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It is a fact well worth 
noting that the majority of 
men and women whose 
thoughts are largely occu- 

1 .pied with foreign affairs, 
and with the affairs of the 
British Dominions and de- 
pendencies, are convinced 
anti-Suffragists. It is un­
necessary to mention the 
names of other statesmen 
besides Lord Curzon, but 
it may be remarked that 
perhaps the two most not­
able women travellers—
ethnologists, scholars, and 
archaeologists—of our time 
are numbered among anti- 
Suffragists. We mean the 
late Miss Mary Kingsley and 
Miss Gertrude Lowthian 
Bell. The scenes of Lord 
Curzon’s foreign explora- 

‘ lions comprised Afghani- 
stan, the Pamirs, Siam, 
Indo-China, Korea and Per- 

j Sia. In 1883, when he was 
24, he won the Lothian Es­
say Prize. His books 
since then include “ Russia 
in Central Asia ” (1889), 
" Persia and the Persian 
Question,” and “ Problems 
of the Far East.”

In 1885, Mr. G. N. Cur- 
' zon became private secret 
’ tary to the late Lord Salis­

bury—an auspicious and 
; fruitful employment for one 

I whose brain busied itself 
। untiringly with Imperial 
affairs from his undergradu­

PROMINENT ANTI-SUFFRAGISTS.
EARL CURZON OF , G.C.S.I., G.C.I.E

ate days. In 1891 he be­
came Under-Secretary for 
India. From 1895-98 he 
was Under-Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs and the ex­
traordinary wide range of 
his knowledge which en­
abled him to answer off- 
hand questions of which 
any other Under-Secretary 
would have required notice, 
is still one of the legends of 
the House of Commons. In 
1899 he was appointed Vice­
roy of India and created a 
Viscount. His administra­
tion, as everyone knows, 
was brilliant and memor­
able.

At the Coronation of 
King George, Lord Curzon 
was created an Earl. He 
has had various honorary 
degrees conferred on him 
for his services to education, 
including the D.C.L. of 
Oxford and the LL.D. of 
Cambridge. He was 
awarded the gold medal of 
the Royal Geographical 
Society, and he has been 
Lord Warden of the Cinque 
Ports.

Our League, of the Exe­
cutive Committee of which 
he is a member, is deeply 
indebted to him for invalu­
able support and for an ad­
mirable leaflet “ Fifteen 
Good Reasons Against the 
Grant of Female Suffrage.”

L. V. M.
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SUFFRAGISTS AND THE 
INSURANCE BILL.

We are glad to see that, so far, the 
interests of women under the Insurance r 
Bill are not being "damaged in the 
House of Commons by the unfortunate 
determination of the Suffragists to 
treat the Bill simply as an opportunity 
for making capital for their cause. 
The line they have taken might well 
have endangered the success of all the , 
criticism that has rightly been directed 
against the undoubted flaws in the Bill’s, 
treatment of women. Those flaws 
have been generally recognised from 
the first, and the movement for remedy- 
ing them has been general. 'The at- 
tempt to turn it into an engine for pro­
moting the suffrage agitation is a sel­
fish and ill-considered action.

It is, to begin with, false to argue 
that the lack of votes placed women at' 
a disadvantage in the construction of . 
the Bill. There are faults enough in 
the provision for men, and the crowd 
of amendments to the Bill show at least 
as many complaints from the masculine 
as from the feminine side. It is non- 
sense to suppose that in the drafting of 
a Bill like, this a Minister feels that a 
vast proportion of the community can 
be treated lightly because it has no 
votes. The interests of the industrial 
community are not cut in half, as 
Suffragists would have us believe ; and 
does anyone suppose that the working- 
man is going to Be blind to any unfair 
refusal of benefits to the household, 
whichever member of it is concerned? 
In the second place, this burking of the 
issue, by dragging in the suffrage, 
gives less than no help to' those who 
wish to improve the position of women 
under the Bill. The case of the mar­
ried woman is a serious and difficult 
one. The point at which an unmarried 
woman working in a factory is thrown 
back upon insurance benefit is, roughly 
speaking, definable. The point at 
which a married woman must fall back 
from her house-work is, far more in- 
tangible, and the problem of giving her 
benefits needs the best brains that can 
be given to it. How lamentable that 
so many good brains should be taking 
the barren line that if women had votes

the problem would have been settled ! . 
Again, the provision under the Bill by 
which a woman left a widow," who re- 
turns to outside work, comes auto- 
matically under the Bill again without 
any question of arrears was well- 
meant. Probably, the proportion of 
widows who return in that way is 
small. Why do not such organisa­
tions as the Women Workers provide 
proved statistics, instead of joining the. 
Suffragist bodies in treating the ques­
tion as a platform argument for the 
vote? Or ; take, for yet another in- 
stance, the case of domestic servants. 
Obviously, that is a matter concerning 
the head of every servant-employing 
household in the kingdom. The in- 
terest in it would not be one whit more 
wide-spread if women had votes. : 1

Fortunately, as we have said, the 
general sense of the community has not 
been misled by the Suffragist narrow- 
boss of view. “ The Spectator,” for 
example, has from the first taken a 
strong line on the position of women 
under the Bill. Thus, on May 27th it 
wrote: “ The difficulty [of bringing 
married women under the Bill] does not 
justify the infliction of, a wholesale in­
justice upon a much larger part of the 
female sex.” On June 17th it drew 
further attention to points in which the 
Bill was “ cruelly unfair ” to women. 
We note the. same spirit in the House 
of Commons. Among those whom the 
Suffragists themselves acknowledge to 
have been active on the women’s behalf 
is Mr. Austen Chamberlain, who is a 
firm opponent of woman suffrage, and 
in the debates generally we have seen 
no inclination to follow the Suffragist 
invitation to put the Bill back into that 
atmosphere of merely political contro­
versy from which both parties agreed 
in excluding it at its first presentation. 
We would draw attention to the letter 
to Mr. Asquith which we print else-- 
where. It is inspired by such a practical 
and useful desire to get things done 
without grinding private axes as 
was described in a very sensible letter 
to the “ Manchester Guardian,” of 
July 14th, by Mr. J. Wise. He said : 
“ Granted, that all the defects enumer- 
atedexist in the Bill in its present 
shape, what prevents the women-—ad-

mirable organisers as they are; to say 
nothing of their oratorical powers— 
laying the case for women before the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer? . Is it 
quite the fair thing to keep on reiter­
ating ‘ Here, too, the treatment of the 
voter is in marked contrast to that 
of the voteless women ? ’ ‘

NOTES AND NEWS.
At a meeting of Liberal members, who 
are in favour of Woman Suffrage, held 
at the House of Commons on Thurs- 
day, July 20th, there was an apparently 
irreconcilable division of opinion be­
tween those' who wish to amend the 
Conciliation Bill and those who do not. 
The ’ Parliamentary correspondent of 
the “ Times ” says : —

“ A resolution was proposed in favour of 
introducing a democratic measure of women’s 
suffrage next session and of balloting for it 
in order that it might get the benefit of the 
Prime Minister’s pledge for facilities, and 
suggesting that if a high place was not 
secured in the ballot, an attempt should be 
made to introduce democratic amendments in 
any more limited Bill which might be intro­
duced. While the debate was proceeding a 
deputation from the Women’s-Liberal Federa­
tion arrived and presented a resolution of

North West Ham, Mr. Hickman1 in 
South Bedfordshire,' Col. ( Mark Sykes 
in Central Hull, all declared themselves 
definitely against I the Suffrage. Its 
supporters, on the other hand, per- 
formed some curious antics. Thus 
Baron de Forest, the Liberal candidate 
in North West Ham, in answer to the 
request of the National Union of Wo­
men’s Suffrage Societies to declare 
himself in his election address in favour 
of the Conciliation Bill, said that the 
address was already printed, “other­
wise it should havebeen . done ‘ ‘—an 
answer which the National Union 
apparently took quite ,seriously. The 
fact is, of course,that the Suffrage 
agitation did not succeed in getting the 
question mentioned in any address at 
the by-elections. But the really funny 
answer to the Suffragist inquiries was 
given by Mr. Cecil Harmsworth, the 
Liberal candidate in South Bedford­
shire. He said that he would “study 
the Conciliation Bill, and if convinced 
that its passage into law would in no 
way jeopardise this, as a Liberal seat, 
he would support it ?” (“Common 
Cause,” July 6th.)

iei o men
their Executive Committee, asking Liberal IT seems that at a dinner given by 
members to concentrate on a democratic mea- C.cr- _ • , • , --- 2. •Suffragists in honour of Mrs. Chapman 

Catt, at the Coronation Exhibition, 
;ome of the speakers were disturbed by 
he noise of fireworks outside. Dr.

sure. Subsequently the Chancellor of theEx- 
chequer arrived, having been prevented from 
being present at the beginning of the meet­
ing. He immediately addressed the members 
at some length on the position of the woman 
suffrage movement. He declared himself per- 
sonally in favour of a more democratic mea- 
sure, but his advice was that if first place dom for women we will have no more 
was secured next session for the Conciliation fireworks, only a soul-stirring desire to Bill Liberals should adopt it, and endeavour o. , ’ . 8299

Anna Shaw, with terrible austerity, an- 
nounced : “When we have won free-

benefit humanity by working for theto widen its scope. The meeting broke up ’ . . . ,,
without any definite., decision having been well-being of the home.”
arrived at on the resolution.”

We should ■
. ke to have a glimpse of one or two

Everyone whoremembers that the homes which were forbidden fireworks
Women’s Social and Political Union. . on the proper occasions and admonished
and the National Union of Women’s to consider themselves, thereby, in a 
Suffrage Societies demand the Con-date of well-being. No doubt Dr.
ciliation Bill, pure and simple, as the bhawwould be equal to taking even 

that situation in hand, as we learn from

Suffrage Societies demand the Con

only means of advancing their cause
will appreciate the peculiar significance 
of the meeting at the . House of 
Commons.

993 .

he "Common Cause ‘ that she urged 
her right tb preach in the State Church 
11 Norway. To do this it was neces- 
sary to write down St, Paul as out of

Since the Government have gone so far late. “ For some time,” she said 
the newspapers were,divided betweenin their promises of facilities for the

Conciliation Bill, and < Mr. Lloyd ne and St. Paul, and I had rather the
George has spoken of it as a measure advantage as St. Paul wasn’t there. ”
of the very greatest magnitude, it is bome Suffragists, suffering from their 
interesting* to see the actual part the obsession about the equality and inter-

agreed that the provocation from which 
the unhappy' woman suffered was 
intense. One cannot imagine a dis­
tracted woman being executed for such 
a crime in Great Britain ; and although 
Canada lias next door to her, in the 
United States, the dangerous example 
of an “ unwritten law,” it appears that 
the same feelings about such a murder 
exist among her public men. Mrs. 
Napolitano, nevertheless, took the law 
into her own hands and in effect exe­
cuted her husband. He was a vile 
criminal of course, but her right to 
override the law of the land and take 
his life was less than none. To over- 
ride the law which provides remedies 
for suffering wives is to introduce 
Lynch law, which is no law—a state of 
affairs which no country can contem­
plate as tolerable ; and the principle of 
law must be asserted as such, however 
great the provocation of the guilty per­
son may have been, or however just 
and natural it may be to temper justice 
with mercy subsequently. One is sim­
ply amazed at the confusion of thought 
which induces Suffragists here to de­
mand equal treatment for men and 
women with one breath, and to speak 
of the administration of the law as an 
illustration of the bullying and vic- 
timising of women by men with the 
next breath. 1 One does not wonder, at 
what is asserted to be a fact, that few 
women can be found to say that they 
would care to submit themselves to the 
incalculable verdicts of a jury of their 
own sex.

. 9 • ©
The bias against men which has un­
happily become inseparable from the 
Suffragist movement,1 peeps out at 
every corner. Suffragist writers appear 
to' be quite unable to control their pre- 
judice. Thus,,the “Common Cause” 
says :-—

"Well, well. The "Coronation meeting for 
men only,’of which the ‘ Spectator ’ had such 
great and touching hopes that it might make 
women think more kindly of men, has come 
and gone There has not been very much 
about it in the Press, but‘the outcome ’ of 
the meeting, we are told, is . . . 1 to form 
a club in the West End with social, athletic, 
and residential advantages, to serve as a 
centre for the promotion of social service by 
laymen!!’’

The contemptuous notes of exclama­
tion are bestowed upon an admirable 
determination among several men, 
chiefly of the leisured class, that they 
would signalise the Coronation by 
banding- themselves together to give 
up more time and thought, to public 
service. Great Britain is distinguished 
above all countries in the world by the

In a letter to the " Morning Leader,” 
Mr. H. B. Samuels gives the following 
figures'. of the excess' of meh over 
women in Australia :— .'

“ At the end of last.year there were 232,936 
more men than women there. In New South 
Wales alone there were 102,834 more men 
than women. In Western Australia, in a 
total population of 277,000, there are 44,000 
more men than women. In the State of 
Queensland, in a population of 560,000, there 
are 47,000 more men than women.”

Mr. Samuels argues very rightly 
that the comparatively ■ high rate of 
wages women can command is deter- 
mined by the scarcity of women, that is 
by an economic reason and not by the 
influence of the vote. The scarcity 
of women is, of course, one of the 
notorious problems of Australia, as it 
is one of the urgent needs of the Em­
pire that the balance should be adjusted 
and that women should go to Australia 
prepared to co-operate with men by 
marrying them and keeping their 
homes for them. Faced by this pro- 
blem. Miss ■ Cicely Hamilton, who, in 
the cause of Votes for Women, offers 
an extraordinary amount of bad advice 
to her countrywomen,'writes is follows 
of the outlook for young women emi­
grants to the dominions in the ‘‘ Em- 
pire Magazine ” for July :— 55

U" Offer to such a woman, young and adven- 
turous, the chance of a livelihood on her own | 
account, an . honest independence, and r the ■ 
chance of* success' and competence, and you' 
will get her fast enough; suggest to her that 
she should go where she ean easily pick up a 
husband, and she will take the suggestion as 
an insult. . . . There are plenty, of course, 
who will not take it as an insult;, but they 
are not the sort that any land requires for 
its good and the good of its sons.” -

• 9
THE “ Common Cause ” and “ Votes’ 
for Women ” have pressed very hard, 
in defamation of men as a sex, the 
case of Mrs. Napolitano, an Italian 
emigrant to Canada, who murdered her 
husband. The murdered man had 
suggested to his wife that she should 
earn her living in an immoral manner.' 
She refused with admirable spirit and 
he then subjected her to a martyrdom 
of ill-treatment which she ended by 
murdering him. At her trial she was 
condemned to death and the authorities', 
of Ontario rejected the first recommen- 
dations to mercy. After a short time, 
however, she was respited, as most 
people supposed she would be, and con- 
demned to penal servitude. It is 
characteristic of the Suffragist papers” 
that they should have spoken of the 
sentence as though it were an example ’ 
of ferocious brutality practised by men 
on the weaker sex. We shall all be

obsession about the equality and inter- 
changeability of the ,sexes, do not ap- 

The opponents of Woman bear, in the least, to shrink from the
suffrage played in, the by-elections of
last month.
Suffrage among the candidates came 
out, we are glad to note, much more 
straightforwardly than the more or less 
professed Sufragists. Mr. Wild in

brospecti ofrwomen becoming regular 
ministers of religion. 'No doubt they 
ire logical, but of what lamentable pre- 
nisses is their logic the outcome?
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willingness of men who can afford 
idleness and frivolity to become ser­
vants of the State. Every Englishman 
who knows other countries than his 
own recognises this fact and is grateful 
for it. It may be that the plan for ex- 
tending voluntary public service, pro­
posed by the Duke of Devonshire and 
others, is not the best conceivable. We 
do not pretend to say. At all events, 
the resolution to found a kind of mis­
sionary club . is obviously sincere. 
Only a rather shrewish spirit would 
dream of ridiculing any honestly meant 
endeavour of this kind. We cannot 
help saying that the notes of exclama­
tion which are meant to be contemp­
tuous are rather contemptible. We do 
not wonder ' that women suffragists 
have lately been protesting against 
their cause being turned into an anti- 
man movement. It passes our under­
standing how it can be supposed that 
any good will come to the nation by 
replacing co-operation between men 
and women by injurious recrimination.

10©•
The ‘ Nation ” of. July ist published 
a pungent criticism of the Conciliation 
Bill in a letter from Mr. Gerald Cabor 
who appears to be theoretically in 
favour of woman suffrage. He men­
tions the obvious fact that the Bill will 
enfranchise very few married women 
unless it disfranchises their husbands, 
and goes on :—

" I cannot conceive any course more likely 
to bring about something like a sex war than 
to bestow on the unmarried women of the 
nation the position of protectors of these 
interests of married women; . their position 
would be exactly that of the traditional 

other-in-law—a position ' of interference 
without responsibility.

“ Women have no special knowledge of the 
matters mentioned as such, but only as wives 
and mothers ; their knowledge is gained from . 
individual experience, not from sex instinct, 
or doctrinaire reasoning. The economic in- 
tereSts of unmarried women are in many ways 
opposed to those of the men with whom they 
compete in the labour, market, while the 
economic interests of married women are in 
precisely these ways identical with those of 
their husbands, and, therefore, opposed to 
those of unmarried women.,

“ A principle of democracy is the abolition 
of class distinction, and this principle is 
equally offended against whether the line 
which divides into classes is drawn across a 
mass so as to divide the rich from the poor 
and confer privileges on the rich, or whether 
it is drawn (as proposed) so as to divide 
married from unmarried, and confer privi­
leges on the unmarried.”

The democratic objections to the Bill 
could scarcely be better stated.

<5 166'

The democratic objections to the Con­
ciliation Bill are again excellently ex­

pressed in a letter to the “ Nation ” 
of July 8th by another Liberal, Mr. 
Holford Knight. He says that Suffra- 
gists appear to suppose that it is quite 
enough to claim the suffrage ; they do 
not admit or perceive that any duty 
rests upon the existing electorate to 
form a considered judgment as to 
whether Woman Suffrage would be for 
the common good. “ This is a view 
of the situation,” he says, “ which no 
genuine Liberal can entertain.” Mr. 
Knight turns to the common Suffragist 
argument that women cannot be ex- 
pected, as a sex, to cultivate politics 
until the possession of the vote has 
whetted their appetite—that they want 
the vote to practise on. “ I presume,”' 
he says, ironically, “ womenfolk send 
dress material to dressmakers irrespec­
tive of the fact, whether or not, they 
are competent to make it up.” It 
would certainly be the greatest politi- 
cal scandal of our time, the greatest 
repudiation of democratic principle, if 
a vast fundamental change in our con­
stitutional and social practise, like 
Woman Suffrage, were permitted to 
pass into law before the electorate has 
been fairly and squarely consulted. It 
is farcical to pretend that the electorate 
has yet been consulted. So far as the 
question has been put to the test at all 
the electorate has displayed a marked 
indifference to Woman Suffrage, or 
else a strong dislike for it—generally 
the latter.

• • •

Lord Weardale, who made a vigorous 
speech against his party in the House 
of Lords on July 5th, pointed out that 
when the Parliament Bill was passed 
“ the flood gates would be open.” 
There would be two years during 
which legislation could be passed gaily 
over the heads of the Lords.

" The various factions—the Home Rule 
faction, the Welsh Church and plural voting 
factions, and, last but not least, the woman 
franchise group—would all come and say. 
Now is your opportunity, and insist that the 
Government should take advantage of those 
precious first two years in order to pass into 
law without any reference to the people 
measures on which the people so far had ex- 
pressed no judgment.”
We are grateful to Lord Weardale for 
his " last but not least." Women 
Suffragists, as Mr. Knight says, think 
that the mere claim to the franchise is 
enough, but they are hoping that if the 
electors disagree with this cool opinion, 
the electors will still be deprived of all 
opportunity to prevent what they dis­
approve of. We should think that the 
electors have only to recognise the 

danger clearly enough to express their 
feelings pretty strongly.

• • •
The letter written by Colonel Mark 
Sykes, M.P., in answer to a Suffragist 
enquiry during the by-election last 
month in Central Hull, seems to have 
been quite too much for Suffragists to 
answer. Colonel Sykes wrote that he 
was firmly of the opinion that the differ­
ences between the sexes in their nature 
and functions were such that “ to grant 
women the franchise on the same 
grounds as it is granted to men is un- 
reasonable.” He continued :—

“ My own suggestion is that women might 
well be granted the franchise if they ex- 
Dressed by means of a referendum, a desire 
to have that franchise, but that the qualifica­
tions of a woman’s vote should be different 
from those at present obtaining for men. I 
suggest that they should be (a) efficient and 
legitimate maternity, viz., every woman who 
has borne in wedlock and reared beyond the 
first year four children; (b) intellectual 
capacity—any unmarried woman who has 
qualified as a doctor, a surgeon, barrister, 
engine-driver, or other masculine trade or pro­
fession and earns a competence by working 
therein. These two classes should, I sug­
gest, not vote at the present Parliamentary 
elections, but should be divided into separate 
constituencies returning their own members, 1 
and just as at present the Trades Unions are 
fairly represented in the House of Commons 
by a certain number of Labour members, so 
should women be represented by what we 
may call a feminist section.”

9919,
The absurd masculinism of the Suffra­
gist has reached a point at which such 
a suggestion as this produces from 
“ The Common Cause ” no better or 
more sensible answer than that it is 
“ foolishness.” It was instructive and 
interesting to see how completely that 
paper avoided the point of the letter. 
Colonel Sykes had, as a mere passing 
illustration, remarked that you cannot 
speak of equality or inequality between 
two entities having a different basis, 
any more than you can speak of the 
equality or inequality of H. M.S. “ Dread- 
nought” and York Minster. Instead of 
answering the point of the letter," The 
Common Cause ” and other Suffragist 
organs satisfied their readers by dreary 
jokes about Dreadnoughts and Minis­
ters. A Miss Bateson, a Suffragist, 
in commenting on the letter, wrote :—

“ Colonel Sykes may have heard that 
parallel lines never join, but Shakespeare 
knew more of human nature, and remarked 
that journeys had a knack of ending in 
‘ lovers meeting. ’"
This sort of sentimentalism crops up 
from time to time in Suffragist argu­
ments. What it means we do no. 
know, unless the implication is that 

women will, in the end, wheedle votes 
out of men. That is not a very stal­
wart brand of Suffragism.

©u 9 •
Mrs. Fawcett’s.article on ‘Women’s 
Suffrage,” which opened the June 
number of “ The Englishwoman,’’ pro­
ceeded throughout on the usual Suffra­
gist assumption that the second-read­
ing majorities for suffrage bills in the 
House of Commons justify the forcing 
through the House of any particular 
measure that women Suffragists may, 
for the moment, have agreed upon. 
Again, in arguing that the Government 
had a mandate at the last Election for 
Woman Suffrage, she writes: “ Every 
one knows that Women’s Suffrage has 
been actively and prominently before 
the country, now for several years' 
past.” This is a very loose argument. 
Mrs. Fawcett is referring to meetings 
called by, more or less private, people ; 
she wishes her readers to understand 
that the question has been fought at 
elections;. 1 In how many election ad-, 
dresses either in 1906 or at the two 
elections in 1910 was the subject so 
much as mentioned? There has been 
an unusually' large batch of by-elec­
tions since the debate on the Concilia- 
tion Bill, which was supposed to mark 
so important a turning-point. Was 
there one single address at these elec­
tions which mentioned the ' subject ? 
Mrs. Fawcett adopts the usual Suffra­
gist talk about the ‘‘.shuffling and de-, 
lay with which this great, .question 
is treated by successive governments.” 
It would be more honest to recognise 
that all the Suffragist agitation has not 
yet succeeded in raising the question 
out of the category of private members’ 
bills. While it remains there it is 
bound to fall between two stools. It 
is too large a demand, to go forward on 
a private member’s responsibility ; and 
it is too little desired by the country to 
be forced upon the Government. There 
has been no Parliament in which the 
private member has had more success 
in controlling the Government in mat­
ters on which the feeling of constituents 
was strong. Everyone who was at all 
behind the scenes in the Veto Bill pre-- 
liminaries of the early months of 1910 
knows that. If the Suffragist demand 
were really backed in the country, the 
rank and file of Liberal members would' 
have made it a Government measure 
by now.o

19 ?.. 9 .
“ The ENGLISHWOMAN ” is publishing 
' * instalments the lectures given

in London lately by M. Bouvier, 
entitled “La Femme.” The lectures 
are so strongly “ feminist ” in tone 
that some of their statements become 
important admissions. Thus, he says, 
in speaking of women and the labour 
market :" Ifwomen actually compete 
with men, this is due. largely to theorise 
of machines. Work having become 
mechanical, muscular force is, so to 
say, superfluous, as also is quickness of 

1 invention and rapidity and sureness 1 of 
individual decision, qualities all more 
characteristic of men than of women. 
What is more needed now is patience, 
dexterity, manual agility, docility, and 
endurance—-qualities essentially femi- 
nine.” In face of this distinction, 
drawn, be it noted, by a feminist, 
Anti-Suffragists may fairly ask whether 
docility and endurance are qualifica­
tions for a vote. Again, M. Bouvier 
says : "Our legal code must be modi­
fied, but this gigantic work will not 
fall to. women—at least, not yet. Men 
will have to begin it by instituting uni- 
versal suffrage . . . Arid universal 
suffrage is inevitable, despite all pos­
sible objections.” Despite even the 
Suffragists who mock at those who 
shrink’ from the prospect of a female 
vote larger than the male vote.

1© 9 ©15
A (CONVERSATION Overheard.

First. Workman : What’s this ’ere 
feminism they talk so much about?

Second Workman : It’s what 
them Suffragettes go in for. It means 
being more like the men, so far as I can 
see.

First Workman : Ah, I spose its 
one of them foreign words—means 
manliness, or something like that, I 
expect. i

SECOND Workman : That’s about it, 
I guess.

THE V FAIR WAGES CLAUSE.”
Many advocates of Woman Suffrage speak 
and write of the “ Fair Wages Clause,” as 
though by its provisions men employed 
under Government contractors have obtain­
ed a minimum wage, which these same pro- 
visions withhold from women. ' The writer 
has heard Suffragists on more than one 
occasion. make distinct assertions to this 
effect, but the assumption is more com- 
monly . implied than definitely stated. 
Such allegations lead one to doubt whether 
the speakers and writers have ever taken 
the trouble to read the wording of the 
“ Fair Wages ” Resolution or to study the 
speeches made in the House of Commons 

at the time of its amendment in March, 
1909.

Far from laying down the principle of a 
minimum wage for men, the resolution 
provides that “ the contractor shall pay 
rates of wages and observe hours of labour 
not less favourable than those commonly 
recognised by employers and trade 
societies (or in the absence of such recog­
nised wages and hours, those which in 
practice prevail amongst good employers) 
in the trade in the district where the work 
is carried on.”. An employe, then, work­
ing on a Government contract has a 
right to receive a wage equal to that pre­
valent in the district in which he is 
working. There is no stipulation as to the 
amount of this wage, nor that it shall not 
fall below a given sum, but merely that 
those persons labouring on behalf of the 
Government shall not be less advan­
tageously treated than their neighbours 
who are working for other employers. In 
many trades the customary wage will 
vary considerably in different' districts ; for 
example, a boot and shoe operative will 
earn a different wage for a week’s work in 
Leicester from what he would earn if em­
ployed in London. ' How, then, is the 
amount of the wage received by a Govern­
ment (contractor’s . employe determined ? 
The resolution answers the question : by 
trade societies in districts where such 
exist, and, in their absence, by the custom 
of the “good employers ” wherever the 
work is being carried put. In either case 
the ultimate responsibility for the prevail­
ing rate rests not with the Fair Wages 
Clause or any Act of Parliament, but with 
the masters and workers, in whose hands 
lies the creation of a customary wage.

The error contained in the statement 
that, by this resolution men have been 
granted a minimum wage, is only equalled 
by that underlying the idea that women 
are excluded from its provisions. It rests 
with women workers just as with men to 
create the “ custom ” of the district in 
which they work. Women working under 
Government contractors can claim pre­
cisely the same rights of the Fair Wages 
Clause as men. In order to satisfy 
those who appeared to disbelieve this un­
doubted fact, a letter was recently sent to 
the Secretary, of the Board of Trade, ask­
ing for information upon the point, to 
which a reply has been received which 
states, that “ in cases where there is in a 
given district a recognised rate of wages 
for women's work the Fair Wages Reso­
lution would enjoin the payment of that 
rate to women employed in the district in 
the execution of a Government contract.” 
Clearly, then, the reasons for difference 
between the wages of men and women 
working on Government contracts must 
be sought elsewhere than in the Fair 
Wages Resolution.

GLADYS S, POTT,
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A CANVASS The following

District. Electorate. Anti.OF

MUNICIPAL ELECTORSWOMEN
DISTRICTS

The followIng Results byOBTAINED

Mid-Surrey(13 districts) 1,819

1,024

Sandown & Lake, I.ofW. 270
Herefofd(pan personal) 7921 224
St. Andrews ....  598

281

59

Total 67,100 26,831 10,3°3 7:273Total 20,97158,284 17,410 1,422 30,2109,242
No Reply include deceased, removed, and ill.No Reply include deceased, removed, and ill.

1,073
640

107
100

140
90

15
60

203
118

27
38
13

Reply-paid 
Pro.

1,633
1,475
1,199

810

74
7°
52

7,615 
3,084 
2,971 
2,500
2,297 

2,243 
2,153 
2,116 

2,098 

1,979

73
42
18

153
147
143

95
88

922 

950
628 
872 

93°
621

Postcards :— 
Neutral.Electorate.

4,728
4,080

East Toxteth (Liver­
pool Division) 2,188

2,160

2,145
1,826

1,749

1,739 . [
1,640: i
1,496 | 

o 1,389 1

? j>374
: 1,221 7

1,098 
1,078 n

- 934 j 
906

THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW

Electorate. 
125,384

Anti.
44,241

Pro. 
19,545

Neutral. 
8,695

No Reply.
51,181

District.
S. Kensington ...
Croydon
N. Paddington ...

. , Chelsea ...
Birkenhead’ ...
Bournemouth ...
Hastings ...
N. Hackney ...
East Berks .;.
Mayfair

' 3,700 .
3,355 .

3,338 •
3,281 ■

,1 2,610
2,044

2>355

. N. Kensington ...
Oxford
Brixton
Ealing ...
Birmingham Central

Division ' ...
. Torquay ...

North Hants
Mid Bucks ....
N.-W. Manchester
Gloucester ....
Richmond "...

lChiswick ... ■
Watford 
Reigate air

St. George’s-in-the-East 457
Boxmoor and Hemel

Hempsted ... ■ 450
Shottermill Centre and

Haslemere Group 0336
Hampton I 277
Berkhamstead ... 265
Tonbridge -... 189
Kew H . - ... • 1155
Aid eburgh '".;,! A 1 14

WERE
Anti.
1,183 ■ 671 ? D .. 33
1,575 n •■• 606 " . .. 30
1,090 , . ... in. 407 b .. 98

617 —st .. 566 ' .. 36
1,154 2 861 8 ... th AH--

977 oonia 589 Je : =

921 D ... 425 " - 20
962 453 ■ | 9

1 603 264 . . •• 415
1,117 ... 447 ' ’ ■• 13

316,2 ..." 239 ■■■

472au m -. 21 Ll92 .. 02
571 - 353 '01 22
741 ... ■ 267 A ' .. 8

‘ 461 ■ ... 229. 35

359 ci 230■ ■■ ■ i* 228
467 210 • ri J .. 13
426 417••-i 025,

248 222 ' .. JG 47
246 i । ... 198 ' ' . •• ′ . 1—"

413 ■•■ 185 ■■. 2
" 413 ■ ".../" 98 -1 150

_______ _ 141 18
302 178 . T • " 7
338604.. 199-1 ... 23 ■

. 279......i 143 ani/ • . 40
' 142 ... 96 47

123 ••• 81 •• . , ।:2

131 ■ 35 . isy . -219 id 3

145 rll 74 • -. S8

- 92 oiler ... " 39 • 14
188 "0 36,| ' I

66 ... 2133 • • —
96 1 ■ ... J 021 t . 23
36 18 .. 5 —

No Reply. 
2,841 

1,869 
2,105 
2,136 .

1,323 
i,7’5 
1,244

620

437 
679

447 
346 
33°.
313 
251

Neutral No Reply.

Results were obtained by House to House Canvas'sconducted by Members 
of the League or Paid Canvassers:—1

Pro.
ingham ... 8,398
rpool (8 Divisions)—

... 2,300 1,536 ... 884 Jon . • ' 3,678

Walton 2,609 -.-1,053 298 -— 1,258
West Derby 1,844 ...is434.. ■ 559 851
Kirkdale ... 1,541 o... ■ ■ 386 . ..5 i,„. 0122a — I >033
West Toxteth 1,138 ..." 180 . . "338 — .. 620
Abercromby 1,090 ... 260 . . 231 ,. Z 1 [-- 7 ' i (i . 599
Everton 1,018 173• 352 ‘------ : 1 I it I .. 493
Exchange ... 728 ...168 .<r 1 ‘ 141 ... ...................... JJ . .. 419
Scotland ... 716 • 160 ■• ■ 185 ... ■ ' ------- I- 371

Bristol 
Hampstead 
Fulham
S. Paddington ... 
York
Southampton 
Bath ' 
Scarborough 
Cambridge 
Westminster

Reading
S.-W. Manchester 
South Berks
North Berks 
Newport (Mon.)... 
Central Finsbury 
Isle of Thanet ... 
Weston-super-Mare 
Camlachie
Guildford 
Whitechapel 
Penrith 
Keswick
Camberley & Frimley

Wigton 
Woodbridge ... 
Ashbourne 
Crowborough 
Cockermouth 
Hawkhurst 
Cranbrook 
Midhurst (part reply 

postcards) ...
Melton ...
Rogate ...

1,700 

1,473 
1,368
1,291 
1,291 
1,216

1,082 
935 
855
776
758
508 
4°5 
271

3399 
1,288

941
1,161

773 
1,361 
1,026

683 
1,168 
1,036

869
1,133 

44i 
655

1,085 
844 
535 
231 
380
457 
428
293 
251
196 
”9 
162

9i5
405
265 
334 
516
147
230

. 513
S7o
221

2,004
233

830
335

229

151
166
416
217

75
113
128
180

235
110

67
I IO

126
87
38
49
13

5

49

412
271
136
419

31
122
289

63 
. 76 
257 
314
69
84

72
34

21
8
2

20

1,297 
1,158

' 935
670

1008

506, 
876 
508

89 
586 
380, 
37° 
494 
207

68
258
296

1 357

204
209

321
131
122
93
51
6

54
39
30
19
14
29



AUGUST, 1911. THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW.
160 THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW. AUGUST, 1911.

OUR CANVASS IN LIVERPOOL .
The following letters concern our canvass of 
certain wards in Liverpool. The first is from 
Miss Rathbone,” of the Liverpool Society for 
Women’s Suffrage, to Colonel Chaloner, M.P. 
for the Abercromby Division of Liverpool. 
The second is from Miss Terry Lewis, Secre- 
tary of the Rational .League for Opposing 
Woman Suffrage, dealing with points raised in 
Miss Rathbone's letter, and referred by Colonel 
Chaloner to Miss Lewis.

NATIONAL UNION OF WOMEN’S 
SUFFRAGE SOCIETIES.

Liverpool Society for Woman’s Suffrage,
April 28th, 1911..

DEAR COLONEL Chaloner,—I am sending . 
you at the House of Commons a petition from 
the women ratepayers • of the (Abercromby - 
Ward of your Division, in favour of the Bill 
for the enfranchisement of women house- 
holders, which is to come up for second 
reading on May 5th. On behalf of the signers 
of the petition, my Committee will be grateful 
if you will present it to the House of Com- 
mons, if possible, before the second reading.

My Committee has collected this petition 
as a means of testing the opinion of women 
ratepayerspin certain selected typical wards 
of Liverpool and Bootle. The work has 
been done by responsible and experienced 
lady workers and very careful particulars 
noted of the views of all the women seen: 
the results being scrutinised and checked. In • 
Abercromby, Ward the figures are as follows : 

No. on Register ... ... ... 066... 643 
Not seen (removed, ill, dead, or out at 

repeated visits) ... ... s- ... 201 
Seen 87... ... ... ...■'. ... 442 
Signed ac. ... ... ... ......... 321 
Refused ...0...) ... "' 121 
Percentageof those seen who signed... 72

For the total eight wards worked (viz., 
Granby, Prince’s Park, Dingle, Abercromby, 
West Derby, Netherfield, Derby, Bootle and 
Stanley, Bootle), the figures are as follows:— 

No. on Register ... ... ...__ ... 3,828 
Not seen (removed, ill, dead, or out at 

repeated visits) ..., ...... 1,307 
Seen - ...... ... ....... 2,521. 
Signed ... ...  _ ... 1,929 
Refused L2... ... ... ... ... 592 
Percentage of those seen who signed... 76

We are aware that the Anti-Suffrage League 
has carried out a canvass in certain portions 
of Liverpool, and that they profess to have 
ascertained that the majority of those can- 
vassed are opposed to Women’s Suffrage. 
As you are, I believe, an honorary officer of 
the League, will you allow me to bring be- 
fore you the following facts as to the way in 
which the canvass was conducted? In East 
Toxteth, reply-paid postcards were sent to 
women voters, asking them to put"their cross- 
to one or other of the alternative statements,

“ I desire the Parliamentary vote, and 
so, I believe, do the majority of women in 
the country.”

“I do not desire the Parliamentary vote, 
nor, I believe, do the majority of women 1 

- in the ‘country." 1
The absurdity of asking the average woman 

ratepayer to put her cross to either of these 
two sweeping generalisations is, I think, 
obvious. In the other portions of Liverpool 
canvassed, the question put was simpler ; but 
the canvass was conducted, not through the 
post, but by unemployed men of the working 
class, who collect signatures’ and also small 
sums of money “to print literature against 
the Suffragettes." One voter, describing the 
canvasser’s visit to me, said: “I would not 
put a cross for him, but I gave him a penny 
to go away." These men, of course, knew 
the views of their employers, and may prob- 
ably have thought that their chances of con- 
tinued employment depended upon whether 
the results of the canvass were satisfactory 
to the Anti-Suffrage Society. In any case, it 
is significant that in those portions of Liver- 
pool canvassed in this way, the proportion 
of Anti-Suffrage signatures to Suffrage signa- 
tures was three to one, whereas the propor- 
tion where the work was done by post was 
about four to three. ' With regard to all parts 
canvassed, I have received a great many com- 
plaints that many voters had received no 
cards, or that the cards were not called for, 
they having told the canvasser. at his first 
visit that they were in favour of votes for 
women. Thus, one lady, a member of my 
Committee, gives me the names of four voters 
in one street in Abercromby, including her- 
self, whose cards' were not called for, and 
mentions several other ladies in Abercromby, 
well known to be Suffragists, who made the 
same complaint.

It may be said that all inquiries and peti- 
tions , on a large scale are. liable to some 
mistakes, and also that in both Suffrage and 
Anti-Suffrage canvasses the results are in- 
fluenced to a considerable extent by the way 
in which the question is put and by the argu- 
ments of the investigator. We fully admit 
this, but, on our part, we never commit such 
work to any but educated lady workers whom 
we know to be thoroughly reliable, and. we 
do complain that publicity should be given 
to statistics obtained'in any way so obviously 
open to abuse as the one employed by the 
Anti-Suffrage organiser in Liverpool. We 
complain, also, that the canvass should ’ be 
invariably described as ‘ a postcard plebis- 
cite,” “ postcards sent out at our expense,” 
as this is obviously intended to imply that 
the cards have been, sent through the post..

Should you be unable or prefer not to 
present the petition we are sending, perhaps 
you would be kind enough to ask one of the 
other members for Liverpool to do so.—I am, 
Yours, faithfully,

+ (Signed) Eleanor F. Rathbone.

The following is Miss Terry Lewis’s com- 
ment on this letter-:—

National League for Opposing Woman 
Suffrage, Caxton House.

May 12th, 1911.
DEAR SIR,—I am sorry to have left your 

I letter of May 3rd. so long unanswered, but 
the delay is due to my wishing to verify 
facts, 105,01 ... I j 8 0 9

I enclose you the figures of the only four 
wards; canvassed by us in Liverpool 
East Toxteth, Kirkdale, Walton, West Derby. 
Throughout all our canvasses conducted 
from this office, the question asked has never 
been other than:—

“ Do you wish women to have the Par- 
liamentary vote? "

Or 000 s aoiia
“ Do you not wish women to have the 

Parliamentary vote?’ 

and we have requested an answer to one or 
other of the questions with the signature of 
the elector. Questions asked by our 
Branches we, at the Central, have not always 
been responsible for. We have sent a speci- 
men of the card used by ourselves, but local 
Committees have, in many instances, pre- 
ferred a different wording.' Miss Rathbone’s 
statement, therefore, as to the wording on 
the cards used in East Toxteth may be cor- 
rect, but on page three of her letter she tells 
of voters in Abercromby whose cards were 
not called for, & This, in itself, throws 
a certain amount of discredit on her other 
statements, as Abercromby was not one of 
the districts canvassed by us at all. There- 
fore: Suffragists and Anti-Suffragists alike 
would be perfectly right in saying that they 
had not been canvassed. They are incorrect 
in implying that they received cards which 
were not called for.In one sentence, 
Miss Rathbone states that " the results are 
influencedI to I a/considerable extent by the 
way in which the question is put, and by 
the arguments of the investigator," and 
then, having previously tcom^lained. that we 
employed “unemployed men of the work- 
ing class," she admits in the very same 
letter :—

(1)“ The work "(that of the Suffragists) 
hasbeen done by responsible and exper- 
ienced lady workers?

(2) “We never commit such work to any 
but educated lady, workers.’ iat

Surely if c results are influenced to a con- 
siderable extent by the arguments of the in- 
vestigator," the "reliable ladies” employed by 
the Suffragists on their own showing should 
be more persuasive than ‘ unemployed work­
ing men.’ ′′—Yours very truly,

(Signed) L. TERRY LEWIS, 
Secretary.

INTERESTING ARTICLES IN THE 
MAGAZINES.

BESIDES the articles and letters in the maga- 
zines and journals which we have mentioned 
elsewhere, our readers may be interested in 
the following:—A Symposium in “ T.P.’s 
Magazine ” for ■ June, entitled ” Emanci- 
pation and the Marriage! Tie" ; " Some 
Scottish Homes," in the June " National 
Review ” ; an article by Miss Cicely Hamil- 
ton in the ′ Empire Magazine,” on 
“ Husband Hunting Overseas ”; and " Wo- 
men. Ancient and Modern: A Farce in 
Three Acts,” in the July " Contemporary 
Review.’

HIS M|SSUSS VOICE.
PARLIAMENTARY VOTERS POLL 
IN THE PARISH OF HASLEMERE.
Mrs. Beveridge, the Hon. Secretary of 
the Shottermill and Haslemere Branch of 
our League, writes :—The following 'are 
the results of the latest poll of the Parlia­
mentary voters and voters’ wives of Hasle- 
mere. It has been made on the current 
register with a (net)’electorate of 556. It 
was attested (upon its written vouchers) 
on July 13th by Mr. Cecil Wray, Hill View, 
Grayshott, and Commander’ A. Ri A. 
Stock; Kingswood Chase, Shottermill. 
The count of the votes was further 
checked by Mr. A. M. Molyneux, Down- 
leaze, Grayshott.
"It brings the total Of Parliamentary 
voters polled by "dur branch to 978; of 
voters’ wives declaring opinions' to 550; 
and the total polled of widowers/'bache­
lors, husbands, and wives to 1,528.1 1 All 
Anti-Suffragists have given written 
vouchers; in an ■ earlier poll a few Suf- 
fragists were counted in on the voucher of 
their publicly-known action. A consider- 
able inumber of those polled, but, excluded 
from the classes of declared opinion, gave 
verbal replies only, the large majority 

being Anti-Suffragists in trade or employ­
ment 1 unwilling to sign any paper; the 
minority were Suffragists who, although 
informing us they had signed Suffragist at 
the. General Election, refused to take a 
twice, and, in some cases, thrice-repeated 
opportunity, given to them to sign again. 
An attempt was made, with scant success, 
to reduce the residuum of “No replies′′ by 
advertisement in two local papers, asking 
voters who had not done so and who might 
wish to, do: so, to let us know their opinions 
before the poll was closed.

The percentage of Suffragist opinions to 
those of the 1,528 men and women included 
in the poll is approximately 8 per cent. 
This was also the approximate percentage 
of the Hawkhurst and Cranbrookpolls of 
the same kind.

′ Noreply 
Anti. Pro. Neutral, or verb.

Haslemere Par. voters 216115:48 (36/0/256
/ Wives 177 142 34 b— 

Shottermill & Grayshott
' Par. voters 305 . 33 122 " 62

/ Wives 242 . 34 21

Totals / ... } 940 4 157 4113 + 318—1,528

THE INSURANCE BILL.
A LETTER TO MR. ASQUITH.

The following letter has been addressed to 
the Prime Minister :—

Hi 25, Grosvenor Place, S.W.

July 21st, 1911.

DEAR . Sir,—The various difficulties 
which have arisen with regard to the in- 
terests of women under the Insurance Bill 
have been dealt with largely, so far, by 
women who are convinced that only । the 
Parliamentary vote can effectively safe­
guard these interests, and who point to 
what they conceive to be the injustices of 
the Bill, as a proof that women need the 
protection of the vote.

We, on the other hand, the signatories 
of this letter, believe that just as instructed 
opinion has remedied the grievances | of 
women in the past, so it will do now, and 
in the future; and that the claims of 
women, if firmly and wisely pressed, have 
quite as much chance of being listened to 
as the claims, of doctors or members of 
friendly societies. |

• । These claims have: been . no less anx­
iously considered by us than by those
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ladies belonging to various Suffragist 
Societies who have hitherto made their 
views known, and we wish to bring before 
you and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
the following suggestions with regard to 
points in the Bill that appear to press 
hardly on women. We have reason to 
believe that our views on the subject will 
be supported in the House of Commons.

(i) Clause 34 appears to cast upon the 
women’s societies and women’s branches 
the whole cost of providing for widows.

The privilege which this clause grants— 
that of renewing the insurance upon the 
same terms as would have applied if there 
had been no breach in its continuity—is 
unquestionably a just and a requisite pro- 
vision. But the necessary attention does 
not appear to have been given to the ques­
tion of who should bear the cost of this 
boon.

We would suggest that the fund to 
which the husband’s premiums have been 
paid should make good the shortage in the 
reserve value due to the interruption of 
the woman’s contributions; or that the in­
surance fund generally should compensate 
this loss in the same manner as the loss 
arising from accepting an aged member is 
compensated under Clause 40.

As the Bill stands, this clause would 
operate materially to reduce the insurance 
of every woman member, and, in effect, 
would compel the unmarried to insure the 
married against the loss of their husbands, 
upon whom no part of the cost would fall.

The extension of the insurance to those 
widows who maintain themselves or their 
children by other than " employed ” work, 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
promised, appears therefore to be an empty 
boon to women generally unless the sum 
necessary to cover the cost is transferred to 
the women's fund.
•(2) As the1 Bill stands, the insurance of 
a woman, who leaves' a situation in order 
to keep house for a widowed brother or to 
look after infirm parents, would be re­
duced and in a few years cancelled.

We would suggest that she should not 
suffer for her devotion, but that the privi- 
ledge of a re-entry without arrears should 
be extended to her, and that the cost should 
be covered in the manner suggested above.

(3) To the domestic servants, Hospital 
nurses, governesses, and many other 
groups of women workers, possibly ha. of 
the total number, ' the sickness, medical, 
and maternity benefits which constitute 
just three-quarters of the insurance, appear 
to be almost, if not entirely, inappropriate. 
The one benefit which is of primary im­

portance to these women is an adequate 
annuity from the age when employment 
must fail or infirmity compel retirement.

We would strongly urge that, instead of 
meeting these and similar cases by amend­
ing the Bill in the way which was pro­
mised by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
on the 10th July, it would be preferable to 
substitute the insurance which is needed 
for that which is not needed.

We understand that the contributions 
would provide annuities of 5s. a week, or 
more for those who retired at or after at­
taining the age of 60, and for those who 
were incapacitated at an earlier age. And 
naturally, the administration of such a 
benefit would make a much smaller addi­
tion to the expenditure than the 20 per 
cent, allotted to administration on page 
23 of the Actuarial Report.

(4) We would suggest that in place of 
the total suspension of the insurance and 
eventual confiscation of the fund of those 
who cannot keep up an average of 75 per 
cent, of the maximum contribution— 
(Clause 10 (1)—a proportional reduction of 
the benefits should apply in the case of 
women.

The clause, as it stands, would press 
with altogether undue severity upon 
women, for in late life their employment is 
apt to become irregular or fail altogether, 
and lapse would mean the loss of the de­
ferred annuity which for so many of 
them is the whole soul of the insurance.

In conclusion, we desire heartily to sup­
port those amendments which have been 
already set down by Mr. Dickinson, Sir 
Gilbert Parker, Mr. Hills, and others, with 
a view to securing the presence of women 
on the Insurance Commissions, Advisory 
Committees, and Local Health Com­
mittees who are to administer the Bill. We 
are convinced that such was always the 
intention of the Government, but it seems 
to us imperative that express provision 
should be made to this end in the Bill be­
fore it becomes law.

We are sending a copy of this letter to 
the Press.

We remain,
Yours obediently,

Ethel Moberley Bell. 
Gertrude Lowthian 

Bell.
E. M. Burgwin.
Mary E. Greatbatch.
Ethel B. Harrison.

M. E. Jersey. 
Mary A. Pelliet, M.B. 
E. L. Somervell. 
Mary E. Talbot.
H. S. Wantage. 
Mary A. Ward.

The Rt. Hon. H. H. Asquith, M.P.

SOME SUFFRAGIST ARGUMENTS.
How often one hears the catchword, 

“Taxation without representation J is 
tyranny,” quoted as if it were an eternal 
truth. Now, if this catchword is, per \se, 
a truth, then some curious readjustments 
of taxation ought to be made.

(1) It is obvious that the Conservative 
man whose constituency is represented} by 
a Liberal member of Parliament, is any- 
thing but represented for the time being. 
Would our Suffragist friends let him off 
his taxes? And at the same time the 
Liberal man whose constituency | is 
represented by a Conservative M.P. is 
quite unrepresented. What tyranny to tax 
him!

(2) How many men pay income tax who 
have no vote? If taxes are merely the 
price for representation, these men must 
also be untaxed.

(3) Would Suffragists admit that in­
direct taxation without representation is 
not tyranny? Otherwise, everyone who 
buys a taxed article ought to have a vote.

(4) »
Taxation — Representation = Tyranny, 
then,
2 Taxation — Representation = 2 Tyranny, 
and T a x at io nnth — Representation = 

Tyranny” th.
But at least half the nation has decided 
that the most just arrangement is “ One 
man, one vote.”

Therefore, “ taxation without representa­
tion ” is not, per se, an eternal truth, but 
merely a doubtful opinion.

Again, most Suffragists claim equal 
wages for men and women who do the 
same work. Now, at present, the law is 
that a man is to provide for his family out 
of his wages or income. A woman can do 
just what she likes with hers—unless her 
husband is in the workhouse, when she 
may be asked to contribute a small sum for 
his keep. But if the law is going to insist 
on equal wages for men and women, it is 
quite obvious that it must, in common jus- 
tice, also insist on equal responsibility 
towards the family. That is, either the law 
making a man responsible, for the, mainten­
ance of his family must be repealed, or a 
woman must be made equally responsible. 
In both these cases the woman would 
suffer.

Again, Lord Selborne said, on March 9th, 
in the course of a speech in favour of 
Woman Suffrage : “ And are the women 
who have made their opinions heard so 
few, so unqualified to express an opinion, 
that their pleadings may be safely or fairly 

neglected? ” Yet when a much larger 
number of women—including those as 
“ qualified to express an opinion ” as Lady 
Jersey, Mrs. Humphry Ward, Miss Octavia 
Hill, etc.—make their pleadings heard 
against Woman Suffrage, it is apparently 
quite safe and fair to neglect them. ■

We should like to criticise the argument 
that the recent boycott of the census was 
permissible because “ the Government 
made those records, but applied them only 
to the interests of men who demanded a 
high birth-rate in order to have a cheap 
labour market, and to provide food for 
powder” (“ Votes for Women,” March 17th, 
1911); but, frankly, we cannot make head 
or tail of it.

Lastly, here is a deliberate mis-statement 
used as an argument. On February 28th, 
at St. Andrew’s Hall, Glasgow, Mrs. 
Pankhurst said it was “remarkable that 
though there were differences among 
women as to how they were to get the 
vote, there was absolutely no difference 
among them as to what kind of vote they 
wanted, nor as to what they were willing 
to take.” (The italics are ours.) This 
ignoring of a large party of women who 
differ from themselves, proves how little 
the Suffragettes understand the elements 
of justice, and how unfit they are for 
governing power.

GWLADYS Gladstone Solomon.

MISS VIDA GOLDSTEIN AND THE 
AUSTRALIAN WOMEN’S VOTE.

We have received the following correspon­
dence for publication. We recognise 
the courtesy with which Miss Goldstein 
has conducted the correspondence, but, 
nevertheless, our readers would do well to 
mark the extraordinary opinion she 
expresses. In Miss Goldstein’s judgment 
a woman’s vote used to protect, life and 
liberty (which, obviously, are not in need 
of protection) and in the " pursuit of 
happiness " is of " infinitely greater 
value” than a man’s imperial vote. 
Presumably, this opinion is sincerely held, 
but those who feel the enormous and 
sobering responsibilities of managing an 
Empire on democratic lines will scarcely 
be able to acquit Miss Goldstein of some­
thing like levity.

117, Ardgowan-street, Glasgow, 
April 5th, 1911.

Miss Vida Goldstein,
8, Melville-place, Edinburgh.

Dear Madam,—At the meeting in Charing 
Cross Hall last night I put two questions to 
you, neither of which you seemed quite to 
understand. First, I asked, " What was the 
percentage of women who voted in the last 
Federal Election in Australia ? ” In reply, 
you gave a long list of figures which was 

no answer to my question. The answer may 
be given in two words. Please note, I only 
asked for the percentage.

Secondly, I asked, “What is the difference 
between the vote, exercised by you in 
Australia and that exercised by me when 
I use my Imperial vote in this country? Are 
the votes of > equal value ? Do they carry. the 
same responsibility? Are they the same, or 
is there a difference? ‘

If you feel disposed to answer these ques- 
tions, I will be pleased to hear from you at 
your convenience, and meantime am,—Yours 
truly,

David B. KYLES.

117, Ardgowan-street, Glasgow, 
April 14th, I9II.

Miss Vida Goldstein,
4, Clement’s Inn, London.

Dear Madam,—On the 5th inst. I ad- 
dressed a letter to you at Edinburgh, relating 
to the two questions I put to you at the 
meeting in Glasgow on the 4th inst., but 
so far have received no acknowledgment. , 

I presume you will have no objection to 
my sending the gist of my letter to the Press? 
—I am, yours truly,

David B. Kyles.

Housel Bay Hotel, The Lizard, 
Cornwall, April 19th, 191 I.

David B. Kyles, Esq.,
117, Ardgowan-street, Glasgow.

DEAR SIR,—I am in receipt of your letter 
of April 14th, stating that a letter addressed 
to me at Edinburgh on the 5th inst., had not 
been acknowledged, and that you presume I 
shall have no objection of your " sending the 
gist of (your) letter to the Press.”

Your letter was unacknowledged owing to 
my being quite unable to cope with a heavy 
correspondence while moving rapidly from 
town to town to fulfil speaking engagements. 
On my arrival in this remote spot I found I 
had unfortunately left your letter in London 
and as I could not remember your name arid 
address I was compelled to leave the matter 
until my return next week.

I have no objection to your sending to the 
Press exact copies of any correspondence 
that may pass between us.—Yours faithfully, 

Vida Goldstein.

4, Clement’s Inn, Strand,,, 
London, W.C.3

May 3rd, 1911.
David B. Kyles Esq.,

117, Ardgowan Street, Glasgow.
Dear Mr. KYLES,—At last J am able to 

reply to your letter of April 1 st. You ask 
me " What was the percentage of women who 
voted in the last Federal Election in Austra- 
lia? " The percentage , was 56.1 7, which re- 
presented an increase of 12.86 per- cent, as 
against an increase in the men’s vote of 8.98 
per cent, since the election of 1906.

You ask also “What is the difference be- 
tween the vote exercised by you in Australia, 
and that exercised by me when I use my Im- 
perial vote in this country? Are the votes of 
equal value? Do they carry the same respon- 
sibility? Are they the same, or is there a 
difference? " The vote exercised by me is to 
defend my right to life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness. Your vote represents your 
cash value to the nation. My vote is of 
infinitely greater value than yours, though 
the responsibility is the same, even in time 
of war. Adding, dividing, subtracting the 

samenesses , anddifferences, ' there still re- 
mains a balance in my ' favour !—Yours 
faithfully,

VIDA GOLDSTEIN:

117, Ardgowan-street, Glasgow, 
May 22nd, 1911.

Miss Vida Goldstein,
' London." 1

Dear Miss GOLDSTEIN,—1 b.eg to thank 
you for your letter of the 3rd inst., and crave 
your acceptance of my apology for delay in 
replying. .

Your figures given in answer to my first 
question are more correct, and quite different 
from those stated by you at the meeting in 
the Charing Cross Hall.

Your reply to my second query is some- 
what curious. I cannot fathom by what 
system of reasoning you reach your conclu- 
sions, nor do I understand the argument 
which seeks to disparage the Parliamentary 
franchise in this country in comparison with 
the < Federal vote in Australia. I frankly 
admit it is not an easy task accurately to 
weigh the one vote against the other, but it is 
extremely difficult to imagine anyone thinking 
that the Parliamentary vote in this country 
is not one of infinitely , greater importance 
than the Federal vote in Australia. I suggest 
the true test of comparison is the relative 
powers of the Parliaments elected by the 
respective, votes, and, in view of that, venture 
to think not even the most enthusiastic 
Australian would dream of suggesting that 
the Imperial Parliament was , not far more 
important than the Commonwealth Parlia- 
ment. Australia manages its own internal 
affairs for a population less than the popula- 
tion of the County of London. Australia 
cannot decide a question of peace or war, 
and has no India dependent upon it with a 
population of three hundred millions. The 
ministers who are responsible to the British 
House of Commons govern a world-wide 
Empire, for the maintenance of which they 
are responsible.—I am, yours most truly,

David B. Kyles.

, 4, Clement’s Inn, Strand, W.C., 
May 23rd, 1911.

David Kyles, Esq.,
117, Ardgowan-street, Glasgow.

Dear MR. Kyles,—I am in receipt of your 
letter of May 22nd, and note the points you 
raise about the relative importance of our 
Commonwealth vote and the Imperial vote; 
but evidently we should never agree on this 
subject! I value my vote far more than the 
Imperial vote, because it is given to me on 
account of my womanhood, and not for any 
property reasons. We shall have to leave 
the matter at that. Thanking you for the 
courtesy of your letter.—J am, yours truly, •

VIDA Goldstein. .

LOCAL GOVERNMENT.
ADVICE AND INFORMATION.

Branches can obtain advice, informa- 
tion, , and pamphlets about Women’s 
Local Government Work by applying to 
the Secretary of the W.L.G. Sub-com­
mittee, which meets at our offices at 
Caxton House1 once a month.
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tirely' incommensurate with their gravity and 
importance.

I think we should make a very' great
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LARGE GATHERING AT THE 
CRITERION.

mistake Dif 1 we ‘ failed to 1 
this 1 apathy constitutes a
to the ■ cause which

recognise 3 that 
great 1 danger 

weu. are" inte-

The annual meeting of the Council of the 
National League for Opposing, Woman 
Suffrage was held on June 30th at the Grand 
Hall, Criterion Restaurant, W. Lord Cromer 
(President of the League) occupied the 
chair, and amongst those present were, the 
Countess of Jersey,Lord and Lady Haversham 
Sir Hugh Bell and Miss Gertrude Lowthian 
Bell, Mr. and Mrs. Godfrey Benson, Mrs. 
Humphry Ward, Mr. Arnold Ward, M.P., 
Lady Robson, Mr. Massie, Admiral Tudor.

The Chairman announced that letters of 
regret for non-attendance had been received 
from the following: Duchess of Montrose, 
Lord Curzon of Kedleston, Lord Northcote,
Mrs. Frederic Harrison, Sir J. D. Rees, Lord
Ronaldshay, M.P., Mr. W. R. Campion, 
M.P.,Mr. *.... ....  ′ ” g* —--------1A. MacCallum Scott, M.P.,
Mr. W. M. R. Pringle, M.P., Mr. Harold 
T. Baker, M.P., Sir Maurice Levy, M.P., 
Mr. H. J. Mackinder, M.P., the Dean of 
Canterbury, Capt. J. Gilmour, M.P., 
Viscount Helmsley, M.P., Capt. A. G. Wei- 
gall, M.P., Earl of Kerry, M.P.,1 Sir John 
Barran, M.P., Mr. I. W. M. Kirkwood, M.P., 
Mr. G. R. Lane Fox, M.P., Mr. Gresham 
Stewart, M.P., Mr. M. Mason, M.P., and 
Major Henderson, M.P.

rested. The suffragist movement is very arti- 
ficial, and although the mass of the people 
of both sexes are really on our side, there is, 
in the present situation, a very great risk that 
the Conciliation Bill will be rushed through 
Parliament, without the people of this 
country having had sufficient opportunity of 
expressing their opinions, and that we shall 
then find our selves in the presence of an ac- 
compIished fact, which we shall have to 
accept, whether we like it or.not. The only 
way to meet that risk is by the strenuous 
efforts of our supporters, and I venture to 
make a most earnest appeal to our supporters 
of both sexes, and especially to the individual 
members of this League, that ‘ during the 
forthcoming ' autumn they , willexert their 
utmost efforts to bring the matter home to 
the public, and stir up interest in the ques- 
tion. I frequently hear the complaint made 
that our League is not sufficiently active.' I 
have no doubt whatever that we do not loom 
so largely in the mind of the public, and we

important their work, at thesame time it is a 
question which really must be, tested through 
the electorate, who are the men, and by their 
representatives in Parliament, who are men. 
I am sure I shall be voicing what must be the 
opinion of many ladies here present in saying 
that men are often a great difficulty. In this 
case the difficulties' arise not from their 
defects, but from I their good qualities. 
I have i; in, 1 the i course t of the,last , year 
or so written innumerable letters to influ- 
ential men asking for their support, and al- 
though I must say that the pecuniary support 
afforded to the appeal made by Lord Curzon, 
whose assistance, has been perfectly invalu- 
able,' and by myself was generous, at. the 
same 1 time,some of the 1 answers 1 which 1 
have til latterly received • 1 have- been i most 
disappointing, n The reason is obvious 
enough. All the men who might render 
assistance are so muchoccupied with
other things, and have so much 1 work 
to do, that they cannot find the time to give 
us the help we most want—organising: and 
speaking. That has been the main difficulty 
of our Committee, and it i-rdimeul’yis a • difficulty
which perhaps • those who । have, criticised 
do not fully 1 , understand. I am pre-

Lord Cromer said: The first subject
on the agenda is the proposal to send a 
loyal address to their Majesties the King 
and Queen, son o the --- -----
Coronation.

occasion of their

To His MAJESTY KING GEORGE V.
May it please Your Majesty,—.

We, the Council of the National League 
for Opposing Woman Suffrage desire to 
present to Your Majesty, and to Her Majesty 
the Queen, the assurance of our loyalty and 
devotion, and to express our earnest'hope that 
Your Majesties may have a long and happy 
reign over a loyal, prosperous, and united 
people.

We have the honour to be Your Majesty’s 
obedient and faithful subjects and servants.

I think, said i Lord Cromer,' in considering 
the position which our League occupies to- 
day, we have to bear in mind that we are in 

, the presence of a general political, situation 
which I believe is altogether unique. Whether 
it be that two successive general elections 
have blunted the interest of the people in 
public "affairs, or whether it is that the Coro- 
nation has absorbed everybody’s attention, or 
whether it be that the superior attractions of 
aviation or of cricket and golf clubs have 
rendered them insensible to everything else 
the fact remains that there is at this moment 
an apathy with regard to public subjects 
which, I believe, isunprecedented in the 
recent history of this country. And yet 
there probably never was a period in which 
there was a larger number of. subjects merit, 
ing public attention. There is the very 
graveconstitutional question, the question 
of Irish Home Rule, the .question of payment 
of members of Parliament, and, last but by 
no • means least, there • is this question of 
woman suffrage. Whatever are the merits of the different questions, I think we Shaii all 
be agreed that, so far as we can judge, the 
interest displayed in these questions is en-

do not make so much noise 
nents, and I need hardly 
gestions made for increasing 
will be welcome. 1 Some of 
heard in this direction have

as our Onpo- 
say any sug- 
our influence 
the criticisms 
been’ slightly

unjust, though friendly, and do not take real 
account of the difficulties of the situation. 
No doctor in the world can do much good for 
his patient unless the patient responds to 
treatment, and if our patients—-the British 
public— are so sluggish in temperament that 
they cannot be stimulated into action3 I am 
afraid we shall not be able to do them much 
good.

It is impossible to expect, and neither you 
nor I would wish,thatour ladies should adopt 
methods similar to those of the suffragists. 
They cannot parade up and down the streets 

i with banners flying and bands playing. I do 
not think any of us (even if she would con- 
sent) would like to see our deputy-president 
careering down Piccadilly on a charger at 
the head of a procession of ladies. . (Laugh- 
ter.) Moreover, we cannot expect our ladies 
to stand as pickets outside Parliament, harry- 
ing Members of Parliament with leaflets and 
pamphlets. I would like you to understand 
the enormous service the ladies can 
and have rendered. We hear of cases 
in which men have very —reluctantly 
supported the suffragist movement, although 
very often convinced * thatthey were 
quite wrong. They have often done so 
on account of the great pressure put upon 
them by members of their own family. But 
I heard of a remarkable case which runs in 
the counter direction. A Member of Parlia- 
ment who gave his vote in favour of what is 
called the Conciliation Bill happens to be 
married toa lady who is a very strong anti- 
suffragist, and I am told that he is prepared 
to vote against the Bill on the next occasion 
it comes on. Obvious considerations of dis­
cretion oblige me to refrain from giving the 
name of this really noble-minded woman, but 
I sincerely trust there are a great many more 
like her. “ I 5

• But it is to the men more especially 
that I wish to appeal. I “appeal to the 
men present, and through the ladies, 
to many other men, because it is too 
often forgotten that, however invaluable may 
be the assistance of the women, and however

pared myself to give what help I can. I 
have devoted a great deal of my time, which 
is m pretty ■ fully ( occupied, to. / the ? work i of 
the League. I have addressed as many 
meetings as is consistent with the health and 
strength of a brisk young septuagenarian'. I 
have been called a liar by a whole chorus of 
shop girls at the. Queen’s Hall, and I have 
faced an audience of young ladies fresh from 
their examinations at 1 Newnham College, 
Cambridge, ' who asked me 1 a 2 number 1 of 
arithmetical | questions , which my ,, mathe­
matical knowledge- did not enable me to 
answer. But I want help, and unless I get 
more help than I get now, I shall not be able 
to do much.

Let me tell you what the members of the
Executive Committee . propose, to, do in the 
forthcoming autumn. ""′
sible, , to carry , out

We propose, if cpos- 
an earnest, -vigorous

campaign throughout the country to stir up 
interest in our cause. I will do my best, and 
the members of the Executive Committee will 
do their best to ensure this object; but it 
entirely depends upon the help we shall get. 
It depends upon the help weshall get from 
our leading politicians in the first instance. 
As regards these, we are constantly receiving 
requests from the branches' for speakers. 
Unfortunately, they all want the same speak- 
ers. They ask forLord Curzon, who ap- 
pears to be the favourite, Mr. F. E. Smith, 
and one or two others, but these few cannot 
be ubiquitous. In the next place we must 
depend on the assistance we get from sym- 
pathisers who will exert their influence' to 
secure local help throughout the country. 
Let . me draw ' your ' attention to some11 of 
the points where ■ the branches' of the League 
may do good service. I think secretaries 
might invite each member of their branch to 
write frequent letters individually to the 
Member ′ of 1 Parliament in their district, ex- 
pressing their views. They might also per- 
suade individual members tosupport our 
friends in Parliament, to harry as much as 
possible those who are hostile,; and to exert 
as much pressure as they can upon the army 
of “wobblers.” Postcards might be dis- 
tributed urging that the question of woman 
suffrage ′ should ’ be referred , to the, country. 
That is a very, important point, because , so 
many Members of Parliament who have 
somewhat reluctantly given a pledge in

favour of what is called the Conciliation Bill, 
would, I believe, gladly accept a proposition 
which would enable them to say, “ Even if 
personally we are prepared to vote for the 
Conciliation Bill; we cannot allow it to pass 
without the will of the electorate being de- 
finitely expressed." The third point is, a form 
of protest which might be signed • both by 
electors and anti-suffragist women in each 
constituency, - so that when the facilities 
which Mr. Asquith has promised in Parlia- 
ment for next year are granted, the document 
may be sent to the Ideal Members and to the 
leaders of both parties. That is also a very 
important point. '

Tlle fourth is, meetings might be held, not 
merely for the Members of our League, but 
generally for the purpose of specially induc- 
ing the electorate to realise that the decision 
on the women’s suffrage question rests with 
them, and to point out to them the gravity of 
their responsibility.

1 wish to point out that, as far as this 
meeting is concerned, it is really of com- 
paratively little use calling meetings only of 
our sympathisers. ''

What we want to do is to get at 
the mass of people, the working men 
especially, who have not expressed their 
views. I attach much greater value to an 
open meeting which may be entirely or partly 
hostile than to a meeting open only to 
sympathisers. . The fifth suggestion I make 
is: members of branches might be invited 
to send the names and addresses of known 
sympathisers in all parts of the country to 
the Central Office. That also is an important 
point. It is extremely ′ difficult for the 
Central Office to lay their fingers upon influ- 
ential and known sympathisers in every part 
of England.

In the sixth place, leaflets, which can be 
supplied by the Central Office might very 
usefully be distributed in factories, work- 
shops, railway stations, etc.

Lastly, we have1 not yet1 used the Press 
nearly enough, and the only way is to get 
local sympathisers to write frequent letters to 
the Press of their district. This is a point to 
which I attach importance. Let me say in 
conclusion that the arch-priest of the suffra- 
gist movement, Mrs. or Miss Pankhurst, I 
forget which—at the Albert Hall, recently 
said the anti-suffragists were dead. It is our 
business to show our opponents that we are 
very much alive. I therefore earnestly hope 
the appeal I am making for help all over the 
country will not be in vain.

Sir HUGH BELL moved the re-election of 
the President, Lord Cromer, and the deputy- 
President, Lady Jersey.
' Mrs. HENRY SIMON, of Manchester, said 
shewas glad to second this resolution, be- 
cause the Manchester branch, which she 
represented, had been specially indebted to 
Lord Cromer for the great help he had1 given 
during the past .year. Manchester had been 
in a difficulty because it was the place where 
the most important 1 suffragist societies—cer- 
tainiy the militant societies—‘started, and the 
pioneers of the woman- stiff rage movement 
lived and" worked—Mrs. Jacob Bright and 
Lydia Becker. They were not so much dis- 
couraged by the opposition they were meet­
ing with as , by the apathy of . those1 who 
called themselves friends and supporters. 
She believed that this is felt not only in 
[Manchester, but in every branch all over the 
country, and added “We want our friends 
to. come forward and show their friendship 
by a little more active sympathy.” They 
were very much helped and very much

cheered by Lord Cromer’s two visits to them 
during the past year. He had put fresh heart 
into their work.

The resolution was carried by acclama- 
tion, and Lord Cromer, thanking the meet-
ing on behalf of 
said they would 
most endeavours
success;

Lady ROBSON

Lady Jersey and himself, 
continue to use their ut- 
to make the League a

moved the re-election of
Mr. Massie as Hon. Treasurer, of whose 
eminent services she said she could not speak 
too highly. His. devotion to the work of the 
Leaguewas whole-hearted, and, although 
living in Oxford, he was constant in his 
attendance at meetings I of the executive com- 
mitteeand the subcommittees to which he 
belonged.

Mr. BASIL BRAITHWAITE, of Epsom, said 
he thought everybody present knew that Mr. 
Massie had made himself master of all the 
aspects and details ofthe question. The 
question had two sides, and if they probed 
into the core and root of the matter they 
would find that one sound and ripe view— 
their view—would ultimately emerge; that 
the supreme political power of England at 
least must remain in the, hands of the men 
of the nation. They did not, at that momen­
tous crisis particularly, wish a more effemi- 
nate government, but a more virile one. Mr. 
Massie had rendered the League most 
staunch and active support in season and 
out of season. ;

The resolution was then carried with accla- 
mation, and Mr. Massie said, “ I thank you 
for your confidence. I will try to deserve

The names of the newly-elected executive 
committee were then announced, after which
the annual report was

Annual
The past year has

read.

REPORT.
been an eventful one

in many ways. Just a year ago Lord Cromer 
announced the proposed amalgamation of the 
Women’s National Antir Suffrage League with 
the Men’s League for Opposing , Woman 
Suffrage, and told us how he and Lord 
Curzon, with the help of others, were making 
an, appeal for funds to enable us to extend 
our work. You will remember further that 
in December last a special council meeting 
was called at the Westminster Palace Hotel, 
where you were informed that, the amalaga- 
mation of the two Leagues, had, been carried 
out, and were asked to elect a president and 
vice-president, and to, ratifythe election of 
seven men and seven women to form a tem- 
porary executive committee until this meeting 
when you would be entitled to re-elect by 
ballot the whole of the executive committee.

Following on our council.meeting of June 
last a Local Government Sub-Committee was 
appointed, with Mrs. Humphry Ward as 
chairman.

In the autumn our energies were once more 
concentrated on the formation' of fresh 
branches, and whereas last year we were only 
able to announce the establishment during 
the preceding twelve months of i 11 branches 
and 15 sub-branches, we now have the i great 
pleasure of telling you that since we met in 
Junes 1910, we have added 56 new branches

parts of the country to the Central Office-— 
and still more by the ladies who, like Miss 
Rawlinson, Mrs. Beveridge,, and Mrs. 
Frederic Harrison—to name only a few, 
have given a very great deal of personal time 
and trouble to help in forming new branches.

July, 1910, witnessed the introduction of 
Mr. Shackleton’s Bill, which, however, did 
not proceed beyond its second reading. 
Since then a second Bill has been submitted 
to the House, although during the General 
Election which intervened, this grave con- 
stitutional question was not only not a main 
issue, but was hardly even touched upon as 
a side issue except in a few cases. The over- 
whelming defeat of the only two Women 
Suffrage candidates who stood will long be 
remembered, Mr. H. Jacobs in East St. 
Pancras, and Mr. Mirrless at Camlachie— 
only between them polling 57 votes 1

During the election organisers visited 
different centres where we were then unrepre- 
seated to arrange deputations to Members, 
and much zeal was shown by our members 
of council who wrote personal letters to their 
Member and to the Leaders in the House of 
Commons, and by a large number of our 
branches who held protest meetings.

The municipal canvass, which the League 
has been carrying out has gone very far 
indeed to prove how large a majority of the 
very women whom Sir George Kemp’s Bill 
sets out to enfranchise are themselves 
opposed to any such measure. The numbers 
of women municipal electors already can- 
vassed are 126,960, of these, 45,390 have 
declared themselves opposed, and only 20,1 57 
in favour of Woman Suffrage. In addition 
to this, our Glasgow Branch has canvassed 
10,820 women in the Camlachie Division, 
of whom no less than 6,551 are avowed Anti- 
Suffragists.

As the Woman Suffrage Press has con- 
stantly tried to throw discredit on this 
canvass, it is perhaps well to point out that 
however this canvass has been conducted— 
whether by personal canvass, paid canvassfer, 
or the indisputably fair postal canvass—the 
percentage of replies in our favour has been 
practically the same.

It is certainly a matter of congratulation 
for us that out of the enormous number 
of delegates, gathered together for the 
National Union of Teachers’ Conference at 
Aberystwyth, in April, a majority of 28,000 
opposed the suspension' of the .Standing 
Orders for the discussion of Woman Suffrage.

It is also worthy of notice that at the 
crowded Annual Meeting of the Women’s 
National Liberal Association, which consists 
of Suffragists and Anti-Suffragists—with 
Mrs. Asquith as President, and Mrs. W. B. 
Byles as Chairman—the resolution in favour 
of the Conciliation Bill was defeated by a 
proportion of three to two, after a discussion
in which Mrs. Massie most ably and suc- 
cessfully presented the case against 
Suffrage in the absence, through 
illness,of Miss Violent Markham.

We' warmly congratulate Miss 
Taylor on the success of the Girls’

Woman 
sudden

Ermine
--------League,

and we have to thank its members for all

and 16sub-branches,on:72 ini 
thanks for this' excellent result 
due to the splendid work of our 
Mrs. Maggs, Miss Page, Mrs. 
Solomon, and Mrs. Lane, who

all. • Our 
are mainly 
organisers, 
Gladstone 

have been
greatly helped by those among our members 
who have sent the names and addresses of 
sympathisers known to them in different

the very ■ valuable help they so willingly 
give in undertaking extra clerical work, 
acting as stewards at meetings, and in many 
other ways.

It is very satisfactory to be able to 
announce the affiliation of our League with 
the National Union of Women Workers. 
′ Ill the, able hands of Mr. J. B. Atkins, our 
Editor, the' REVIEW has very greatly im- 
proved, and its circulation is increasing
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rapidly, thanks to the generous help of 
branches which has enabled us to advertise 
on a large number of railway bookstalls. '

The two series of Speakers’ Classes, one 
taken by Mrs. Colquhoun, and the other by 
Miss Gladys' Pott, seemed to be greatly 
appreciated. 1 It is hoped that there will 
be a demand for further classes in the
Autumn. ' • • ■
1 It is with great regret that we have to 
record the death during the last twelve 
months of Mr. S'. H. Butcher, M.P., Sir 
Alfred Lyall, Mr. Moberly Bell, Mrs. White- 
way, Mrs. Forbes, Mrs. Fitzhugh, Miss 
Barnard, Mrs. Adams, Mr. E. H. Pember, 
K.C., and Mr. S. H. Jeyes, all keen sup­
porters of, and workers for, our League.

Before bringing this ' report to a close, 
there only remains the very pleasant duty 
of most warmly thanking all those who so 
generously contributed to our funds, all hon. 
branch officials' for their continued loyal 
support, ’ and all our admirable speakers— 
Miss Pott, Mrs. Greatbatch, Mrs, Cob 
quhoun, Mrs. Somervell, Miss Violet Mark- 
ham. Mrs. Harold Norris, Miss Stuart, Mrs. 
Gladstone Solomon, Mr. Maconachie, and 
many .Others—for their valuable services to 
the League.

Miss GERTRUDE Lowthian BELL, in moving 
the adoption of the annual report, congratu- 
lated the League upon the success which had 
attended, their efforts during the past year, 
and congratulated, particularly, the workers 
in the central office, and workers and or- 
ganisers throughout the country and the 
committees of branches upon which the 
greater part of the work devolved. Miss Bell 
proceeded. " But let us bear in mind—very 
clearly what our President has told us, that 
this is not the moment to rest upon our oars, 
but the moment to row very vigorously. 1 
hope the next year’s report will show an in­
crease which is to be reckoned not by tens r 
twenties, but by tens of thousands. We must 
put' forth every effort if this Bill is not 
going to pass within the next six months. 
If we are careless the Bill may be carried 
over our heads."

Admiral TUDOR, of Guildford, seconded, 
and said: “ Speaking as one of the delegates 
of a provincial branch, I should like to 
express gratitude for the work done by the 
officers and the executive committee of the 
League. The very fact that we are on an 
‘anti’ side is a difficulty in the way of 
raising enthusiasm. I have little doubt that 
the majority, of the people are on our side, 
but I regret that the majority of the public 
are exceedingly apathetic, and very difficult 
to move. I can only hope that the head- 
quarters will receive much better support in 
the future. Let us all do our best to in- 
duce our people to take a more active interest 
in the work.” (■ . |

Mr. J. MASSIE, IT on. Treasurer, said: “In 
submitting my report, first let me remind the 
League that, according to the arrangement 
made in the constitution last year, the 
financial year ends on December 31st. I 
cannot, therefore, till December 31st, or after 
that date, present you with a full report of 
the year’s accounts, duly audited, but I think 
it would interest you if I mention a few 
financial facts in connection with the time 
since our last annual meeting."
. Having shown the financial position to be 
a satisfactory one, Mr. Massie continued: 
“ Before I sit down I. should liketo 
criticise one point mentioned by. Lord 
Cromer. I think our weak point is 
not so much in the country as in the 1

House of Commons: I ventured in the 
House of Commons to say that a good many 
members of Parliament pledged themselves 
to vote for Woman Suffrage, hoping and I 
believing it would be academic for a very 
long time to come. 1 A trustworthy instance 
came to my knowledge a few days ago. 
A friend of a friend of mine had eight votes. 
Perhaps he had no business to have eight 
votes, but he had them. He wrote to the 
eight members by whom he was represented, 
and they all replied that they were heartily 
opposed to Woman Suffrage, but they had 
pledged themselves to vote for the Con- 
ciliation Bill. What are you to do with 
members of that kind? You can only do 
one thing. We can form branches and get 
them to exercise influence upon the members 
which represent the constituencies they are 
in, to bother them and worry them into 
voting according to their convictions, or, at 
any rate; if their convictions are in favour 
of Woman Suffrage, show them that there is 
a difference of opinion in the constituencies, 
and that if they vote for the suffrage they 
will make some of theconstituents very 
angry. Where this has been done, it has 
produced a marked effect, and the branches 
have been able to keep their member away 
or make him vote on the other side. That 
shows me that our 1 great work is the for- 
mation of branches to influence members of 
the House of Commons. I always like to 
respect a member of Parliament," but I 
cannot understand one who thinks one way, 
and votes another.” . ' . "40

Lord HAVERSHAM, in moving the adoption 
of the Treasurer’s report, said he thought 
it endorsed everything that had been said 
regarding forming branches, and could 
testify to a most excellent instance in his own 
country. They had there in each division 
a very active Woman’s Anti-Suffrage League, 
and the consequence was, that although they 
had ‘ ‘ wobblers " amongst them, three ‘ mem- 
bets—all three members— voted in the last 
division against Woman Suffrage. Every­
thing Lord Cromer suggested was the right 
thing to undertake, and had been attended 
by remarkable results in their'work. He 
did not think it possible that a great revolu- 
tion like this could be passed without an 
appeal to the country, but it was extremely 
necessary to be on their guard. On 
the last division in the House, there was 
a small attendance, arid both the leaders were 
away. Let them work all the coming autumn 
as hard as they could to construct new 
branches, strengthen their present branches, 
and engage in their ranks all the men who 
could give effective assistance. ,

Mrs. Percy Thomas, of Paddington, 
seconded the adoption of the Treasurer’s 
report.

Miss ERMINE TAYLOR then read the report 
of the Girls’ League.
Mrs. Humphry Ward said: I rise to move 

'•“that this annual council of the 
National League for opposing woman 
suffrage is of opinion that while the first 
object of the League—namely, i opposition 
to the suffrage—should be steadily prose- 
cuted, it is desirable at the same time for 
the League to maintain a sympathetic and 
generous attitude towards the cause of 
women in local government."
It will not be denied by anybody that this 

League exists, primarily, and chiefly, to 
oppose with all its might a change in the 
English franchise which, we believe, would 
be disastrous both to women and men.

For that change, as we all hold, there is 
no real, or, as the economists would put it, 
no " effective ” demand in this country. In 
the form at present proposed, the Bill before 
Parliament would inflict an unpardonable 
slight upon the married women in this 
country, the women who are really bearing 
the burden and heat of the day, without 
affording any advantage to the unmarried 
women । which cannot be gained in other 
ways. . . , n •! . il 4 . .

At the same time it would bring into exist 
ance, owing to the present state of our popu­
lation statistics and to the numbers of our 
unemployed single women of education, a 
large class of women, politicians, possessing 
the powers of organisation that many women 
possess, and voting—and organising the votes 
of their sex—on men’s affairs, without any 
of. the direct responsibility of men, to the 
detriment of all that is best in women, and 
worthiest in politics. It would embarrass 
our sons and brothers, and husbands in their 
most necessary and vital activities; it would 
imperil and ..endanger the safety of the 
nation while adding nothing to the true 
happiness or well-being of women.

As to this, we areall united; and the 
coming year must see us all working shoulder 
to shoulder in the struggle which can only, 
I fear, grow more. acute until a direct refer- 
ence to the arbitrament of the nation—if we 
can only secure it—has given the Suffrage 
movement what I firmly believe would be 
its quietus, at least for some years. There 
is nothing the Suffragists dread so much as 
this direct appeal to the nation. Once secure 
this, and our victory is won for a political 
generation at any rate!—and who can look 
further? Towards this we must all work; 
zealously educating the electorate mean- 
while, d it i and dste P . . dl

But even the immediate prospect is not 
nearly so threatening as it seems. One has 
only to compare the speeches of Labour Mem- 
bers on the Bill now before the House with 
the speeches of those topsy-turvy advocates of 
the change, which, in my humble opinion at 
least,. they must imperfectly understand !— 
the women who compose the Conservative 
and 1,Unionist Franchise Association—to see 
how many are the rocks and pitfalls ahead 
of the Suffrage Party. If the Bill is not 
modified in the direction of adult Suffrage, 
Mr. Henderson has given plain notice that 
he and his friends will vote against it on 
the Third Reading; On the other hand, if 
the Bill is modified in that direction, if it 
goes beyond the limits at present assigned 
to it a large number, at any rate, of its 
present Conservative supporters will desert 
it. With a Government radically divided oh 
the subject, with free power of amendment, 
in a House of Commons voting at last under 
a true sense of responsibility, it will be 
wonderful indeed if such a Bill survives its 
Committee stage.

Still, Parliamentary possibilities and com- 
binations are many, and we have, of course, 
to act during the coming year under a strong 
sense of urgency—spending all the time, the 
energy, and the money we can—on the 
organisation of such an opposition through- 
out the country as may give Parliament 
pause, and allow of—nay, compel—that 
appeal to the nation which, we believe, would 
be wholly in our favour.

Let me turn aside a moment to warn 
this meeting of a new argument that 
willbe frequently used against our 
speakers in the campaign before its, 
that is, being used now in the House of 
Commons, and in Suffrage circles every­

where. It is the argument of the supposed 
ill-treatment of women in the Insurance Bill 
of Mr. Lloyd George. If women had votes, 
it is said, they must have occupied a better 
position under the Bill than they do, at 
present ; that its provisions, as they stand, 
show the ignorance of women’s lives prevail­
ing among the men who pretend to legislate 
for them, and the impotence of women, with­
out votes to take care of themselves. Whether 
the facts are so I do not know. I should be 
very much surprised to hear that any 
Chancellor of the Exchequer framed such a 
Bill without much consultation with women. 
But if the. facts are as they are stated to be, 
and women are badly treated under the Bill, 
are they the only persons with a grievance 
under the Bill, and has the possession of 
votes anything whatever to do with it ? I 
was talking with an admirable country doctor 
last week—-“ The Bill,” he said, “ will sweep 
away a third of my present income. , I shall 
not be able to go on living in my present 
house. I doubt if I shall be able to retain 
my । partner. Its provisions show the most 
complete ignorance of the actual working 
lives of the great mass of doctors affected by 
the Bill.” My friend may be right or wrong, 
but at any rate thousands of, doctors all over 
England agree with him, and all these doctors 
have votes. What is their remedy? , Pre- 
cisely the same as the women’s remedy. 
Agitation, combination, pressure on the 
Government. We see what the doctors have 
been doing. And already a joint committee 
has been formed of women of practical ex- 
perien.ee and Members of Parliament, whose 
object is to remedy the injustice to women 
—if injustice there be—contained in the Bill. 
In the end, remembering former matters, 
may we not confidently expect to see—and 
being women, do we not instinctively claim 
it, at men’s hands?—that women will get not 
less, but perhaps a little more, than justice, 
as compared with men ?

So much for our direct attack on the 
Suffrage position—for those points in which 
we are all agreed. But, as this resolution 
which I am to move indicates, there is, in the 
opinion, as I venture to believe., of a great 
majority of the members of the League, 
another method of attack—of indirect attack— 
which is scarcely less important, and has not 
yet been developed as it ought to be, not 
only upon the M.P.s, but upon the opinion 
which influences M.P.s. This League when 
it was first constituted as a Women’s League, 
put forward as its second avowed object—

"To maintain the principle of the repre- 
sentation of women on municipal and other 
bodies concerned with the domestic arid 
social affairs of the community,"

and when the two Leagues were united last 
winter, the " maintenance " of the position 
of women in local government was re- 
affirmed as part of the short but vital creed 
of our body.

What is the meaning of this insistence upon 
the powers of women, and the need for 
women in the public work of our domestic 
and local administration ?

Simply that as a wise person said long 
ago, it is not good to allow the devil to 
have all the best tunes ! In other words, it is 
not wise to allow our opponents even to claim 
a monopoly of ideas and enthusiasms.

Wrong ideas we believe them to be, and 
false enthusiasms. But wrong ideas and 
false enthusiasms have played a great part 
in history: and they have not only to be 
argued with and against, but if possible to 

be replaced by better ones. We must all do 
our best to prevent this ill-omened measure 
from becoming law.

What we have to show the nation, what .we 
have to impress upon women, especially j the 
young women who are growing up, the 
women now being educated at the Universi- 
ties, the women of the teaching and medical 
professions, is, that there already exist in 
the hands of women powers that have never 
yet been fully used, that might be made of 
enormous importance to themselves, their 
homes and their children, without in any way 
interfering with their womanliness or with the 
work of men—I mean, of course, the powers 
of women in local 1 government. . The 
ignorance that exists even amongst, the most 
intelligent women on the subject is astound- 
ing. Every grievance, or almost every 
grievance, that the Suffragists put forward 
could be, so far as it exists, dealt with under 
local government. Local government is 
delegated administration ; that is, the actual 
working out in practical life of the laws affect- 
ing the homes, the education, and the health 
of the people. Nothing could be more im- 
portant; nothing could more directly > concern 
women. And more than this, local govern- 
ment is constantly reacting on legislation. 
Practical experience suggests, perhaps, a 
local by-law, and if the by-law works i well, 
it becomes the basis, in time,of an Act of 
Parliament. If women are really zealous for 
practical reform, here is their sphere; laws 
are nothing unless they are administered by 
clean and capable hands; and, under the 
action of local government, fall the daily 
home interests of the vast mass of our popula- 
tion—the education of their children, the care 
of women in childbirth, the housing of the 
poor, the tending of the insane, the moral 
regulation of our towns, the watching over 
the young lives of children, whether through 
medical inspection, or through the prevention 
of excessive strain arising out of premature 
employment. These things may sound tame 
and dull to many an ardent and excited 
Suffragist .absorbed in the organising of pro- 
cessions and the harrying of candidates for 
Parliament. But to those engaged in them, 
to those women who have the time and the 
feeling to give to them, they become the most 
absorbing form of human service; they are 
steeped in the pathos and the tenderness' of 
human life, they speak to the heart, and they 
train the mind. Of course, there are many 
ways in which women can show their sym- 
pathy with the idea of women in local govern- 
merit. Yet how few women, comparatively, 
there are engaged in them; how little has the 
municipal vote of women, which we have 
possessed since 1867, counted in the promo- 
tion of social reform !

Why is this? Partly, I think, because the 
Suffrage movement has. diverted the best 
energies of many women to otherand, as we 
believe, barren fields; partly . .because of 
certain defects in the law, some of which 
have been amended, while others still remain, 
and hamper what should be the just develop­
ment of women’s work in this great I sphere. 
Just look at the facts :— .

At present there are about fourteen elected 
women on County and Borough Councils, 
about 1,100 women on Boards of Guardians, 
and rather more than 400 as co-opted mem- 
bers of education committees. Yet on the 
County Councils of England arid Wales 
alone there are 3,260' seats, to which we have 
to add the many thousand more included in 
the London County Council, .the Councils of 
County Boroughs of over 50,000 inhabitants.

and boroughs over 10,000; the Metropolitan 
Borough Councils, Urban and Rural District 
Councils, and Boards of Guardians. To 
these bodies is entrusted the administration 
of an immense mass of law dealing with the 
daily health and well-being of the population. 
Women and children are, equally with men, 
the" subjects of this law; and numbers of 
women, as teachers, matrons, nurses, sani- 
tary inspectors, health visitors, &c., are 
employed by these bodies. Women are 
urgently wanted to assist in the administra- 
tive work of these Councils. Yet, as we 
have seen, on the County and Borough 
Councils of England and Wales there are but 
fourteen women.

Now let me remind you that a Woman’s 
Local Government Sub-Committee was 
formed by our league, after its amalgama- 
tion, for the purpose of giving effect to the 
second object of our whole crusade—namely, 
the substitution for interference in the Par­
liamentary and Imperial work of men, of a 
just insistence upon those powers in the 
domestic administration of the nation which 
are rightly shared by women.

Our committee was at once brought up 
against the present state of the law, and the 
extreme difficulty of securing a sufficient 
number of women candidates. Under our 
guidance two Bills were drafted by the kind 
help of a most competent barrister, Mr. 
Naldreth—to whom our committee wish to ex- 

■ press their most grateful thanks—for the re- 
moval of some of the difficulties that stand in 
the way of a proper supply of women in local 
government. I need not dwell upon the de­
tails of these Bills. Briefly described—- 
(a) Bill No. 1 would enable married 
women, properly qualified, to vote through- 
but the country, outside London, in the elec- 
tion of county and borough councillors, as 
they now do in London, and thereby to be­
come eligible as councillors.
m (b) Bill No. 2 would extend the residential 
qualification which is at present sufficient for 
Boards of Guardians, for the Metropolitan 
Borough Councils j and for Urban and Dis­
trict Councils, to County and Borough Coun­
cils 1 generally.

And the result of these two changes in the 
law would undoubtedly be to increase the 
supol- of women candidates in local govern- 
ment. These draft Bills, which have been 
introduced into the House of Commons by 
Mr. J. W. Hills, the member for Durham, 
have been sent to all the branches, I believe, 
for their opinion, and the response has been 
very generally—in fact, overwhelmingly 
favourable—-though, as I hasten to acknow- 
ledge, not unanimously so.

What, then, is the position?
I conceive it to be this. Every member of 

the League—in every branch of the League— 
who is strongly in sympathy with the second 
object for which we exist, is free to support 
and work for it as he or she desires—to advo- 
cate these Bills, or not to advocate them. 
Every branch of the League is free to 
take any action in a branch that it pleases. 
We ask the supporters of the League, whether 
within the League or in the House of Com- 
mons—we ask Sir Frederick Banbury in par- 
ticular—to take note of the very earnest feel- 
ing that there is in the League in favour of 
these changes in the law; to remember that 
we who are speaking in the country are often 
aware that our strongest weapon in dealing 
with the more serious of our suffragist oppo­
nents lies in showing—(what masses of people 
are still ignorant of)—how great are the 
powers women already possess in local
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government, and how much more efficient for 
womanly and practical purposes they could 
be made by very small changes in the law. 
Of course there are many ways in which 
people can show their sympathy with the 
local government side of our work other than 
by supporting these Bills, fid The delegates 
from Bristol showed the importance of anti- 
suffrage women on these bodies and how we 
could have, prevented the suffrage petition 
from town and borough councils.

- It comes tothis. 1 ■, ■ a 6 • ' । ■ ■ (1907
For the excitement of political ambition 

and fanaticism, which swells the suffrage 
ranks, let us try to substitute the ienthu- 
siasm of personal service to. the nation in 
these more, practical and womanly ways; let 
us draw ever more clearlythe line, which 
contemporary history itself is emphasing all 
the time, between the political and Imperial, 
and the social and local interests of the 
nation, > and let us women who shrink, with 
just and reasonable fear, I from meddling, 
through the direct and indiscriminate respond 
sibility of the vote, with the natural, and 
rightful sovereignty of men, in matters of 
Imperial government, and Imperial force— 
that ■ are the proper sphere of men, let us take 
our. stand boldly on the social and local side 
of that, great dividing line I have spoken of, 
where a woman’s vote is given on things she 
understands, where a woman’s,public service, 
growing naturally out of her home experience 
and her home life, can be made at once incal- 
culably fruitful to the nation—and the satis- 
faction of her own just ambitions and reason- 
able enthusiasms. « 1
— Mrs. TRAPNELL, seconding the resolution, 
said : We want the best women to come for- 
ward, the finest women with the greatest in- 
fluence. In provincial towns we find that the 
finest and best women are' very often engaged 
in some definite public work, or in philan- 
thropic work. We want these women, and 
their sympathy and help, for our League. In 
Bristol we have had two years’ work in the 
direction of local government. -. If we want 
the best women, we must show ourselves in 
sympathy with those workers and go steadily 
and seriously at it. But very often the women 
will not put aside the work they have been 
engaged in for years and join a League which 
is o proposing, according to their ideas, a 
simply negative policy. When our League 
was formed we found it was very necessary 
to give effect to the second clause of our con- 
stitution, and so a Local Government League 
was formed in Bristol. Many of the Acts 
passed since the municipal vote was given to 
women were passed with the idea that there 
would be women in the various towns who 
would carry out these Acts—the Midwives’ 
Act, the Children’s Act, the feeding, and the 
medical inspection of school children. In 
Bristol we have no women on the Town 
Council. । We have a school for mothers in 
which many mothers are working, but we 
have no Notification of Births Act to help 
us, we have no lady visitors upon whom we 
can lean, we have no sanitary inspectress, 
and 1 no women visitors to our । common 

lodging-houses. s We have to show that we 
are on the side of this kind of work, and we 
are doing what I believe is being done in 
only one other town—we are working with 
the Suffragists, in this matter. When our 
opponents formed a society they invited us 
to join them. They thought we would not 
do so, and they were rather surprised to find 
that we did. , They were surprised- to find we 
had gone to work, and gone to work seriously, 
and now they consider us an important part

of their branch. They asked us to join their 
society in London, but we refused. If you 
could see how we are received now out posi- 
tion is so much strengthened, you would know 
that we take a lead in Bristol, and the Suffra- 
gists are afraid of us. Mrs. Humphry Ward 
came to Bristol when we first started, and 
spoke for us; and Mr. Hobhouse, M.P., wrote 
expressing sympathy, and spoke of the value 
of the secondclause. We are finding in 
Bristol now how difficult it is to get suitable 
representatives. We want to get Anti- 
Suffragist representatives, and I am sure it 
would be a great advantage if we could find 
them. By acting in the way Mrs. Ward has 
alluded to, it would make our task very much 
easier. I hope the League will support the 
resolution, and while strenuously opposing 
the Parliamentary vote, we retain the support 
Of all those who will do important work for 
women and children.

Mr. J. St. Loe Strachey said: I do not 
want to give a silent vote on this resolution. 
It seems to me it is an important resolution 
to be guided by one thought, and that is 
“how far it will affect, and in what manner 
it will affect, our supreme object of prevent­
ing the passing of the Suffrage Bill." I agree 
there with every word that Mrs. Humphry 
Ward has said. We must keep an eye upon 
the object, and consider not the merits merely 
of the proposal, but the effect upon our main 
cause. I for one believe that the effect on 
the main cause will be nothing but good. I 
believe it is essential to have women with us. 
I believe, further, that the hearts and souls 
of women are not only greatly touched by the 
question of which Mrs. Humphry Ward has 
spoken with such feeling and eloquence, but 
they do desire, or many of them desire, very 
greatly to take part in municipal and - local 
work. Therefore, I think it is essential that 
a League of this kind, which was founded 
not against women, but solely against placing 
them in the possession of an actual part of 
the sovereignty of the country and the Im- 
perial Parliament, will show its sympathy 
with women in local government. I think 
this meeting itself, almost entirely composed 
of ladies, is a very strong argument in favour 
of the resolution.

Lady Florence Bourke, speaking in 
favour of Mrs. Ward’s resolution, said she 
sincerely hoped and earnestly demanded, 
as the daughter of one who laboured for many 
years in Ireland’s interests, and who twice 
held the post of Chief Secretary under Lord 
Beaconsfield's Government, that full support 
might be given and pressure used to pass any 
Bill that would extend local privileges1 to 
women in Ireland.

Miss PRICE, of Bristol, who spoke next, 
said Anti-Suffragists who were working in 
local government were upholding everything 
which was for the best development of 
women's influence and extending their work 
outside their own homes and into the homes 
of the old, the sick, and the poor. In a de- 
bate a short time ago it was said by a 
Suffragist that the !" Children’s Charter ” 
failed because of the Anti-Suffragists. It 
failed because there were no women in the 
Town Council! It was her deepest convic- 
tion that by a policy of the kind set forth in 
the resolution the League would be made a 
power in the land, and be successful in op- 
posing women suffrage.

Lord CROMER, on behalf of the Executive 
Committee, said that Mrs. Humphry Ward’s 
resolution was accepted. J

Lady JERSEY, who was very warmly re- 
ceived, on rising to speak, said: “ Bearing in 

mind our President's allusion to my riding 
on a charger' through the streets, I cannot 
resist tellingyou of an incident related to me 
by a friend who was in charge of the Chinese 
representatives who were in London for the 
Coronation.Delayed 1 whilst passing Tra- 
falgar Square by the Suffragist procession, 
the principal Chinaman watched in silence 
for some time the passing of the women, and 
then said, with quiet emphasis, ‘I am sorry 
for their husbands and their sons. ’

“ Now I have a small matter of business to 
bring forward. You will remember that the 
Constitution, which was accepted at the first 
Council meeting of the Amalgamated League 
in December last, contained the following 
clause :—

Regulations for the nomination of candi- 
dates to the Executive‘Committee shall be 
drawn up by the Executive Committee, and 
shall be submitted for sanction to the first 
annual Council meeting.

“ This was inserted owing to the fact that 
the provisional committee had a great deal of 
business to get through before the amalgam a- 
tion meeting, and it was thought that this 
question should be brought forward for your 
approval at your annual meeting. I there- 
fore propose the following resolution now 
submitted by the Executive Committee: 
« Every candidate for election to the Execu- 
tive Committee shall either be proposed in 
writing by one member of' the Council and 
supported by five others, or shall be nomi- 
nated for and on behalf of a branch of the 
League.” This resolution does not mean we 
propose to elect people in this way, and 
merely place their names on the ballot paper. 
We think there should be a process of selec­
tion. First, persons should be duly and 
properly nominated, then the names placed 
on the ballot paper, and these papers then 
issued to you much in the same form as 
hitherto. This gives members of the Council 
permission to nominate candidates, and it 
gives like power to the branches.”

Mr. Massie seconded this resolution, and 
an interesting discussion ensued, in which 
Major R. H. Dixon (of Southampton), Mrs M. 
Colquhoun, and Miss Pott took part.

The motion of the Executive 'Committee, 
put by Lady JERSEY, was carried.

In the unavoidable absence of the Duchess 
of Montrose, Miss Terry Lewis (Secretary) 
read the report of the Scottish League.

The Council meeting was held in Glasgow 
in November, 1910. At this meeting it was 
determined to open a central office in Edin- 
burgh, if possible; also that the Secretary 
should be a paid official, and that there 
should be an Assistant Secretary in the office. 
All this was made possible by the help re- 
ceived from the National League for Oppos­
ing Woman Suffrage, and by the kind support 
of. friends' ′ and sympathisers. Consequently 
an office was opened at 10, Queensferry- 
street, Edinburgh, inF ebruary, 1911.

The services of Mrs. Maggs, organiser, 
were engaged from January 15th to February 
15th, during which time she visited the 
towns of Glasgow, Edinburgh, Peebles, and 
Inverness ; at all of these towns she addressed 
meetings, both drawing-room and public 
ones, and interviewed numerous residents in 
the different neighbourhoods.

A The Scottish League was • fortunate enough 
to secure Mrs. Greatbatch and Miss Pott for 
a series of meetings in February, commencing 
with an afternoon “At Home’ in Edinburgh 
arranged by the branch there. Great interest 
was shown in their addresses wherever they 
went, and their tour included meetings at

St. Andrews, Dundee, Peebles, Galashiels, 
and Gulland; with the result that quite a 
fair numbers of members were added to the 
League, and in consequence it is gratifying 
to report that a new branch has been started 
at Dundee, and in October it is hoped to 
start a Peebles and Innerleithen branch.

Miss Pott was kind enough to come north 
again in May, and addressed an afternoon 
meeting at Kircaldy, kindly arranged by Mrs. 
Pye; and also a drawing-room meeting at 
Dundee.

it is greatly hoped that a further campaign 
may be arranged for early in the autumn, 
when meetings will be held in Ayr, Largs, 
Kircaldy, and other towns.

The Scottish League is greatly hampered 
by so far not having any speakers of its own. 
In consequence of this they have to rely 
entirely on t he kindness of the English 
speakers coming north, and they can only 
express their gratitude to them for their past 
goodness in the matter, and hope they will 
continue to help the Scottish League in the 
future.

Mrs. Harold NORRIS (Ealing) moved the 
resolution: ‘ That in such constituencies 
where the member has voted for the Suffrage 
Bill, the branch should, if possible, take 
steps to obtain from the member a public 
declaration to the effect that his, vote was 
given as an expression of personal opinion, 
and not as a representation of the view of his 
.constituents.” Mrs. Norris supported her 
resolution by a most able speech, which want 
of space alone prevents our reproducing. Mrs. 
Norris has in her own constituency drawn the 
declaration from the Member that he voted 
for the Suffrage Bill as an expressions of 
personal opinion, and not as representing the 
views of his constituents.

Mrs. GREATBATCH seconded the proposal, 
and the resolution was carried unanimously.

Mrs. BEVERIDGE (Shottermill Centre and 
Haslemere Branch) moved the resolution : 
“That our League should have its polls 
attested independently, in order to demon- 
strate their reliability, and thus give them 
authority to check suffrage legislation." She 
added : “I am supported in moving that reso- 
lution not only by the whole of our branch 
members, but also by a large number of sec­
retaries of other branches. Work of ■ this kind 
requires concerted action, but supported by 
arguments which will be brought forward on 
our behalf, it will add to our strength in the 
country. We have enormous strength in the 
country, and we should do what we can to 
get the figures accurately and widely known 
as a ground for opposing the granting of 
facilities for the discussion of the Bill. We 
want to show what we know we have—ra great 
majority of Anti-Suffragists. ‘ If we can show 
that, we would at once render our cause and 
the Constitution great service. In the ordi- 
nary Constitution the majority rules; laws 
must be made by the majority. We have the 
weapon which can win the fight. If we do 
what the resolution asks and go out into the 
open we should hold the field.

Mr. Arthur Molyneaux seconded.
Lord CROMER said • This is really a very 

important matter, arid I should like to ex- 
press my agreement with the terms of this 
resolution. It is not the first time that the 
subject has attracted the attention of the 
Executive Committee. One of the weak 
points about canvassing is: that the figures are 
always contested, and very often not on legi- 
timate grounds. What I should like is to 
get the Suffragists and ourselves to agree 
upon joint action, so that the figures should 

be properly taken. We communicated with 
the Suffragists in order to feel the public 
pulse properly, but it was perfectly hopeless, 
One of the members of one of the most 
moderate societies said that there were many 
women who declared that if the country was 
against them they would claim the vote just 
the same. The reason they don’t con- 
sent to have an attestation taken is that they 
know the result would go against them.

The resolution was adopted unanimously..
Lord CROMER said th at before they dis- 

persed he would like to mention one thing 
which he had forgotten in his speech. They 
had । always said that it was impossible to 
stop at this. Conciliation Bill, and that it 
must lead to a great many other measures. 
That was a point to press, because a Suffra- 
gist Member of Parliament had put down an 
amendment, providing that women should sit 
in Parliament. They had always been told 
by moderate Suffragists that they were going 
to stop at the Conciliation Bill. They had 
this motion already put down, and others 
would follow.

Lady HAVERSHAM proposed a hearty vote of 
thanks to both Lord Cromer and Lady 
Jersey, which was seconded and carried with 
acclamation.

The meeting terminated after Lord CROMER 
had replied on behalf of Lady Jersey and 
himself.

[We regret that the great demand on our 
space prevents our reporting more fully some 
of the excellent speeches made during 
the afternoon.—Ed.]

To the editor of ^TheAnti Suffrage Review.”
SIR,—Will you allow space in The REVIEW 

for what time did not allow to be said in 
support of Mrs. Humphry Ward’s resolution 
on behalf r of our Branch at . the 1 annual 
Council meeting? I am the more ailxious 
that it should be published, because we have 
had the question of supporting the principle 
of women’s work in Local Government lately 
under consideration, and what I now say is 
the consensus of the opinion of all members 
of the Branch, except a very few whom there 
was no time to consult. We consider that it 
would be against the interests of the League 
to move "from the position fixed by Clause 2 
of its ' Constitution, and a' fortiori ' by Mrs. 
Ward’s resolution, because to maintain the 
principle of the representation of women in 
Local Government draws a1 clear distinction 
between the public work they can do outside 
their homes and the Parliamentary work they 
cannot do. ‘ To quit this position would be, 
we think, to make the serious mistake of 
narrowing our basis, and also what in tactics 
is called’' ai blunder. As the Constitution 
stands, it shows that there is ranged with us 
not only what may be described loosely as 
intuitive opposition to the Suffrage, but also 
the reasoned opposition of women of leisure 
and of experience in public matters.

We think, however— and we attach import- 
ance1 to the point—-that it would be well to 
make such slight change in the wording of 

Clause 2 as shall allow option to be under- 
stood, and make clear to, all. that even, to 
wish women to take part in Local Govern-

To the editor of ^The AntiStiffrage Revi'eiv^'
SIR,—1May I call your attention to a book 

by Lyon Blease, " The Emancipation of 
Woman ” ? I will quote from page 264: " The 
Prime Minister ' and the Home Secretary 
appeared at once in the light of personal 
enemies, and the justice of their assassination 
became quite a ’ commonplace of discussion. 
It was 'certainly not contemplated by the 
leaders of any organisation, but the atmo- 
sphere of assassination existed." As Lyon 
Blease is an out-and-out champion of the 
Suffragettes, this1 must be true; but no cne 
to whom I have mentioned it had any idea 
such horrors were contemplated, and I cer- 
tainly think the fact should be widely spread. 
—I am, Sir, Yours, &c..

MISS ROYDEN AND THE “ REVIEW."
To the editor of ilThe Anti-Sifffrage Review if

SIR,—I do not clearly understand the dis- 
claimer of responsibility appended by you to 
my letter in your last issue. If it refers to 
the figures given by Anti-Suffrage canvassers, 
I would ask why you published them. If it 
refers to the statement that Suffrage resolu- 
tions were passed by Town Councils under 
pressure from Women Municipal Voters 
(shown by your figures to be Anti-Suffragists), 
I call your attention to the fact that this state- 
merit was your own editorial note to a letter. 
It is the figures and the statement that con- 
tradict each other. For which do you dis- 
claim responsibility ?—Yours, &c. ,

A. MAUDE ROYDEN.
Frankby Hall, Birkenhead.

July 19th, 1911.
[Our readers will be amusedby. Miss 

Roy den’s boldness. Having felt obliged last 
month to write to us to say that she had 
stopped the sale of a leaflet which contained 
an untrue statement, she now tries to pretend 
that she has a grievance because we printed 
at the end of her letter the editorial note 
(stating that the Editor does not necessarily 
accept the opinions expressed i in signed 
articles or correspondence), which appears at 
the end of the Letters to the Editor regularly 
every month.—ED., A.S. Review.]

SIR,—I am distressed to think that you 
should imagine that my play, " Compensa- 
tion,” produced by the Actresses’ Franchise 
League last month, is intended to imply that 
if women had the vote girls like my Minnie 
Allen would not be so hardly dealt with as 
they now are.There is not anything that 
your critic says about the play with which I 
do not agree, except that it is not true that 
the character, Alfred Jordan, makes certain 
violent and altogether irrelevant remarks 
about Suffragettes. The remarks he makes, 
the remarks he still makes—and I should like 
to say that there is nothing scurrilous or 
villainous about him ; it is not my fault that 
your critic got that impression—are precisely
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those which the ordinary, decent, stupid and 
slightly coarse man generally makes about 
Suffragettes. They are, in short, the sort of 
remarks which you, Sir, no doubt make every 
day.

The problem of my play, as your critic 
says, is an economic one, not one of sex. 
But for the information of your readers may 
I say that it does strike a simple soul like 
myself as odd that the voteless and un­
organised people seem also to be the worst 
paid. However, that is not my affair. My 
business is to set down as best I can what 
I see and what I think. Minnie Allen lives 
to-day, poor girl, in a state which I should 
hesitate to name in a journal read by Really 
Nice People. Mr. Alfred Jordan also exists. 
I find him a very nice man; but you ladies. 
Suffragists and Antis alike, would shudder if 
you heard his views on women. No perfect 
lady, such as your readers all are, could stand 
such talk.—I am, Sir, Yours &c.,

St. JOHN G. Ervine. , 
The New Reform Club,

10, Adelphi Terrace, W.C.

THE SUFFRAGISTS’ PROCESSION
To the Editor of “The A.nti-Swffrage Review

Sir,—I have only to-day had the pleasure 
of seeing the June number of your REVIEW. 
As it happens, I have been spending the 
morning docketing newspaper reports for 
June. In each of the leading London dailies 
there is a long and appreciative account of 
the Suffrage Procession on June 17th. Look- 
ing through your paper for some indication 
of your attitude towards the National In- 
surance Bill, I find the extraordinary state- 
merit that “ the last great procession was 
accorded only a brief paragraph' in the 
London dailies.” Your article being un- 
dated, we can only presume that the 
“ Great Procession ” refers to that of June 
17th, 1911.

Can it be that there is some difference 
between Suffragists and Anti-Suffragists 
so fundamental that a newspaper report 
appears to one to occupy at least a column 
and a-half, to the other is the length of a

May I point cut the
facts as they appear to Suffragists?

“The Times”—12 columns.
“ Daily Telegraph"‘— 14 columns, three 

photographs.
" Morning Post ’—Two columns.
‘ Daily News’’—Over two columns and 

photograph.
" Standard ”—Three-quarters of a column.
" One man’s meat ' is ‘another man’s 

poison.”
There is another point to which I would 

like to call your attention. In your July 
number appears the following statement:— 
" Another remark made by ′ The Times ′ was 
that there were very few working women in 
the procession.”

" The Times" for June 19th says: "The 
National Union’s Section of the procession 
was recruited by hundreds of working 
women.” Comment is unnecessary. "

Again you have some withering remarks 
about the absence of any representative of 
Queen Victoria in the procession. It grieves 
me to blunt the point of your eloquence, but 
Queen Victoria was represented in the his- 
torical pageant.—I am. Sir, Yours, &c.,

M. L. Mackenzie, ‘ 
Assistant Press Sec., N.U.W.S.S.

July 12th, 1911.
[We print this letter, lest it should be said 

that we refuse to correct misstatements. We
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confess, however, that we do not know what 
most of it is about. There was no reference to 
a Suffragist procession in our June number. 
In our July number we described and praised, 
for its qualities of effect and organisation, 
the procession of June 17, naming the date 
on which it took place. The words quoted by 
Miss Mackenzie about “ the London dailies ” 
do not occur in that article, or anywhere in 
the Review. If there were only hundreds of 
working 1 women in a procession of 40,000 
women (Suffragist estimate), we think the 
remark of " The Times," which Miss 
Mackenzie will still be able to find if she 
looks for it, was justified. We regret that we 
overlooked the representation of Queen 
Victoria. We have received other letters 
correcting this error. A more uncompromis- 
ing opponent of what she called " Women’s 
Rights” never existed than Queen Victoria. 
—Ed., A.-S. REVIEW.]

"POINTS OF FACT.”
To the Editor of “The Anti-Suffrage Review.” 

SIR,—A copy of your Review having come 
into my hands, I should be grateful if you 
would allow me to comment on a few points 
I have noticed in it—points of fact rather 
than of opinion.

(1) In your article on the procession of the 
17th of June, you " discount” the Suffragist 
estimates of the numbers taking part, ap- 
parently on the authority of " one observer.” 
I was an observer myself, and after " observ­
ing " the lines along the whole of their length 
(from a motor-car) I went to my place and 
took part in the procession, and I can say, 
from careful personal " observation,” that the 
estimate of 40,000 was certainly not over the 
mark; and the amount of " discount ” to be 
deducted for colonials and foreigners is a 
mere bagatelle compared to this total.

(2) What does the " significant ” paragraph 
regarding "vicarious service" signify? It 
signifies that those Suffragists who could 
afford to pay, but were unable to go, paid the 
fares of other Suffragists who could go but 
could not afford to pay. Do you seriously 
think that we " hired" people to walk, as 
you hired those sandwichmen—those deputy- 
exponents of the doctrine of physical force— 
who headed the procession? You speak 
(page 135) of the militant Suffragists’ lack of 
humour. I wish you could have heard some 
of the appreciative comments on this very 
successful " comic relief” provided by the 
" antis.”

(3) You quote the remark of the Times that 
" there were very few working women in the 
procession.” I imagine that neither the Times 
nor any other " antis ”, would be considered 
by an impartial, judge as likely to know 
much about the procession and its com- 
ponent parts, or to give an unbiassed account 
of it if they did. But perhaps you do not 
count the following occupations as “work.” 
These and many more were represented by 
hundreds upon hundreds of processionists:

it! This remark shows that you have not the 
remotest conception of what are Suffragist 
ideals. This complete and studied ignorance 
of what we Suffragists really are doing and 
thinking, as opposed to what you fefort us to 
be doing and thinking, is not in the least 
surprising; it is the price which must be 
paid if you are to win or keep any support for 
your views. As an example of the sort of mis- 
representation based upon ignorance, I may 
mention your remark that the reason why the 
constitutionalists did not have a larger meet- 
ing than the militants, though they outnum- 
bered the latter in the procession, was that 
they must have gone to " swell the militant 
meeting on the chance of a more exciting 
time.” It is only charitable to suppose that 
you really did not know that the Constitu- 
tionalists, as there was no second hall in Lon­
don big enough to hold them, tried to arrange 
for a meeting in Hyde Park, but were refused 
permission for this.

(5) Do you not think it is time that you 
gave up th© constant iteration of the grossly 
untrue statement that Suffragists as a body 
are trying to prevent women from taking 
part in Local Government and other kindred 
public work? (page 134). Does it never 
“reach you ears ′ that the majority of the 
women who are already doing this work, are 
Suffragists? I will give only one instance in 
proof of this assertion. In a district with 
which I am acquainted the Committee of the 
Women’s Local Government Society consists 
(or did a few months ago) of eighteen mem- 
bers. Fourteen of these are avowed, and 
mostly actively-working Suffragists, many of 
them on the Committee of the local Suffrage 
Society.

Trusting to your fairness to insert this 
letter, I am, your obedient servant,

J. C. Chance.
Orchards, near Godaiming.

July 20th, 1911.
[Lady Chance’s letter is composed chiefly of 

points of opinion rather than of fact. ' Suf­
fragists are making it a habit to secure the 
insertion of their opinions, or of merely scold­
ing letters, by challenging the " fairness ′ of 
newspapers which are opposed to them. We 
take this opportunity of saying that we do not 
propose to submit ourselves to this particular 
form of tyranny.—Ed., A.S. Review.]

The Editor desires to state that, he does not 
necessarily accept the opinions expressed in 
signed articles or correspondence.
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Typists, 
Bookbinders, 
Clerks, 
Weavers,

to mention only

Lace-makers, 
Charwomen, 
Teachers of all grades,

those few which occur to
me, and omitting such types of workers as 
women doctors, writers, graduates of Uni- 
versities, and actresses. ।

(4) You say that this kind of “mus­
ter” is not genuinely indicative .of 
what Suffragist ideals really are, because every 
Suffragist Society in the kingdom shared in

OPEN-AIR meetings in London are prov- 
ing very popular and successful, and the 
most favoured form of meeting with our 
Branches has been the garden meeting. We 
owe thanks to those ladies who have so very 
kindly lent their gardens and actedas 1 
hostesses for several very delightful gather- J 
ings during the past month.1

Amongst very successful meetings which I 
took place during July, and of which we will I 
give a more detailed account in cur next 1 
issue, was a Croydon meeting, held on July 
12th, at Coignafearn, the residence of Mrs. * 
Secretan. Mrs. A. Colquhoun made a very snc- 1 
cessful speech. A very satisfactory result of | 
this meeting was a large increase in the mem­
bership of the Croydon Branch. Mr. Alfred , 
Barker was in the chair, and short speeches ‘

were also made by Mrs. Austin, Mr. Hubert 
Secretan, and Dr. Newnham, D.L.

Miss Pott was the speaker at a meeting of 
the Dorking Branch held on July 14th, when 
Mrs. Maw was “ at home " to the League 
at her residence, The Old House, Westcott.

On July 17th a very successful meeting in 
connection with the Watford Branch was 
held at Bushey. Mr. J. Massie was in the 
chair, and Mrs. Humphry Ward’s speech was 
of the deepest interest. Miss Pott spoke with 
her usual ability, and questions were invited.

At a garden meeting in the grounds 
of " Hookfield," the residence of Mrs. 
Basil Braithwaite, on July 21st, Lord 
Charnwood (until recently known as Mr. 
Godfrey Benson) and Mrs. Greatbatch gave 
most interesting addresses. Mr. Sydney 
Jackson, Hon. Secretary of, pur Epsom 
Branch, took much trouble in organising 
this meeting.

In conjunction with the Kew and Chiswick 
Branches, a Richmond meeting was held on 
the 21 st, when Mrs. Harold Norris and Mr. 
A. Maconachie spoke.

A garden meeting at Circencester on the 
21st was held at the residence of Mrs. 
J. G. Dugdale, The Abbey, when Mrs. A. 
Colquohoun was the speaker, and Col. the 
Hon. B. Bathurst, M.P., was in the chair. 
Mrs. Colquhoun also addressed an evening 
meeting at Cheltenham on July 20th, when 
Mr. John Massie took the chair.

At Burgess Hill, on July 25th, a debate, 
arranged by the Central Sussex, Women’s 
Suffrage Society, took place between Mr. A. 
Maconachie and Mr. Gugenheim, of the Men’s 
League for Opposing Women’s Suffrage. Mr. 
L. R. Burrows was in the chair.

The annual meeting of the Hawkhurst 
Branch took place on July 26th, when Mr. 
A. Maconachie spoke.

Brixton.—A meeting under the auspices of 
the Brixton Branch was held in Brock well 
Park, on Sunday, July 2nd. - Mr. A. W. 
Thompson was in the chair, and Mrs. Agnes 
Stewart spoke at some length. A resolution 
against votes for women was put at the end 
of the meeting, and unanimously supported. 
Two meetings were also held in Brockwell 
Park on Sunday, July 16th, one in the after- 
noon and the other in the evening. Very 
good and attentive audiences were addressed 
on. each occasion by Mrs. Stewart and Mr. 
Archibald Gibbs. Mr. Diprose deserves 
thanks for the indefatigable way in which he 
sold a large number of REVIEWS. 1 The meet- 
ings were a great success,1 and at the close 
a resolution against votes forwomen was 
carried by a huge majority.-

Crowborough.—A meeting organised by 
the Crowborough Branch was held on June 
22nd at the Oddfellows’ Hall, Crowborough, 
and attracted a good audience. The speakers 
were Mrs. Norris and Mr. Maconachie, and 
their interesting addresses were attentively 
listened to. Our resolution of opposition to 
the granting of the franchise to women was 
carried by a large majority.

Dublin.—We have received the following 
informal report of the past year’s work f om 
Dublin, which we think interesting to. insert 
as it is: “The General Election'was the 
first thing we tackled after the ' office was 
opened; We' sent a local letter, as well as 
the one forwarded from London, to all the 
Irish candidates, and at as many meetings as 
we could we had leaflets distributed. The 
Secretary also wrote a letter to each of the
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leading newspapers in Ireland, drawing atten­
tion to the fact that our League had opened 
an office in Dublin. The posters were also 
put up. After Christmas we got out the 
post-cards for the canvass, and later in 
January we had two very successful crawing- 
room meetings. In February we held the 
members’ annual meeting and the evening 
meeting, at both of which Miss Stuart spoke. 
The chief work in March was taking the 
names of people who had signed the petition, 
and writing, to them asking them to join as 
members. In April we held the protest 
meeting, and sent copies of the resolution to 
Mr. Asquith and Mr. Balfour, and also to 
Irish M.P.’s. In May we had the two 
debates, one at the Molesworth Hall, and the 
other at the Shelbourne Hotel. Another 
successful debate was that held at the 
Y.M.C.A. Hall before a large audience, when 
the vote went in our favour.

East Grinstead.—DEPUTATION to MR. 
H. S CAUTLEY, M.P.—A deputation of ladies 
residing in the East Grinstead Parliamentary 
Division, consisting ofLady Musgrave (Presi- 
dent of the East Grinstead Branch), Lady 
Phillipa Stewart, Mrs. E. M. Crookshank, 
Mrs. F. A. White, and Mrs. Hillyer, recently 
waited upon Mr. H. S. Cautley, M.P., in the 
House of Commons, and were courteously 
received by him. The ladies expressed their 
opinion that in view of the prominent demand 
made by some women for the Parliamentary 
vote, the time had come when it should be 
recognised that a very large proportion, and 
probably the great majority of women, did 
not claim the franchise, and believed that its 
extension to them would be prejudicial to the 
general work and Imperial responsibilities of 
the House of Commons, and also that it 
would tend to the destruction of home life, 
and prevent the fulfilment of the domestic 
duties of their sex.

Coring.—An influentially attended meeting 
was held at the Church House, Goring, on 
the evening of June 28th. The speaker. Miss 
Gladys 11 Pott, rivetted the attention of her 
audience for over an hour. Mr. F. Eardley 
Smith presided, and read a letter from Mr. 
Valentine Fleming, M.P., emphasising his 
opposition to the granting of Woman Suffrage.

I3

Hampton and District.—A very successful 
open-air meeting was held in Red Lion- 
square, Hampton, on June 15th, F. G. 
Kemble, Esq., taking the chair.The 
assemblage, which included a large number 
of women, listened with much interest to an 
address by Mr. H. B. Samuels, who spoke 
for nearly two hours. ' Questions were asked 
for, but none were forthcoming, and the 
audience expressed their appreciation of the 
arguments against the vote. All the litera- 
ture which, Mr. Samuels had brought with
him was bought up at the 
meeting.

Haslemere.—On Friday, 
teresting meeting was held

conclusion • of the

July 14th, an in- 
at Haslemere, in

the garden at Uplands, kindly lent by Mrs. 
Thomas. Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun was the 
speaker, introduced by Miss Harrison, I of 
Coombe Cottage. Among others taking part 
in the meeting were Mrs. Beveridge, Mr. 
Molyneux, Mrs. Lucey, and Mrs. Stables. 
Only one Suffragist was present of the many 
to whom invitations had been sent. ’

Malvern.—An open-air meeting was held 
in the grounds of Southbank, Abbey-road, the 
residence of Mr. and Mrs. Hollins, on June 
26th. Mr. A. Gibbs and Mr. G. L. Borrodaile 
both spoke very well.

Manchester.—As a result of recent meet- 
ings held by this Branch, several new mem- 
bers have joined our League in this district, 
and from them we have had most valuable 
help. There are, encouraging signs that the 
opposition to the Conciliation Bill is be­
coming more crystallised in this district. We 
have had promises of help in various schemes 
which we are initiating, in order to make 
our opposition more effective. , Until these 
schemes are in working order, however, we 
do not feel that, it would be wise to discuss 
them. We have received several requests for 
speakers toaddress meetings for next winter 
—in spite of the Suffragist boast, " we shall 
get the Bill next session!”—and we have 
already booked some dates. , The Secretary 
addressed an evening open-air meeting at 
Queen’s Park on July 24th. Miss Cordelia 
Moir has been appointed Organising Secre­
tary for the Manchester Branch.

$
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people, swelled by the audience which 
been listening to the W.S.P.U. meeting, 
resolution, against Woman Suffrage 
carried by an overwhelming majority.

On July 16th, on Streatham Common, Mr. 
Borradaile spoke to a meeting of quite 1,500

Bill was defeated by a 
result of the debate.
| On July 15th, a very 
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Open-Air Meetings.—A number of our 
speakers have held open-air meetings and 
made speeches in West Ham during the 
election, and success attended their cam- 
paign, for large crowds were always attracted 
and attentive hearings obtained. On July 
5th Mr. A. Maconachie and Mr. G. L. 
Borrodaile addressed a large evening meeting 
in Earlham Grove, Forest Gate ; on July 6th 
Mr. Borrodaile spoke to a crowd of some 800 ' 
in Sylvan-road. On the night before the poll 
an open-air meeting was held in Windsor- 
road, when Mrs. Harold Norris, Mr. A. 
Maconachie, and Mr. Borrodaile spoke. 
Open-air meetings in the parks, addressed by . 
Mr. Borrodaile, have been very interesting.” 
On July 8th Messrs. Samuels, Gibbs, and 
Borrodaile gathered an attentive crowd ; and 
on July 9th Mr. Samuels debated with Miss 
A. Hicks, of the W. S. P. U., in Battersea 
Park. A motion in favour of the Conciliation

Paddington.—By the kind invitation of 
Mrs. Hogarth, a very well-attended ’debate 
took place at 41, Gloucester Gardens, on 
Thursday, July 13th. Ms Wenyon Samuel 
took thechair, and Miss Gladys Pott 
proposed the following resolution, "That the 
granting of the Parliamentary Franchise to 
women would be unwise in the best interest’s 
of the Empire,” and used, as her argument, 
that it was not sufficient for the Suffragists 
to say that things were wrong ; the point was, 
would the woman’s vote put them right? 
The Anti-Suffragist’s position was this :—-
D(1) Would the suggested alteration work 

for the good of, the Empire ?
(2) Whatshould be the chief characteristic 

of a voter ? - To be imperially-minded, i.e., 
to be able to look at all questions from the 
point of view of the community, and not from 
the point of view of the individual or class.

(3) The interests of the individual and of 
the community continually clash, and then 
the individual must go to the wall, and not 
the community.
(4) The chief and best characteristics of 
women: attention to duty, absorption in 
one subject, deep devotion, etc., the result 
of the sex and mothering instinct, _ all 
tend to give them more of an • individualistic 
view, and not an imperial; therefore, women 
would not make good voters. 1

Miss Pott pointed out that the vote was no 
right and should be given to those who would 
use it for the good of the community, and not 
for their own good only; the Suffragists talk 
only of women’s special questions, and show 
entire apathy about the Imperial questions. 
Sir George Kemp’s Bill penalised the 
Married Women of Property, and was, 
therefore, a contradiction of the basis of the 
movement which led to the Married Women’s 
Property Acts. Stinted franchises cannot 
last—no one will be satisfied with Sir George 
Kemp’s Bill.

In the matter of wages—there was no proof 
that the vote1 directly affected wages. Men’s 
wages did not go up in consequence of the 
vote.

The difficulty with regard to all labour 
problems was not to: get legislation passed, 
but to find out what legislation would help 
the labourers.

M rs. Cook opposed the resolution, and 
whenthe vote was put to the meeting, 

‘thirty-nine were for the resolution, and eleven 
against.

There were sixty-eight people in the room, 
but some had to leave before the end of the 
debate. -
Miss Gladys Pott’s excellent speech was 

much applauded. ” Mrs. Cook very kindly 
came at the last moment, as Dr. Flora 
Murray was unavoidably prevented keeping 
her engagement.-

Pinner (Middlesex). — An enthusiastic 
meeting was held on July 17 th, by kind 
permission of Mrs. Parkhouse. 7 The address 
was given by Mrs. Gladstone Solomon, and 
at the end of the meeting nearly all those 
present Joined the new branch of the League, 
the Hon.Sec. and Hon.. Treas. of the Pinner 
branch of the W.S.P.W. were present, and 
an interesting discussion followed the 
address. The resolution against Woman 
Suffrage was passed, and has been forwarded 
to Mr. , Mallaby Deeley, the member for 
Pinner. The new branch started its life 
most auspiciously. 1 Mrs. Gardner Williams 
and Miss K. Parkhouse are acting as joint 
Hon. Secs. ■ •

Tonbridge.—On July 6th, Mrs. Gladstone 
Solomon addressed the workpeople at the 
Dowgate printing works, Tonbridge, on the 
"Conciliation Bill." The meeting was held 
as the people left the works in the afternoon, 
and they were much interested, asking1 the 
speaker to come in their dinner -hour the next 
day, when they again gave an attentive 
hearing. There was an insistent supporter 
of Woman Suffragepresent, whose remark, 
"You see, Miss, I must support Woman 
Suffrage because I’m a Socialist and want
Adult Suffrage," added strength to our 
speaker’s argument. At the end of the
second meeting, -nearly a hundred of the 
Protest Post-Cards were taken away for 
filling in. It was significant that not one in 
the crowd of women at this meeting raised 
a voice in favour of the vote. On July 10th 
Mrs. Solomon also addressed some of the 
workmen of the “ Whitefriars Press,” Ton- 
bridge. It seemed quite a new idea to the 
men that women might look upon the vote 
and its responsibilities as a burden, and not 
a privilege. Our thanks are due to Mr.

, Minton, the manager, who has kindly under- 
, taken the distribution ’ of 300 protest post- 
cards to the men, and has also given Mrs. 
Solomon permission to hold a similar meet- 
ing 1again.
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18.

19:
20.

24.

25-

26

27:
28.
29.

3°.

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

To the Women of Great Britain, 
(3s. per 1,000. 1

Why Women should not Vote.
3s. per 1,000.

Price

Price

Women’s Position under Laws made by 
Man. Price 5s. per 1,000.

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

(2) Woman’s Suffrage and Worden’s

(3)
(4)

Wages. Price 3s. per 1,000.
Votes and Wages. Price 5s. per 
Women’s Wages and the Vote, 
6s. per 1,000.

1,000. 
Price

Look Ahead. Price 4s. per 1,000. 
Married Women and the Factory 
n Price 5s. per 1,000.

Law.

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

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

son’s book) Price Ips., per1,000.
“ Votes for Women?” 3s. per 1,000 ‘
Reasons against WomanSuffrage.

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

5s. per 1,000.
Woman Suffrage

3s. per 1,000.

Franchise.

and India.

The Constitutional Myth. 35. per
We are against Female Suffrage!

Price

Price

1,000. 
Price

Mrs. Arthur Somervell’s'Speech , at 
Queen’s Hall. Price15s., per 1,000. 

Women and The Suffrage. Miss Octavia 
Hill. Price 4,s., per 1,poo.

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 Taxes? .

* 33. The “Conciliation” 
Version, on ,.,

*34. Woman Suffrage, 
perialistic Point' of

Bill.

From 
View.

35.

36.

37.

38.

J.

K.

M.

N.

O.

Q-

R.

3-
5-

6.

7.

8.

Women in Local Government.

Revised

the 1 Im-

A Call for
Service. By Violet Markham. 7S.

sper 1,000.
Registration Of Women Occupiers: Price

IS. per 100. otm
Mr. J. R.Tolmie’s Reply, to Mr. L.

Housman’s Pamphlet. ’ Price 5s. per

3
4.

5.

6.

7.

LIST OF LEAFLETS.
Woman’s Suffrage and After. Price 

3s. per 1,000. .
Mrs. Humphry Ward’s Speech. |d. each.
Queen Victoria and Woman Suffrage. 

Price 3S. per 1,000.

Substance, and s Shadow. By
; Honourable Mrs. Evelyn Cecil. 5

the

is Woman Suffrage Inevitable? 
5s. per 1,000.

Nature’s Reason against Woman 
frage. Price 5s. per 1,000.

What Woman Suffrage means.
3s. per 1,000,

Price

Suf-

Price

B. 
c 
b.

E.
F.
G.
H.

PAMPHLETS AND BOOK'S.
Freedom of Women.Mrs. Harrison.
Woman or Suffragette. Marie Corelli.
Positive Principles. Price id. f

M
341.

Sociological Reasons. Price id.
Case against Woman Suffrage. Price id 
Woman in relation to the State. Price 6d. 
Mixed Herbs." M. E. S. Price 2s. net.

1" Votes for Women.” Mrs. Ivor Maxse. 3d.

Just Published.

Letters to a Friend on Votes for Women. 
Professor Dicey, is.

Woman Suffrage—A National Danger. 
Heber Hart, LL.D. Price is.

Points in Professor Dicey’s " Letter” on 
Votes for Women. Price id.

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

Point of View. Isabella M. Tindall. 2d. 
“The Woman M.P.” A. C. Gronno.

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

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

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

for Women, is. each.

The

BOOKS AND LEAFLETS.
Gladstone on Woman Suffrage, is. per 100. 
Lord Curzon’s Fifteen Good Reasons 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

“Votes For Women” Never! 3s- 
per 1,000.

All the above Leaflets, Pamphlets, 
Books are on sale at the offices of

6d.

and 
the

National League for Opposing Woman 
Suffrage, 515, Caxton House, Tothill Street, 
Westminster.

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.
NEWBURY— 1

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

Miss Ethel Pole.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Dreweatt, Norfolk Lodge, 

Speen.
READING—

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

lands Road, Reading.

Ge

Royal Society
for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals,

Patrons : 
HI3 MAJESTY KING GEORGE V. 

HSR MAJESTY QUEEN MAKY. 
HER MAJESTY QULEN ALEXANDRA.

President :
H.S.H. THE DUKE OF TECK. G.C.V.O.

Chairman:
COLONEL SIB EDWARD WARD, K.C.B , K.C.V. O

The work of this Society, which was founded in 1824, and has branches in most of the large towns of 
England and Wales, has a strong claim for the support of the charitable lovers of the animal creation. It is 
SUPPORTED ONLY BY VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS, and Site Council need every assistance 
to enable them to continue their work—which is both educational and punitive.
WHAT THE SOCIETY DID LAST YEAR (1910).

6556 offenders were prosecuted and convicted for cruelty to animals
153 persons were acquitted, but the Society’s costs were remitted, which justified the 

Society’s action. . . .
73 persons guilty of minor acts of cruelty were admonished in writing. 

1,0344 persons guilty of minor acts of cruelty were cautioned by inspectors.
43 Sermons were preached on the subject of Mercy to Animals, by Clergymen of the

299,13% Essays were Written by school children on the subject of Kindness to Animals.
The increased operations of the Society have drawn from the funds an amount vastly exceeding the 

yearly subscriptions. The Council need much greater assistance, and unless such additional support be 
extended to them, this most righteous cause of humanity must suffer.

105, JERMYN Street, London, S.W. EDWARD G. FAIRHOLME, Secretary.

HIRSCH
f^om ERNEST, Regent Street.

Smart Tailor-Made Costumes
Coat Lined Duchesse Satin

from 4% guineas.
Perfect cut and fit guaranteed, at a price impossible to find elsewhere. 

Every garment is cut and fitted by myself and made on the premises by 
highly skilled workmen under my personal supervision.

LADIES’ TAILOR,
49, Upper Marylebone Street, Great Portland 

Street, W.
Telephone: 6645 GERRARD.

By Appointment to H. M. the King.

40 ALL NATURAL MINERAL WATERS
Vichy
Vittel
Contrexeville

SUCH AS
Evian 
Malvern 
Poland

Radnor
Giesshubler
Marienbad.

Consumers may always rely on that fres hflCSS which is so 
indispensable, by obtaining their supplies from

RICHARD DAVIS,
20, Maddox St., Regent St., W.

Telegrams : Freely, London. Telephone : 795 Mayfair.

I

Inly 7
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BUCKINGHAMSHIRE.
WENDOVER—

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

Strong; Miss Ei D. Perrott, Hazeldene, Wend 
| over, Bucks.

CAMBRIDGESHIRE.
CAMBRIDGE-

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

Cambridge.
CAMBRIDGE (Girton College)—

President: Miss M. R. Walpole.
Treasurer: Miss J. M. Blackie.
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.

CHESHIRE.
CHESTER—

President:
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Elliott.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Ribton, Caetief, Glan 

Aber Park,
CUMBERLAND & WESTMORELAND.
CUMBERLAND AND WESTMORELAND—

Chairman : The Hon. Mrs. Eustace G. Hills.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Thompson.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Howard, Greystoke

i Castle, R.S.O., Cumberland.
Arnside—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Shepherd, Shawleigh, 
{ Arnside. Westmoreland.
Carlisle (Sub-Branch)—

President: Mrs. Spencer Ferguson.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Dobinson, Stanwix, Car. 

lisle.
Cockermouth (Sub-Branch)—

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

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

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

Hon. Secretary: Miss Cropper, Tolson Hall, 
I Kendal.
Maryport (Sub-Branch)—In formation.
Wigton (Sub-Branch)—
I President: Miss Ida Kentish.

Hon. Secretary: Miss Helen Wildman, M.A., 
Thomlinson School, j >

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

DERBYSHIRE.
ASHBOURNE AND DISTRICT—

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

House, Ashbourne.
DEVONSHIRE.

EXETER—
President: Lady Acland. •
Chairman: C. Ti K. Roberts, Esq., Fairhill.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Depree, Newlands, St 
I Thomas’, Exeter.
Hon. Secretary :

SIDMOUTH— a in
Vice-President: Mrs. Tindall.■
Acting Hon. Treasurer: B. Browning, Esq. R N

-Hon.Secretary: Miss Browning, Sidmouth.THREE TOWNS & DISTRICT, PLYMOUTH—
President: Mrs. Spender.
H on. Secretary: Mrs. Cayley, 8, The Terrace, I Plymouth. ‘

TORQUAY—
President: Hon. Mrs. Bridgeman.
Hon. Treasurer: The Hon. Helen Trefusis
Hon. Secretary: Miss M. C. Philpotts, Kil.I cor ran, Torquay.

ESSEX.
SAFFRON WALDON—

Hon. Secretary: S. B. Donald, Esq
SOUTHEND AND WESTCLIFFE-ON-SEA—

President : J. H. Morrison Kirkwood, Esc ' M p-Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Peachey 7
Joint.Hon. Secretaries: The Misses Smith, 

wooBPors Palmeira Avenue, Southend.
President: Mrs. Buxton. •
Hon. Treasurer W. Houghton, Esq.
"Oait Nozatary Miss Nash, Woodcroft, Mon-

GLOUCESTERSH IRE.
BRISTOL—

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

York Crescent, Bristol.
Assistant Secretary: Miss G. F. Allen.

CIRENCESTER—
' President : Countess Bathurst.
Vice-President: Mrs. Gordon Dugdale.

Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary:

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

Battledown.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Geddes, 4, 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, Es.a., Tile 

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

Woolton Hill, Newbury.
NORTH HANTS—

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

Basingstoke.
Basingstoke (Sub-Branch)—

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

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

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

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

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

Allnutt, Hazelhurst, Basingstoke.
LYMINGTON—

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

Old Mansion, Boldre, Lymington, Hants.
PETERSFIELD—

President: The Lady Emily Tumour.
Vice-President: Mrs. Nettleship.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Amey.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Loftus Jones, Hylton 

House, Petersfeld.
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, Kerrfield, Win- 

Chester.
HEREFORDSHIRE.

HEREFORD AND DISTRICT—
President: The Lord James of Hereford.
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: Lady Ebury.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss E. P. Metcalfe.
Organising Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Webb, 

Clovelly, Watford.

Clerical Hon. Secretary: Miss H. L. Edwards, 
The Corner, Cassio Road, Watford, to whom 
all communications should be addressed.

Hemel Hemps ted and Boxmoor—
President: E. A. Mitchell Innes, Esq., K.C., 

J.P.
" Chairman of Committee :Miss Halsey.

Hon. Secretary: Miss Sale. Mortimer House, 
Hemel Hempsted.

Berkhamsted—
Chairman: G. H. Millar, Esq.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Hyam, The Cottage, 

Potten End.
ISLE OF WIGHT.

ISLE OF WIGHT—
President : Mrs. Oglander.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Lowther Crofton.
Provisional Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Perrott, 

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

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

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

Shanklin, ip
KENT.

BECKENHAM—
Provisional Hon. Secretary : Miss E. Blake, 

Kingswood, The Avenue. Beckenham, Kent.
BROMLEY AND BICKLEY— o

President: Lady Lubbock.
Hon. Treasurer: G. F. Fischer, Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: Miss Payne and Miss E. 

Payne, Ashcroft, Elmfield Road.
Bickley (Sub-Branch)—

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

Road, Bickley. .
CANTERBURY—

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

Moore, and Miss C. Dyneley, Bramhope, Lon­
don Road, Canterbury.

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

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

Kennel Holt, Cranbrook.
GOUDHURST—

Hon. r Secretary:
HA W KHU RST—

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

den Grange, Hawkhurst.
All communications to be sent to Mrs. Frederic 
.Harrison, Elm Hill, Hawkhurst, for the 
present. ,

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

House, Sandhurst, . Kent.
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. 

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

Road. Sevenoaks.
TUNBRIDGE WELLS—

Presid ent: Countess. Amherst.
Hon. Treasurer: E. Weldon, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss M. B. Backhouse, 48, St. 

Tames' Road. Tunbridge Wells.
TONBRIDGE—

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

Road, Tonbridge.‘

LANCASHIRE.
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.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Henry Simon.
Organising Secretary: Miss C. Moir, 1, 

Princess Street, Manchester.

DISTRICTS:
Didsbury (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Henry Simon, Lawn- 
hurst, Didsbury.

Hale (Sub-Branch)—
Hon. Secretary: Mrs; Arthur Herbert, High 

End, Hale, Cheshire.
Marple (Sub-Branch)—President: Miss Hudson. 

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

Moss Side and Alexandra Park—
Hon.. Secretary: E. A. , Salmon, Esq., 83, 

Palmerston Street, Moss Side.
Northenden and Cheadle—:

Hon. Secretary: Miss Cordelia Moir, Brent- 
wood Terrace, Cheadle.

ST. ANNE'S AND FYLDE—
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Norah Waechter.
Hon. Secretary: W. H. Pickup, Esq., 28, St. 

Anne’s Road, West. {
ALDERLEY EDGE—

Hon.1 Secretary: Miss A. M. Rayner, Brook- 
side, Alderley Edge.

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.

LONDON.
BRIXTON—

President:
Hon. Treasurer: A. W. Thompson, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Agnes Stewart, 29, Albert 

Square. S.W.
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, 1, Woodlawn, 

Dulwich Village.
East Dulwich (Sub-Branch)—

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

FINCHLEY—
President: Lady 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. Richard Harrison.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. F. E. Gladstone.
Hon. Secretary: Miss F. Winthrop, 36, Fitz- 

George Avenue, W.
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. . r

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Talbot Kelly, 96, Fellows 
Road.

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

Frognal.
NORTH-EAST HAMPSTEAD—

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

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

President:
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Wagstaff.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Clarke, 89, Aberdeen Road. Highbury, N.

KENNINGTON—
President:
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Millington, 101, Fenti- 

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. 

ners of the Branch, or inquirers, on Tuesday mornings, 11—1. / an

MARYLEBONE (EAST)—
Chairman: Mrs. Copland Perry.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. David Somerville.
Hon. Secretary: Miss E. Luck, 31, York Street 

Chambers, Bryanston Square, W.
MARYLEBONE (WEST)—

President: Lady George Hamilton.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Alexander Scott.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Jeyes, 11, Grove End 

Road. St. John’s Wood.
MAYFAIR AND ST. GEORGE'S—

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

tess of Ancaster.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Carson Roberts.1
Joint Hon. Secretaries:Mrs. Moberly Bell, 

Mrs. Markham, 10, Queen Street, Mayfair.
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. PAN C RAS, EAST—
Hon. Treasurer: Miss M. Briggs.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Miss Sterling, 14, Bar- 

tholomew Road, N.W.; Miss Berry, 1, Elm 
Road, Camden Town, N.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. Secretaries: Miss Stephenson, and Miss 
. L. E. Cotesworth, , Caxton House, Tothill 
Street, S.W.

ealing- MIDDLESEX.
President :
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. L. Prendergast Walsh

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

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

Prendergast Walsh for the next four months.
EALING DEAN—

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

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

McClellan as above.
EALING (Sub-Division), CHISWICK AND BED­

FORD PARK— . ; • ne
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—

HonSecretaries: Mrs. Gardner Williams, 
Invergarry, Harrow Road. Miss K. Park- 
house, Mayfield, Harrow Road.

MONMOUTHSHIRE.
NEWPORT—

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

NORTHUMBERLAND.
NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE—

Hon. Treasurer: Arthur G. Ridout, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Noble, Jesmond Dene 

House, Newcastle-on-Tyne.
Secretary: Miss Harris, 9, Ridley Place.

NOTTINGHAMSHIRE.
NOTTINGHAM AND NOTTSRS

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)— 1

Hon. Secretary: Miss Dickins.

SHROPSHIRE.
SHROPSHIRE COUNTY—

President: The Lady Catherine Milnes Gaskell.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Fielden.
Hon. Secretary: Miss K. Corfield, Ghatwall 

Hall, Leebotwood, Salop.
CHURCH STRETTON—

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

Hillside.
LUDLOW— ,

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

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

Llanforda.
SHREWSBURY— :

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

Abbotsmead, Shrewsbury.
SOMERSETSHIRE.

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

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

Grosvenor. Bath.
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 Square, 

Taunton.
WESTON-SUPER-MARE—

President: The Lady Mary de Sails.
Vice-President: Mrs. Portsmouth Fry.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss W. Evans.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. E. M. S. Parker, Welford

House, Weston-super-Mare. J
SUFFOLK,

FELIXSTOWE—
President: Miss Rowley.
Vice-President: Miss Jervis White. '
Chairman: Mrs. Jutson.
Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Haward, Holmlea, Felix- 

' stowe.
SUTHWOLD—

Hon. Secretary:
WOODBRIDGE—

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

Woodbridge.
SURREY.

CAMBERLEY, FRIMLEY, AND MYTCHELL—
President: Mrs. Charles Johnstone, Graitney, 

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

Athallan Grange, Frimley, Surrey.
CROYDON—

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

Croydon.
DORKING—

President: Mrs. Barclay.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss MacAndrew, Juniper 

Hall, nr. Dorking.
Hon. Secretary: A. Keep, Esqi, The Hut, 

Holmwood.
EAST SHEEN AND MORTLAKE

President: Mrs. Kelsall.
Hon. Treasurer: George W. Mbir, Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: Miss Rixon, The Planes, 

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

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

hurst. Epsom.
BANSTEAD—

President:
Banstead—
T adworth—
Walton-on-the-Hill—
Headley—

Hon. Secretary: Hiss H. Page, Tad worth.
COPHAM—

President: Mrs. Bowen Buscarlet.
Cobham—

Hon. Secretary: Miss Sharp, The Bungalow.
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Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Lugard, Oxshott.
Walton-on-Thames and Hersham:

Hon. Secretary:
Stoke d'Abernon—

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

ESHER—
President:

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

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

Road, Surbiton.
Thames Ditton—

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

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

Garland, “ Farrs/’ East Molesey.
EWELL—

President: Miss Auriol Barker.
Ewell—

Hon. Secretary:
Cheam—

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

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

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

Leatherhead—
Hon. Secretary: Miss Cunliffe, Tyrrels, 

Leatherhead.
Fetcham—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. C. F. Gordon Clark, 
Fetcham Park, Leatherhead.

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

Bookham.
GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT—

President: Miss S. H. Onslow.
Vice-President: Lady Martindale.
Hon. Treasurer: Admiral Tudor.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Carter, 15, Wodeland 

Road, Guildford.¥ EW—
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.
PURLEY—

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.

Redhiil—
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— r
President: Mrs. Charles Churchill.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Frank Gore-Browne,
Hon. Secretaries: Miss Godden. Kincairney, 

Weybridge; Miss Heald, Southlands, Wey. bridge.
WIMBLEDON—

President: Lady Constance Monro.
Vice-President: The Hon. Mrs. Maxwell Scott.
Hon. Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary: The Countess von Hahn, 192, 

Worple Road, Wimbledon.
WOKING—

President: Susan Countess of Wharncliffe.
Vice-President: Lady Arundel.
Hon Treasurer and Hon. Secretary: Miss Pere, 

grine, The Firs, Woking.

SUSSEX.
BRIGHTON AND HOVE—

President:
Hon. Treasurer: F. Page Turner, Esq
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Curtis, “ Quex,” D'Avg. 

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

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

Crowborough.
EASTBOURNE—

President: Mrs. Campbell.
Hon. Treasurer and Secretary: Miss I. Turner,

1, Hardwick Road, Eastbourne.
EAST GRINSTEAD—

President: Lady Musgrave.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Stewart.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Woodland, Turley 

Cottage, East Grinstead.
HASTINGS AND DISTRICT—

President: Lady Webster.
Chairman of Committee: Mrs. 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.
LEWES—

President :
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. R. Parker. -
Hon. Secretary: Lady Shiffner.

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.
Solihull (Sub-Branch)—

Chairman: Mrs. Ludlow.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Maud Pemberton, 
Whitacre, Solihull.

WILTSHIRE.
SALISBURY —

President: The Lady Glenconner of Glen.
Hon Treasurer :
Hon. Secretary: Miss Kane, Wilsford.

WORCESTERSHIRE.
MALVERN—

President: Lady Grey. .
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Sheppard.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Hollins, Southbank.

WORCESTER—
President: The Countess of Coventry.
Hon. Treasurer: A. C. Cherry, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Ernest Day, “ Doria,” 

Worcester.
YORKSHIRE. 

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— H
Hon. Treasurer : H. Buekton. Esq.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Legge Roe.

ILKLEY—
President: Mrs. Steinthal.

. Hon. Secretary : Mrs. Newbound, Springsend. 5—-
President: The Countess of Harewood
Chairman : Mrs. Frank Gott.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss E. lit. Lupton
Hon. Secretary: Miss E. M. Wall, 3, Woodsley 

Terrace, Clarendon Road, Leeds
District Secretaries; Miss H. McLaren, 151 

Road, Headingley, Miss M. Silcock, Barksfon Lodge, Roundhay.
MIDDLESBORO'—

President: Mrs.. Hedley.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Gjers. Busby Hall, 

scanBorSUeneland, Northallerton.
President: Mrs. Cooper.
Hon. Treasurer: James Bayley, Esq.
—9. ecretaries: Clerical, Miss Mackarness, 

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

Vice-Presidents: The Lady Edmund Talbot, —ad. Bingham, Miss Alice Watson.Hon. Treasurer: Miss M. Colley, Newstead, 
Kenwood Park Road.

Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Munns, Mayville, Ran- 
moorPark Road.Sheffield; Miss Watson, Bhirecliffe Hall, 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.

LONDON
President: Miss Ermine M. K. Taylor.
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 I as Stewards at Meetings 
should give notice to the 1 Secretary at least a 
fortnight prior to the date of Meeting.
OXFORD—

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

IRELAND. 
DUBLIN—

President: The Duchess of Abercorn.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss
Hon. Secretary: Mrs.

Clyde Road, Dublin.
Asst. Hon. Secretary: 

Torney.
Secretary: Miss A. F.

Street, Dublin.

Orpin.
Albert E. Murray, 2,
Miss Louis Hovenden-
Morten,. 5, South Anne

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: Miss M. W. M. Falconer 

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

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Young.
Joint . Hon. Secretaries : Mrs. MacGillivray, 

23, South Tay Street; Miss Craik.
EEIN BURGH—

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.

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.

WALES.
CARDIFF—

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.


