, there .might be something in 
the movement. But that was impossible, 
and that was why the question had been 
narrowed down to the issue whether or not 
women should have the vote on the same 
terms as men.

Mr. L. J. Maxse moved a resolution “ that 
the granting of the franchise to women is 
contrary to the interests of the British Em- 
pire." He said that they were invited by 
the Suffragists to take, a leap in the dark in 
this matter. Though he had addressed a 
large number of meetings during the last two 
General Elections he never heard references 
in speeches to Woman’s Suffrage, and only 
twice were questions asked about it. Mr. 
Maxse dealt at length with the militant tac- 
tics of a section of the Suffragists, The 
resolution was seconded by Miss Gladys 
Pott in a characteristically convincing 
speech.

Isle of Wight.—On November 20th, at a 
meeting held at one of the large shops 
in Ryde, a resolution, asking Mr. 
Douglas Hall, M.P., not to support 
Woman’s Suffrage until it , has been put 
before the country at a General Election, .was 
passed unanimously, and thirty of the em- 
ployees joined the League.

In the afternoon of the same day a very 
successful drawing-room meeting was held by 
kind permission of Mrs. Perrott (Hon. Secre- 
tary of the Isle of Wight Branch) at “ Clun- 
tich," Ryde.
. On November 21st two ‘ workshop" meet- 
ings were held. At both our resolution was
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passed unanimously, and at one everyone pre- I 
sent joined the League. At these three meet- 
ings Mrs. ' Gladstone Solomon was the 
speaker.

| In the evening of the same day, Mrs. Solo­
mon addressed a debating society for men 
in connection with All Saints’ Church. A 
very enthusiastic debate followed her speech, 
and the resolution was passed with only one 
dissentient. One man, when called upon, 
said he had come to speak in favour of 
Woman Suffrage, but was now an " Anti.”

On November 22nd, a meeting was held 
in the Institute at Wootten, Mrs. Bennet I 
Brigstock acting as hostess. . The chair was | 
taken by Major Brodie. Our resolution was 
carried unanimously.

On November 23rd, Mrs. Gladstone Solo- 
mon addressed a large mothers’ meeting at 
Binsted, and most of the " mothers” joined | 
the League.

On November 24th, a crowded public ' 
meeting was held at the Town Hall, Ryde. I 
Colonel Hamilton took the chair and the I 
speakers were Mrs- Gladstone Solomon, Mr. 
A. Maconachie, and Mr. Councillor Hayden. , 
The meeting was so full that people were । 
turned away and a great many were obliged 
to stand.. After .listening-very attentively arid 
asking as many questions as they wished, 
the audience voted by a large majority ' 
against Woman Suffrage.

A great number of “protest postcards" | 
are reaching Mr. Douglas Hall from his con- 
stituents in the Isle of Wight.

Keswick.—Two meetings have been held | 
by this branch during November at Threlkeld, 
on the 24th, and at Keswick, in the Pavilion, | 
on the 25th of this month.

At both Mrs. Norris spoke, and the follow- | 
ing resolution was carried: " That in the 
opinion of this meeting the Imperial Parlia- | 
ment should refuse to grant any form ' of | 
Woman’s Suffrage, until the country has had 
an opportunity of pronouncing upon the mea- I 
sure, either at a General Election or by a 
Referendum.”

' Mr. A Speckling took the chair at | 
Threlkeld and Mr. Dykes at Keswick.

1 These wereprobaby the most successful i 
meetings ever held in this district.

Paddington and Marylebone.—The.amal- I 
gamation of the East and West Marylebone I 
Branches was announced.

A successful meeting was held on Novem- I 
ber 13th, at the Portman Rooms, and re- 
ported in last month’s issue. We omitted 
to mention in the-notice that the meeting | 
was arranged by the United Paddington and 
Marylebone Prarches.

Mrs. Arthur Page very kindly lent her 
drawing-room, on November 30th, when Miss 
Gladys Pott gave one of her interesting’ lec- 
tures to an apprec at ve audience, and on De- 
cember 12th, a meeting was held at 67, West- 
bourne Terrace, at 4.30 o’clock, by the kind I 
invitation of Sir Bartle and Miss Frere, when . 
Miss Pott spoke to a crowded room. Lady 
Beachcroft proposed the vote of thanks to 
the speaker, and Mrs. Ross to Sir Bartle 
and Miss Frere.

1 Penrith.—A very, successful cafe chantant,. 
under the auspices of the Penrith Branch has " 
been held in St. Andrew’s • Parish Rooms, 
Penrith. The proceedings began with tea, 
the arrangements having been made by Miss 
Joan Howard, Grey stoke Castle, the Local

Secretary. Lady Mabel Howard presided, 
ladies composing the majority of the com- 
pany. A violin solo was. contributed by 
Signorina M. Gretzlof, and a song, " Spring,”' 
by the Hon. Blanche Stanley. The charming 
little play, " Between the Soup and the 
Savoury,” was admirably performed by the 
Hon. Blanche Stanley, Miss Cross, and Miss 
Askew.

During an interval an interesting address 
was given by Mrs. Harold Norris, London.

Pinner.—Mrs. Humphry Ward and Mr. 
E. A. Mitchell Innes, K.C., where the 
speakers at a meeting, arranged by the. 
Pinner Branch, held in the Cocoa Tree 
Hall, on December 15th. The chair 
was taken by Mr. Ernest E. Williams, 
and the deepest interest was shown 
in the interesting speeches by a ' large 
audience. It is owing to pressure on 
time and space that we are unable to give 
the speeches of Mrs. H. Ward and Mr. Mit- 
chell Innes.

On December 5th, a very successful meet- 
ing was held, by kind permission of Mrs. 
Jimson, at Pinner, Mrs. Gladstone Solomon 
speaking, and a resolution against Woman 
Suffrage being passed unanimously.

On December 8th, Mrs. Gardner Williams, 
on behalf of the N.L.O.W.S., gave a most 
successful fancy-dress ball for children. Be- 
sides giving much pleasure to the little folk, 
the Anti-Suffrage League was brought under 
the personal notice of a good many people 
who had not yet realised its existence—and 
many were enrolled as members..

Reading.—Under the auspices of the 
Berkshire Branches a meeting was held in 
the Reading Town Hall, on December 13th, 
under the presidency of Mr. John Massie, 
the Hon. Treasurer of the League, who was 
influentially supported, and delivered a most 
interesting speech.

Mr. Mitchell Innes, K.C.a moved a reso- 
lution protesting, against the passing of any 
measure for the enfranchisement of women 
until a measure was approved by the major- 
ity of the electors of the country. 34.

Miss Gladys Pott, in seconding, dealt 
logically with some plausible Suffrage argu­
ments.

The resolution was well carried.

Reigate and Redhill.—A very successful 
social evening took place at the Market Hall, 
Redhill, on November 20th, and was ar- 
ranged by the Reigate, Redhill and District 
Branch. The chair was taken by Mr. A. F. 
Mott, the Hon. Treasurer of the branch, and 
the speakers included Mrs. Norris and Mr. 
Maconachie. ■ The attendance was a large 
one, and included the Mayoress (Mrs. F. E. 
Lemon), who was largely responsible for the 
successful arrangements of the gathering.

Sheffield.—Much, active work has been 
done in the Sheffield district during Decem- 
ber. A public meeting was held on Decem-, 
ber 4th in the Hillsborough district, Mr., 
H. H. Bedford, the late Master Cutler, being 
in the chair, and the . speakers being 
Miss Gladys Pott and- Mr. F. E. Templer. 
The resolution, which they put to the 
meeeting after their speeches, was carried 
with only seven dissentients out of an 
.audience of 200, and seven new members 
were enrolled. The second meeting was held 
on December 5th, at Ranmoor, when, with an 

audience of 150, there were again only seven 
dissentients. Mr. Edward Bramley was in 
the chair; the husband of dur indefatigable 
Local Secretary, and the speakers were Mrs.’ 
Greatbatch and Mr. F. E. Templer. There 
were many questions, which were all 
answered to the general satisfaction. Twenty- 
three new members joined here.

The third meeting was on the 7th, and held 
at Pittsmoor, with a very fair attendance, a. 
goodly number being voters. Mr. Best oc- 
cupied the chair, and Mr. John Massie, the 
Hon. Treasurer of our League, was the prin- 
cipal speaker. Only one questioner rose, and 
she was admirably dealt with by Mr. Massie. 
Again only seven voted against the resolu- 
tion, and it is remarkable that the seven were 
different people at each meeting which was 
in a different district each night. A mass 
meeting is to be held early in the New Year.

Southampton.—There was a large gather- 
ing on November 22nd, at the Victoria. 
Roomsj Southampton. Major Dixon pre- 
sided, and Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun de- 
livered a characteristically interesting speech, 
and answered a number of questions which 
were put to her. Votes of thanks were pro- 
posed and seconded by Mrs. Cotton and Mrs 
Barnaby. . •

Streatham.—An interesting debate took 
place in the Streatham Town Hall on Decem­
ber nth, arranged by the Ladies’ Conserva- 
tive and Unionist Association.

The chair was taken by Miss Aldrich- 
Blake, M.D., M.S., who introduced the 
Suffrage speaker, Mrs. Corbett Ashley.

Mrs. Gladstone Solomon then well and ably 
answered all Mrs. Ashley’s arguments.

After written questions had been sent up 
and dealt with in the ablest manner, the 
Suffrage resolution was put to the vote and 
defeated by a large majority.

Walthamstow.—On December 4th Mrs. 
Gladstone Solomon took a debate before the 
Ladies’ Liberal. Assor ition at Walthamstow. 
*1 he Association was already pledged to Women 
Suffrage, but our side obtained a good deal of 
support.

Wigton (Cumberland).—The Rev. Nor- 
mon Salusbury, Vicar of Wigton, presided 
over a meeting in the Wigton Parish Rooms 
on November 27th. Mrs. Harold Norris 
spoke ably in face of some opposition from 
a number of Suffragists who were present. 
A number of questions were put by the 
audience and satisfactorily answered.

Worcester.—The Worcester Branch held 
their annual meeting at the Trinity Hall, 
on November 17th. The Countess of 
Coventry presided over a very large attend- 
ance, and the reports of Secretary and 
Treasurer showed a satisfactory state of 
affairs in the Branch.

Mrs. E. Maggs gave an address, and the 
Countess of Coventry moved the Anti- 
Suffrage resolution, which was carried 
unanimously.

The Meeting at the Queen’s Hall and 
the Conference at the Caxton Hall, 
announced in last month’s Review, as 
to take place on January 22nd, has 
been postponed.

SCOTTISH LEAGUE.
At a meeting of the Council of the Scottish 

National Anti-Suffrage League, held in the 
rooms of the Central Office of the League at 
10, Queensferry-street, Edinburgh, a report 
of the work of the League was read and 
adopted, arid after the transaction of other 
business, the following telegram was dis- 
patched : " To the Right Hon. H. H. Asquith. 
•—The Council of the Scottish National Anti- 
Suffrage League, meeting in Edinburgh to- 
day, desires to draw your' attention to the 
fact that out of 66,055 women municipal 
voters canvassed by post-card, over 19,000 
women were against Woman Suffrage, 10,740 
in favour, 1,935 neutral, and 34,261 did not 
reply. In view of these facts we urge that a 
referendum of electors be taken before women 
are included in any Franchise. Bill." - A 
similar telegram was forwarded to the Right 
Hon. A. Bonar Law, the hope being expressed 
that he would use his influence to have a 
referendum of electors taken before women 
are included in the Bill.

Dundee.—Lord Provost Urquhart presided 
over a very large gathering in the Masonic 
Temple, on December 6th, in connection 
with the Scottish Anti-Suffrage League. 
Mr. H. B. Samuels and Mrs. Harold Norris 
were the speakers.

A meeting in connection with the Scottish 
National League was held in the Kingston 
Halls, Glasgow; Mr. D; B. Kyles presiding.

Mr. H. B. Samuels delivered the address, 
and answered a number of questions.

Kirkcaldy.—A most interesting debate 
took place at Kirkcaldy, in the Beveridge 
Hall, on December 5th, between Mrs. Harold 
Norris and Lady Frances Balfour.- The 
arguments of both speakers were excellent, 
and Mrs. H. Norris was received enthusias- 
tically. Lady Helen Ferguson was in the 
chair, and though a Suffragist, her attitude 
was one of absolute impartiality, and her 
courteous speech from the chair was loudly 
applauded from both sides.

Note.—The latest date for receiving re- 
ports of meetings, &c., to be included in 
Branch-News is the 20th of each month. 
Anything reaching the Sub-Editor after that 
date cannot appear in the ensuing number. 
It is particularly requested, however, that 
all-Branch News may be sent in as early as 
-possible before the 20th, addressed to the 
Sub-Editor.—Ed.

THE ABSOLUTE NECESSITY
of using a thoroughly reliable disinfectant in the house, in the kennel 
and in the stables cannot be gainsaid.

When purchasing a disinfectant it is well to bear in mind that 
“ The Lancet ” in its issue of November 20th, 1909, proved that 

"COFECTANT"
(Cook’s Disinfectant Fluid) 

is the most efficient non-poisonous germicide obtainable.
Full particulars and samples will be sent free on application to the 

sole proprietors and manufacturers,

EDWARD COOK & CO., LTD., 
The Soap and Disinfectant Specialists, 

BOW, LONDON, E.C.

The Hanover Institute for Nurses 
and Private Hospital,

22, GEORGE STREET, HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON, w.
Telegrams: -‘Easiness, London.” Telephone : 794 Mayfair.

Supplies the Public with reliable Hospital-trained 
NURSES.

The Staff resides on the premises, so that within 10 minutes from 
receipt of a telegram a Nurse can be on her way to the case.

Patients are received for treatment under their own Physicians or Surgeons at 22, George 
Street, Hanover Square, which has been prepared on thoroughly aseptic principles as a 

Private Hospital.

Applications to be made to— 
MISS SOPHIE WALKER, L.O.S.

LIST OF LEAFLETS.
2. Woman’s Suffrage and After. Price 
... 3S. per 1,000.

3. Mrs. Humphry Ward’s Speech, ld. each.
4. Queen Victoria and Woman Suffrage. 

Price 3s. per 1,000.
5. Is Woman Suffrage Inevitable? Price 

' 55. per ijooo.
6. Nature’s Reason against Woman Suf- 

, frage. Price 5s. per 1,000.
7. What Woman Suffrage means. Price 

3s. per 1,000.
9. Is the Parliamentary Suffrage the best 

I way ? Price 1os. per 1,000.
10. To the Women of Great Britain. Price 

.3S. per 1,000. •
12, Why Women should not Vote. Price

35. per 1,000. "

WILLIAM OWEN
EVERY REQUISITE 
FOR LADIES’, GENTLE 
MEN’S & CHILDREN’S 
WEAR. CARPETS, 

. HOUSEHOLD LINEN, etc. M
FULL CATALOGUE Of ALL DEPARTMENTS POST FREE.

WESTBOURNE GROVE LONDON, W.
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a 3. Women’s Position under Laws made by 
Man. Price 5s. per 1,000.

15. (1) Woman’s - Suffrage and Women’s 
Wages. Price 5s. per 1,000.

15. (2) Woman’s Suffrage and Women’s 
Wages. Price 3s. per 1,000.

15. (3) Votes and Wages. Price 55. per 1,000.
15. (4) Women’s Wages and the Vote. Price 

6s. per 1,000.
16. Look Ahead. Price 4s. per 1,000.
18. Married Women and the Factory Law. 

Price 5s. per 1,000. . ,
19. A Suffrage Talk. Price 3s. per 1,000..
20. A Word to Working Women. Price 

3s. per 1,000.
21. Votes for Women (from Mr. F. Harri­

son’s book) Price 10s. per 1,000.
22. “Votes for Women ? " 3s. per 1,000. .
24. Reasons against Woman Suffrage. 

Price 4s. per 1,000.
25. Women and the Franchise. Price 

5s. per 1,000.'
26. Woman Suffrage and India. Price 

3s. per 1,000.
27. The Constitutional Myth. 3s. per 1,000.
28. We are against Female Suffrage. Price 

■ 2s. 6d. per 1,000.
29. Mrs. Arthur Somervell’s Speech at 

Queen’s Hall. Price 5s. per 1,000.
Women and The Suffrage. Miss Octavia 

Hill. Price 4s. per 1,000.
30. On Suffragettes. By G. K. Chesterton. 

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

form attached.) Price 7s. per 1,000.
32. Taxes and Votes.- Should Women have 

Votes because they pay T axes ? Price 
4s. per 1,000.

33. The "Conciliation" Bill. Revised 
Version. Price 4s. per 1,000.

31. Woman Suffrage. From the Im­
perialistic Point of View. Price 5 s. 
per 1,000.

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

36. Registration of Women Occupiers. Price 
is, per 100.

*37. Mr. J. R. Tolmie's Reply to Mr. L. 
Housman’s Pamphlet. Price 5s. per
100.

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

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

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

*4:. Black Tuesday, November 21st, 1911. 
Price 5s. per 1,000.

143. Woman Suffrage: The Present Situa- 
tion. By Mrs. Humphry Ward. 
Price 3s. 6d. per 1,000. .

PAMPHLETS AND BOOKS.
a. Freedom of Women. Mrs. Harrison. 6d.
B. Woman or Suffragette. Marie Corelli. 3d.
C Positive Principles. Price id.
in Sociological Reasons. Price id.
•' Case against Woman Suffrage. Price id.
F. Woman in relation to the State. Price 6d.
G Mixed Herbs. M. E. S. Price 2s. net.
h. " Votes for Women.” Mrs. Ivor Maxse. 3d.
I Letters to a Friend on Votes for Women. 

Professor Dicey, is.
J Woman Suffrage—A National Danger. 

Heber Hart, LL.D. Price is.
K. Points in Professor Dicey’s “Letter” on 

Votes for Women. Price id.

L. An Englishwoman’s Home. M. E. S. is. 
M. Woman’s Suffrage from an Anti-Suffrage 

Point of View. Isabella M. Tindall. 2d.
N. " The Woman M.P." A. C. Gronno.

, Price 3d. .
o. The Red Book (a complete set of our 

leaflets in handy form). Price 3d.
q. Why Women Should Not Have the Vote, 

or the Key to the Whole Situation. id.
R. The Man’s Case Against 1,000,000 Votes 

for Women, is. each.
*s. “ Songs for Suffs," or " Clement’s Inn 

Carols," by I. Arthur Pott. 3d. each.
*T. " Feminist Claims and Mr. Galsworthy,” 

■ by J. Arthur Pott. Id., each.

BOOKS AND LEAFLETS.
3. Gladstone on Woman Suffrage. is. per 100.
5. Lord Curzon’s fifteen Good Reasons 

Against the Grant of Female Suf­
frage. 9d. per 100.

6. Is Woman Suffrage a Logical Outcome 
of Democracy? E. Belfort Bax. is. 
per 100.

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

8. Woman Suffrage and the Factory Acts, 
is. per igq.

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

L adies’ Logic: A Dialogue between a 
Suffragette and a Mere Man, by 
Oswald St. Clair, is.

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

“Votes For Women” Never! 3s. 6d. 
per i,ooo.

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.

BUCKINGHAMSHIRE.
WENDOVER—

President: The Lady Louisa Smith.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretaries: Miss L. B. 

Strong; Miss E. D. Perrott, Hazeldene, Wend- 
over, Bucks.

CAMBRIDGESHIRE.
CAMBRIDGE -

President: Mrs. Austen Leigh.
Hon. Treasurer: Lady Seeley.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Bidwell, 10, Barton Road 

Cambridge.
CAMBRIDGE (Girton College)—

President: Miss M. R. Walpole.
Hon Treasurer: Miss J. M. Blackie.
Hon. Secretary : Miss H. N. Colgrove.

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

6, Park-street, Jesus Lane, Cambridge; D. G. 
Hopewell, Esq., Trinity Hall, Cambridge.

All communications to be addressed to D. G.
Hopewell, Esq.

NEWMARKET—
Mrs. Bray, Rectory, Brickley, Newmarket, has 

kindly consented to receive subscriptions 
and give information.

CHESTER—
Hon: Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary:

Aber Park.
WINSFORD AND

Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary:

Over.

CHESHIRE.
1WH

*Just Published.

Miss Elliott.
Mrs. Ribton, Caetief, Glan

OVER
Mrs. J. H. Cooke.
Mrs. Chirmside, Westholme,

WINTER

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

BRANCHES.

BERKSHIRE.
NORTH BERKS—

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

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

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

House, Abingdon.
Wantage (Sub-Branch)—

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

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

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

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

Easthampstead, Bracknell.
N E W B U R Y—

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, Red­

lands Road, Reading.

The ART of RENOVATION
Thirty years ago Mons. Achille 

Serre of Paris introduced the Dry 
Process of Cleaning (Nettoyage a 
See) into England. To day the house 
of Achille Serre Ltd. enjoys a repu­
tation second to none for the success­
ful renovation of Elaborate Gowns, 
Dress Goods, and Furnishing 
Materials of every description.

The Achille Serre way of clean- 
ing is unequalled for the treatment 
of delicate materials without injury, 
shrinkage or alteration of colour.

It is safe—it is sure—and it does 
not take long, the time usually 
required being only four days. This 
service does not, however, increase 
the cost, the charges being always 
notably moderate. Here are a few :

CUMBERLAND & WESTMORELAND.
CUMBERLAND AND WESTMORELAND—

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

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

Castle, R.S.O., Cumberland.
Ambleside and Grassmere—

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

Green, Ambleside.
Appleby—

Vice-President: Lady Wynne,
Arnside—

Mrs. Shepherd, Shawleigh, Arnside, West- 
moreland.

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

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

President: Mrs. Green Thompson, Bridekirk, 
Cockermouth.

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

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

Kendal.
Wigton (Sub-Branch)—

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

Thomlinson School.
KESWICK—

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

Keswick.
KIRKBY STEPHEN—

President: Mrs. Thompson.
Vice-President: Mrs. Breeks.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Gibson, Redenol House, 

Kirkby Stephen.

DERBYSHIRE.
ASHBOURNE AND DISTRICT—

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

House, Ashbourne.

SPORTS
OUTFITS

2 Ladies contemplating visiting 
1 Switzerland in the winter for the 
7 first time are usually confronted 
/, by an exceedingly difficult pro- 
1 blem. They require a Sports 
Y Outfit, but they do not know 
/ what to buy. As a rule they 

3 purchase the wrong thing, or in
1 । despair they leave over the 
" question of the outfit until they

\ get to Switzerland, where they 
have to pay an exorbitant price. 

" We have made a special study of 
W inter Sports Outfits, and have 
now in stock an immense variety 
of every conceivable garment 
suitable for tobogganing, “bob­
bing,” ski-ing, skijoring, lugeing, 

s and skating. Ladies are invited 
to inquire for the manager of 
the department, who has person- 
ally made a most careful study 
of the subject at. St. Moritz and 
other centres of winter sports, 

s and will willingly give the bene- 
X fit of his experience to anyone

" wishing to consult him.

Real Cashmere Sports 
Coat (as sketch), indispensable 
for Swiss Winter Sports. Made
from the softest and best quality 
wool, in all colours

[’ and white ...
Engadine

42s
Waterproof

Cloth Skirt, the best skirt

Plain Blouses ... 1/3 to 1/6
Silk & Lace Blouses 1/9 to 2/6 
Plain Woollen Costumes from 5/- 
Silk Evening Gowns „ 6/6
Feather Boas ... „ 2/6
Opera Gapes 1, 5/-

Further information and prices will be found 
in “Th^ Achille Serre W^ay,” a charmingly 
printed booklet which will be sent free bn 

application to—

ACHILLE SERRE Ltd.,
Head West End Office-

263, Oxford Street, W.
' ’Phone, 3971 Gerrard.

Head Office and Works 
White Post Lane, Hackney Wick, F, 

‘ hne, 3710 East.

Branch as and Agencies throughout London 
and the Provinces.

DEVONSHIRE.
EXETER—

President: Lady Acland.
Chairman: C. T. K. Roberts, Esq., Fairhill.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Depree, Newlands, St.

Thomas’, Exeter.
Hon. Secretary:

EAST DEVON—
President: Right Hon .Sir John H. Kennaway, 

Bt., P.C.
Vice-President: Mrs. Tindall.
Acting Hon. Treasurer: B. Browning, Esq., R.N.
Hon Secretary : Miss Browning, " Becenhent," 

Sidmouth.
THREE TOWNS & DISTRICT, PLYMOUTH—

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

Plymouth.
TORQUAY—

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

corran, Torquay.
ESSEX.

SAFFRON WALDON—
Hon. Secretary: S. B. Donald, Esq.

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

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Peachey.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: The Misses Smith, 

Etonville, Palmeira Avenue, Southend.
WOODFORD—Including the districts of

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

24, Montalt Road, Woodford Green.

for sleighing, ski-ing, “bobbing,”
&c., in white only, 
from......... 21s
Knitted Wool Coats from 

„ Silk „ „
Real Cashmere Coats,,
Handknit Sweaters .,

\ Hand knit Skirts ,, 
g Knickers ... „
I Sports Gloves ■ ,
I Hoods ... ' " ,7
a Scarves ... ,,
1 Waterproof Gaiters „ 

s Engadine Caps „

CATALOGUE POST

12/6 
55/6 
29/6 
21/- 
59/6 
35/6

2/6 
3/11 
2/11 
10/6

2/6

FREE.

Debenham SFreebo dy
WIGMORE STREET and WELBECK STREET, LONDON, W.
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GLOUCESTERSHIRE.
BRISTOL— 

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

York Crescent, Bristol.
Assistant Secretary: Miss G. J 

Thornbury (Sub-Branch)—
President: Miss Margaret D.

F. Allen.

Chester Master
Hon. Secretary: Miss Meech, Bank Cottage, 

Thornbury.
CIRENCESTER—

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

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

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

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

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

Battledown.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Geddes, Suffolk

Square, Cheltenham.
GLOUCESTER—

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

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

wick Road, Gloucester.
HAMPSHIRE.

BOURNEMOUTH—
President: The Lady Abinger.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Drury Lowe.
Hon. Secretaries: Miss Fraser, Dornoch, Land- 

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

All communications to be addressed to Miss 
Fraser.

HANTS (West), Kingsclere Division-
President : Mrs. Gadesden.
Vice-President: Lady Arbuthnot.
Hon. Treasurer: A. Helsham-Jones, Esq., Tile 

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

Woolton Hill, Newbury.
NORTH HANTS—

President: Mrs. Laurence Currie.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Allnutt, Hazelhurst, 

Basingstoke.
Basingstoke (Sub-Branch)—

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

Vice-President: Mrs. Grierson, 
Hartley "** .‘ (Sub-Branch)—

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

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

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

Allnutt, Hazelhurst, Basingstoke.
LYM1NGTON—

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—
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Burnett.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Craigie, Silwood Villa, 

Marmion Road, Southsea.
SOUTHAMPTON—

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

Crescent.
WINCHESTER—

President: Mrs. Griffith.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Bryett, Kerrfeld, win- 

Chester.
HEREFORDSHIRE.

HEREFORD AND DISTRICT—
Presidents j _  —Hon. Treasurer: Miss M. C. King King.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Miss Armitage, 3, The 

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

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

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

Power, Aston Court, Ross-on-Wye.
HERTFORDSHIRE.

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

The Corner, Cassio Road, Watford, to whom 
all communications should be addressed.

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

Hyam, The Cottage, Potten End, Berk- 
hamsted.

Boxmoor and Hemel Hempsted (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 Hempsted.
Rickmansworth (Sub-Branch)—

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

ISLE OF WIGHT.
ISLE OF WIGHT—

President: Mrs. Oglander.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Lowther
Provisional Hon. Secretary:

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

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Le
Lodge, Sandown.

Shanklin (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary: Lady 1

Shanklin.
BECKENHAM—

Provisional Hon.
Kingswood, The

KENT
Secretary:

Crofton.
Mrs. Perrott, 

Wight.
Grice, Thorpe

Cox, Bayfield,

Miss E. Blake,
Avenue. Beckenham, Kent.

BROMLEY AND BICKLEY—
President: Lady Lubbock.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary: G. K Fischer, 

Esq.
Bickley (Sub-Branch)—

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

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

Moore, The Precincts: Miss C. Dyneley, 
Bramhope, London Road, Canterbury.

CRANBROOK—
President: Miss Neve, Osborne Lodge.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Mordaunt, Goddard's 

Green, Cranbrook.
Hon. Secretary: Strangman Hancock, Esq., 

Kennel Holt. Cranbrook.
DEAL AND WALMER—

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

Hon. Secretary: Miss M. Hussey, " Ever- 
sley,” Cowper Road, Deal.

Walmer—
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Miss Lapage, Sheen 
House, Uppen Walmer, Miss A. Bowman, 
Castlemount, Castle Road, Walmer.

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

Terrace, Shorncliffe Road, Folkestone.
GOUDHURST—

Hon. Secretary: 
HAWKHURST—

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

Frederic Harrison. 
Mrs. Beauchamp Tower. 
Miss Patricia Baker, Delmon-

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

Harrison, Elm Hill, Hawkhurst, ior the 
present.

Sandhurst (Sub-Branch)— 
President: Mrs. J. B. C. Wilson. 
Hon. Secretary: Miss E. D. French, Church 

House, Sandhurst, Kent.
HYTHE—

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

ISLE OF THANET—
President: Mrs. C. Murray Smith.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Fishwick.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Weigall, Southwood, 

Ramsgate.

Herne Bay (Sub-Branch)—
ROCHESTER—

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

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

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: Mrs. A. W. Duke.
Hon. Treasurer: E. Weldon, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss M. B. Backhouse, 48, St.

James* Road. Tunbridge Wells.
TONBRIDGE—

President: Mrs. Streeten.
Hon. Treasurer: Humfrey Babington, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Crowhurst, 126, Hadlow 

Road, Tonbridge.
LANCASHIRE.

HAWKSHEAD—
President: Mrs. Hadley.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Redmayne, Brathay

Hall, Ambleside.
LIVERPOOL AND BIRKENHEAD—

Hon. Treasurer: C. Gostenhofer, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss C. Gostenhofer, 16, Beres- 

ford Road, Birkenhead.
MANCHESTER—

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

Marriott, Esq.

GOLDERS GREEN AND GARDEN SUBURB— 
President:
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Buck.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Miss Duncan, “ Inyoni,” 

Temple Fortune Lane, Hampstead Garden 
Suburb; Miss Buck, " Domella," Woodstock 
Avenue, Golders Green.

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

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

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

19, Belsize Park, N.W., to whom all com- 
munioations should be addressed.

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

Frognal.
NORTH-EAST HAMPSTEAD—

President: Mrs. J. W. Cowley.
Hon. Treasurer: Colonel J. W. Cowley.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Van Ingen 

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

President: The 
Clarke, K.C.

Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary:

Winter, M.D., 
Tottenham.

Right Hon. Sir Edward
Mrs. 
Mrs.

Road, Highbury, N.
KENNINGTON—
President:
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs.

Wagstaff. 
Clarke, 89, Aberdeen

Millington, 101, Fenti-

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Henry Simon.
Organising Secretary: Miss "

Princess Street, Manchester.
DISTRICTS:

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

hurst, Didsbury.
Hale (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Arthur 
End, Hale, Cheshire.Marple (Sub-Branch)—President

C. Moir,

Simon, Lawn-

Herbert, High
: Miss Hudson.

Chairman of Committee: Mr. Evans.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Slade, Satis. Marple.

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

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

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

wood Terrace, Cheadle..
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.
LEICESTERSHIRE.

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

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

BRIXTON-
President:
Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary:

LONDON

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

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

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

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

Dulwich Village.
East Dulwich (Sub-Branch)—

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

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

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

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

George Avenue, W.

Richard Harrison.
Miss King.

Miss Winthrop, 36, Fitz-

man Road, Clapham Road, S.W. 
KENSINGTON—

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

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

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

Street, Kensington, W.
Mrs. Colquhoun is at home to interview mem­

bers of the Branch, or Inquirers, on Tuesday mornings, 11—1.
MARYLEBONE—

President: Lady George Hamilton.Hon. Treasurer: ~
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Alexander Scott.

Mrs. Jeyes, 11, .Grove EndRoad, St. John’s Wood, N.W. 
MAYFAIR AND ST. GEORGE'S—

President: The Countess of Cromer.
Chairman of Committee: The Dowager Coun­tess of Ancaster.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Carson Roberts.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Moberly Bell.

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

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

Thursday morning to answer questions and give information.
ST. PANCRAS, EAST—

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

Road, N.W.
STREATHAM—

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

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

Crescent Road, South Norwood.
WESTMINSTER—

President: The Lady Biddulph of Ledbury.
Hon. Secretary: Miss L. E. Cotesworth, Caxton House, Tothill Street, S.W.

EALING—
President:

MIDDLESEX.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. L. Prendergast Walsh 

Kirkconnel, Gunnersbury A venue. Ealing Com mon
Hon. Secretary: Miss McClellan, 35, Hamilton Road, Ealing.
All communications to be addressed to Mrs. L. 

Prendergast Walsh for the next four months.
EALING DEAN—

Joint Hon. Secretaries: The Misses Turner, 33, Lavington Road, West Ealing.
EALING SOUTH—Mrs. Ball.

All communications to be addressed to Miss 
McClellan as above.

CHISWICK—
Chairman : Mrs. Norris.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Greatbatch.

. Hon. Secretary: Miss M. Mackenzie, 6, Grange 
Road, Gunnersbury.

HAMPTON AND DISTRICT—
Hon. Treasurer: H. Mills, Esq.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Mrs Ellis Hicks Beach 

and Miss Goodrich, Clarence Lodge, Hampton 
Court.

HARROW—
President: Sir J. D. Rees.
Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Mrs. Worthing- 

ton, Kingsleigh, Peterborough Road, Harrow. 
PINNER—

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

MONMOUTHSHIRE.
NEWPORT—

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

NORFOLK.
NORFOLK COUNTY BRANCH—

Hon. Secretary: Miss Dorothy Carr, Ditching, ham Hall, Norfolk.
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE.

WELLINGBOROUGH—
President:
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Heygate, The Elms, Wellingboro'.

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

Hall, Oundle.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Newman.

NORTHUMBERLAND.
NEWCASTLE AND TYNESIDE—

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

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

castle.
NOTTINGHAMSHIRE.

NOTTINGHAM AND NOTTS—
President: Countess Manvers.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. T. A. Hill.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Bumby, 116, Gregory 

Boulevard.
OXFORDSHIRE.

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

Goring-on-Thames.
OXFORD—

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

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

Hon. Secretary: Miss Dickins.
SHROPSHIRE.

SHROPSHIRE COUNTY—
President: The Lady Catherine Milnes Gaskell.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Fielden.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. A. C. Buss, Cardington 

Vicarage, Church Stretton, Salop.
CHURCH STRETTON—

President: Mrs. Gordon Duff.
Hon. Treasurer: 
Hon. Secretary: 

Hillside.
LUDLOW—

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

OSWESTRY—

Dr. McClintock.
Miss R. Hanbury Sparrow,

G. Windsor Clive.

President: Horace Lovett, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer, Miss Kenyon.
Hon. Secretary: Miss 0 ‘ 

Oswestry.
SHREWSBURY— 

President: Miss Ursula 
Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary: Miss

Corbett, Ashlands,

Bridgeman.

Abbotsmead, Shrewsbury.
SOMERSETSHIRE.

Parson Smith,

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

Grosvenor, Bath.
BRIDGEWATER—

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

Thomas Perren, Esq., Park Road, Bridgwater 
TAUNTON—

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

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

House, Weston-super-Mare.

LEEK—
President:
Hon. Sec.:

STAFFORDSHIRE.
Mrs. Sleigh.
Miss Wardle, Leekbrook, Leek.

FELIXSTOWE— 
President: Miss
Vice-President: 
Chairman: Mrs. 
Hon. Treasurer: 
Hon. Secretary:

Felixstowe.
SOUTHWOLD—

Hon. Secretary :
WOODBRIDGE—

Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary: 

Woodbridge.

SUFFOLK.
Rowley.
Miss Jervis White Jervis. 
Jut son.
Mrs. Haward, Priory Lodge,

Mrs. Ogilvie.
Miss Nixon, Priory Gate,

SURREY.
CAMBERLEY, FRIMLEY, AND MYTCHELL— 

President: Mrs. Charles Johnstone, Graitney, 
Camberley.

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

Athallan Grange, Frimley, Surrey.
CROYDON—

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

Croydon.
DORKING—

President: Mrs. Barclay.
Hon. Treasurer: 

Dorking.
Hon. Secretaries: 

Derwen, Dorking.

Major Hicks, The

The Hut, Holmwood.

Miss Loughborough, 
A. Percival Keep,

Road,

Nook,
Bryn 
Esq.,

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

hurst, Epsom.
BANSTEAD—

President: 
Ban stead— 
Tad worth— 
Walton-on-the-Hill— 
Headley—

Hon. Secretary: . 
COBHAM—

President: Mrs. i 
Cobham—

Hon. Secretary : 
Oxshott—

Hon. Secretary: 
Walton-on-Thames ;

Hon. Secretary: 
Stoke d’Abernon—

Hiss H. Page, Tad worth.
Bowen Buscarlet.

Mrs. Lugard, Oxshott. 
and Hersham :

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

ESHER—
Esher—

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

Long Dltton—
Hon. Secretary: Miss Agar, 9, St. Philip's 

Road, Surbiton.
Thames Dltton—

Hon. Secretary: Miss Sandys, Weston Green, 
Thames'Dltton.

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

Garland, “ Farrs,'' East Molesey.
EWELL—

President: Miss 
Ewell—

Hon. Secretary: 
Cheam—

Hon. Secretary: 
Worcester Park—

Hon. Secretary:

Auriol Barker.

Miss West, Cheam.
--- - . Mrs. Auriol Barker, Barrow 

Hill, Worcester Park.
LEATHERHEAD—

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

Hon. Secretary: Miss Cunliffe, Tyrrels, 
Leatherhead.

Fetch am—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. C. F. Gordon Clark, 

Fetcham Park, Leatherhead.
Bookham—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Pick, The Nook, Great Bookham.
: E. M. Lloyd, Glenhurst,

DISTRICT— 
H. Onslow.

-y Martindale.

3. Prance, " Abadare,”

"I
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Hon. Treasurer: Admiral Tudor.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Anderson, Roslin, Jen- 

ner Road, Guildford.
KEW—

Hon. Secretary: Miss A. Stevenson, 10, Cum­
berland Road, Kew.

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

Kingston Hill.
MORTLAKE AND EAST SHEEN—

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

East Sheen; John D. Batten, Esq., The Hal- 
steads, East Sheen.

PURLEY AND SANDERSTEAD—
President:
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Atterbury.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Sadgrove, " Clonard," 

Foxley Lane, Purley.
REIGATE AND REDHILL—

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

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

Redhill—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Frank E. Lemon, Hill- | 

crest, Redhill.
RICHMOND—

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

Mount Ararat Road, Richmond.
SHOTTERMILL CENTRE AND HASLEMERE—

Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. H. Beveridge, Pitfold. 

Shottermill, Haslemere.
SURBITON—

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

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

Weybridge; Miss Heald, Southlands, Wey- 
bridge.

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

WOKING—
President: Susan Countess of Wharncliffe.
Vice-Presidents: Lady Arundel,

H. Cf. Craven, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer: The Hon. R. C. Grosvenor.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Peregrine, The Firs, 

Woking.
SUSSEX.

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

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

Road, Brighton.
CROW BORO UGH—

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

Crowborough.
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.
FOREST ROW—

■ Hon. Secretary: Mrs. de Rougemont, Pick- 
ridge, Forest Row

HASTINGS AND DISTRICT—
President: Lady Webster.
Chairman of Committee: Mrs. Pinckney.
Hon. Treasurer: Stephen Spicer, Esq.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Madame Wolfen, 6,

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

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

East Lodge, Dorset Road.
MIDHURST—

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

Gate, Midhurst.
LEWES—

President:
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. R. Parker. .
Hon. Secretary: Lady Shiffner, Bevern Bridge 

House, Cooksbridge.

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

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

Wilbury, Littlehampton.
WARWICKSHIRE.

BIRMINGHAM—President: The Right Hon. J. Austen Chamber- 
Iain, 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.
WARWICK.

LEAMINGTON AND COUNTY—
President:
Hon. Treasurer: Willoughby Makin, Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: The Misses Gilpin Brown, 

Elmley Lodge, Holly Walk, Leamington.
Solihull (Sub-Branch)—

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

WILTSHIRE.
SALISBURY AND SOUTH WILTS—

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

son, The Red House, Wilton.
Hon. Secretary for Salisbury: Miss Ethel 

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

Vice-President: Mrs. Ralph Macan.
WORCESTERSHIRE.

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

Abbey Terrace, Malvern.
WORCESTER—

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

Worcester.
BRADFORD— YORKSHIRE.

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

Gordon, Esq., J.P.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Halbot.
Joint Hon. 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 subscrip- 
tions and give information.

HULL—
Chairman (provisionally): Miss Ferguson.
Hon. Treasurer : H. Buckton, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Legge-Roe, Pryme Street, 

Hull.
ILKLEY—

President: Mrs. Steinthal.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Newbound, Springsend.

LEEDS—
President: The Countess of Harewood.
Chairman: Mrs. Frank Gott.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss E. M. Lupton.
Hon. Secretary: Miss E. M. Wall, 3, Woodsley 

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

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

MIDDLESBORO'
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: Miss M. Colley,' Newstead, 

Kenwood Park Road.
The Hon. Secretary, National League for Op­

posing Woman Suffrage, 26, Tapton Crescent 
Road, Sheffield.

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

The Mount, Whitby.
YORK—

President: Lady Julia Wombwell.
Hon. Treasurer: Hon. Mrs. Stanley Jackson.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Jenyns, The Beeches, 

Dringhouses, York.

THE GIRLS’ ANTI-SUFFRAGE 
LEAGUE.

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

Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Miss 
Elsie Hird Morgan, 15, Philbeach Gardens, 
Earls 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, Bisea Road, 

Newport.
OXFORD—

Hon. Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Miss 
Jelf, 34, Norham 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 Ter­

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

10, Queensferry Street, Edinburgh.
BRANCHES:

BERWICKSHIRE—
Vice-President: Mrs. Baxendale.
Hon. Secretary: Mlss M. W. M. Falconer

■ LL.A., Elder Bank, Duns, Berwickshire.
DUNDEE—

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

Lochee.
EDINBURGH—

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

Walker Street; Miss Kemp, 6, Western Ter­
race, Murrayfield, 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 (Sub-Branch)—

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

INVERNESS AND NAIRN—
President: Lady Lovat.
Hon. Treasurers and Hon. Secretaries: Inver­

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

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

Gardens, St. Andrews.

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

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

68, Richards Terrace.
NORTH WALES (No. 1.)— 

President: Mrs. Cornwallis West.


