
•2

THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE
REVIEW

No. 11. London, October, 1909. Price Id.

Allard, Mrs. 
Lady Robson, 
and The Hon.

We should like to remind our men 
friends of the rapidly spreading influence 
of our Men's League: Secretary, Mr, 
F. W. Raffety ; Address, Palace Cham
bers, Bridge Street, Westminster, S.W.

Burgwin, Mrs. Simon, 
Mr. J. Massie, M.P., 
Ivor Guest, M.P.

The Offices of the League are at 515, Caxton 
House, Tothill Street, Westminster, S.W.

Telegraphic Address : “Adversaria, London.”
Telephone Number: 8472 Gerrard.

The following are the members of 
the Executive Committee:—

The COUNTESS OF JERSEY, 
Chairman.

Mrs. MASSIE, Vice-Chairman.
Lady Haversham, Mrs. Humphry 

Ward, Miss Ermine Taylor, Mrs. 
Frederic Harrison, Lady George 
Hamilton, Mrs. Charles Tennyson, 
Miss Gertrude Lowthian Bell, Lady 
Weardale, Miss Janet Hogarth, 
Hon. Nina Kay Shuttleworth, Ellen 
Countess of Desart, Mrs. Claren
don Hyde, Mrs. Arthur Somervell 
(Hon. Sec.), Mr. Heber Hart, Mr.

“The Anti-Suffrage Review” is published 
by the Women’s National Anti-Suffrage 
League, and can be obtained through any 
bookseller or newsagent. Annual Sub- 
scription, 1/6, post free.

IMPORTANT.
Please tell your newsagent that the 

ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW is pub
lished about the 1 Oth of the month, and 
can be obtained from all the principal 
wholesale agents.

NOTICE.
For the opinions expressed in articles signed 

or initialled, or in letters to the Editor, the 
authors alone are responsible.

(gin ""
1 i y

The terms of Membership are: — 
Members of Council, £1 is.; Members 
of the League, 5s.; Associates, is. ; 
Membership of Branches, is. to 5s. 
(Branches can arrange for the collection 
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CHEAPENING REVOLUTION 
Anti-Suffragists have this month 
much matter for encouragement, and 
can well afford to spare a little sym
pathy for the discouraged host who 
see their cause steadily receding 
before the enemies within their 
own camp. Nothing that their 
opponents could urge by way of argu
ment would have made half the im
pression upon the popular imagina
tion that was made in a few hours by 
the violence at Birmingham. No 
stronger proof of this could be found 
than the absolute failure of the 
attempt to work up popular sympathy 
for the victims of forcible feeding. 
True, Mr. Nevinson and Mr. Brails
ford, as they inform us in the course 
of a very long letter to the Times, 
have resigned their posts as leader
writers to an esteemed contemporary, 
but we fear that both Fleet Street and 
the world at large will receive the in
formation with equanimity. Mr. Keir 
Hardie has been moved to tears 
by the levity and " brutality ” of 
an unfeeling House of Commons, but 
the country displays no emotion, even 
when the militant leaders indulge in 
language almost biblical.

Still, though the situation cannot 
but make the cynic smile, it must also 
make the judicious grieve. There 
are no finer pages in the story of 
humanity than those that record 
the indomitable war waged by the 
spirit of man against degradation and 
tyranny. Think of England during 
the Civil War, of France before the 
Revolution, of Poland, of Italy, of 
Russia even in our own days, of the 

countless men and women who have 
laid down their lives for the right to 
live, the right to think, the power to 
protect those nearest and dearest to 
them from unspeakable outrages, and 
compare their efforts in the sacred 
name of liberty with the struggles of 
a few petulant women to shout down 
a Cabinet Minister. Think of the 
women in Russian prisons dying to 
save their honour, and then turn to 
Mrs. Pankhurst’s talk of “violated 
bodies,” because a few refractory 
prisoners, convicted of common 
assault, are not allowed to endanger 
their health by silly starvation. It is 
not the least of the crimes recorded 
against the Suffragettes that they 
have cheapened and vulgarised the 
very name of revolution. Their 
proper place is in Madame Tussaud’s, 
and they deserve to have their 
exploits chronicled only in the half
penny press.

Unfortunately, however, there re
mains the element of danger, in
separable from hysteria and love of 
notoriety. As soon as silly shouting 
and senseless starvation cease to 
attract any particular attention, there 
is the risk that some excited girl, or 
possibly some woman of the criminal 
type, may go to greater lengths than 
were reached at Birmingham. Even 
there the discovery of mops soaked in 
petroleum showed the gravity of the 
danger Which had been averted, and- 
rumour, more or less well substan
tiated, hints at other suggested acts 
of violence. If serious mischief 
should follow upon inflammatory 
speeches, the country will know 
whom to hold responsible, It is well



2 THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW.[OCTOBER, 1909: OCTOBER, 1909.] THE ANTI-SUFFRAGE REVIEW.

for the Suffragist leaders that they 
have spoken out betimes. It is not 
improbable that Miss Christabel 
Pankhurst may one day regret her 
open advocacy of violence, and may 
find that when she calls upon the 
world to witness that the responsi
bility for it rests upon the Govern
ment, the world is not at all disposed 
to take her view.

------- -**--------

NOTES AND NEWS.

In our last number we were compelled 
to refer to the gross personal attack to 
which the Prime Minister was sub
jected by some “ brazen ” women at 
his country house in Kent. So far 
from being ashamed of the disgrace
ful proceedings, the advanced Suffra
gist wing is inexpressibly tickled at the 
notion of Mr. Asquith and Mr. Glad
stone being compelled to play golf 
under police protection. To the 
ordinary unbiased mind, these physi
cal assaults on men by women are not 
only revolting in themselves, but 
cowardly to the last degree. A man 
cannot strike back, whether he be a 
Cabinet Minister or a mere policeman. 
The deliberate attempts, however, on 
the 17th of September, to inflict serious 
injury on the Premier, and on any Bir
mingham citizen who might get in the 
way of slates and “ metal missiles,” 
belong to a different category. They 
understand the art of organising and 
keeping order at political meetings in 
Birmingham better, perhaps, than any
where in England, and the attempts at 
disturbance ended in ignominious 
failure. But the deliberate policy 
which allows a woman to throw a 
dangerous missile at a railway carriage 
window, on the chance of the Prime 
Minister being inside, and to stone a 
motor car which may or may not con
tain him, introduces a danger into 
daily life which society cannot and will 
not tolerate. The suffrage fanatics are 
approximating day by day to the 
methods of continental anarchists, and 
we are threatened with developments of 
an even more sinister character. For
tunately for itself, Birmingham pos
sesses a stipendiary magistrate of 
firmness and wide experience in the 
practice and administration of the 
criminal law. There has been far too 

much deference paid to the feelings and 
motives of those who, after all, are only 
common rioters.

* * * 3
But the rising tide of hooliganism is 
producing the inevitable though long- 
delayed revolt. A day or two before 
Mr. Asquith’s Birmingham meeting, 
Mr. Forbes Robertson went down to 
Bristol to give an address to the mem
bers of the local Women’s Suffrage 
Society. The chair was to have been 
taken by Miss Marian Pease, but when 
the time came, one of the gentlemen 
present had to announce that Miss 
Pease regretted her inability to fulfil her 
engagement. Whether her letter was 
read to the gathering does not appear 
from the newspaper report, but it saw 
the light in the Bristol Times and 
Mirror the following day. .Since she 
had accepted the invitation, wrote Miss 
Pease, her attention had been called to 
a letter signed by Mr. Forbes Robert
son, amongst others, in defence of the 
actions of the imprisoned members of 
the Women’s Social and Political 
Union. “ Mr. Forbes Robertson and 
the other writers express views 
with which I entirely disagree, and 
condone actions which I believe it 
to be the duty of every sup
porter of the constitutional agitation 
for granting the vote to women 
to condemn. ’ ’ Holding such opinions, 
Miss Pease found it impossible to 
be present, still less to take the 
chair, and beneath her signature 
followed a letter from another Bristol 
lady. “ I withdrew my support from 
the suffrage meeting at which Mr. 
Forbes Robertson was good enough to 
speak because I found that he had, by 
speech elsewhere and public letter, ap
peared, as it seemed to me, to palliate 
the conduct of those who belong to 
what are called the militant societies.” 
We are not surprised to hear from a 
Bristol correspondent that two 
branches of the Suffrage Society out of 
three have had to be closed in that city.

* ** # **

The long-demanded repudiation of the 
anarchical tactics of the extreme suffra
gettes at the hands of their more sober 
sisters has at last made its appearance. 
In the Times of October 4th there is a 
letter bearing the joint signatures of 
Lady Frances Balfour and Mrs. Faw
cett. From this we learn that the 
Executive Committee of the National 
Union of Women’s Suffrage Societies 
had, a day or two earlier, unanimously 
approved a resolution ‘ ‘ which re
iterated our circular letter of Novem

ber last, and expressed once more our 
deep and abiding disapproval of the 
tactics of violence and petty annoy- 
ance."' There was no difference of 
opinion in the Committee as to the pro
priety of the resolution, but there was 
some discussion upon the point whether 
the Committee should publish their con
demnation of methods of violence im
mediately or wait until it could be sub
mitted to the council which was to meet 
in the course of a few days. “ The 
additional authority and publicity which 
our resolution would gain if endorsed 
by our entire body, consisting of about 
a hundred societies, carried the day, 
and the motion will be submitted to our 
council and, we hope, communicated to 
the Press in a few days.” By the time 
this number of the Review is in the 
hands of our readers, the full text of the 
resolution will probably have appeared. 
No one can accuse the National Union 
and their Committee of undue haste in 
this matter. The circular to which re
ference is made by. Lady Frances 
Balfour and Mrs. Fawcett was issued 
twelve months ago, at a time when the 
methods of violence were of compara
tively moderate dimensions, and it has 
needed a long series of disgraceful inci
dents, of which the Bingley Hall out
rages were the climax, to elicit their 
formal condemnation.

* # *
Comparison of dates makes it unfair to 
suggest that the hands of the Com
mittee of the National Union were 
forced by the very remarkable letter 
from Miss Ethel Arnold, which pro
voked the response quoted in the pre
ceding paragraph. Indeed, the Man
chester Guardian of September 30th 
contained a clear and strong protest 
from the North of England Suffrage 
Society against the militant Suffra
gettes, which had been drawn up some 
days before the appeal, in which Miss 
Arnold called upon the leaders of 
the constitutional movement “ to .put 
the crown upon their great service to a 
great cause by a definite pronounce
ment of their views at this time of 
grave and acute crisis.” Hitherto, she 
complained, they had all, without ex
ception, kept silence and allowed judg
ment to go by default. “We have 
come to the parting of the ways. It 
is no longer possible for myself and for 
those who think as I do to have part or 
lot in an agitation conducted on such 
lines as have led to the recent personal 
assaults upon Mr. Asquith and received 
the imprimatur of the Women’s Social 
and Political Union. , , , When the 

militant agitation began, though to 
many of us its methods and tactics 
were, both in theory and practice, dis
tasteful, we were perfectly ready to ad
mit that the movement needed an 
infusion of new life, and to give full 
credit and honour to those who had 
brought it out of the somewhat 
academic shades in which it had re
posed for nearly forty years into the 
light of a more strenuous daw and so 
no doubt Mrs. Fawcett felt and thought 
when she gave her partial endorsement 
to the militant party. But the per
formances of the last few months, be
ginning with the break up of the Albert 
Hall meeting in February last, have 
filled the majority of the suffrage party, 
both here and in America, with dismay 
—dismay which has deepened into dis- 
gust. . . . The devoted women who 
for the last forty years have borne the 
burden and heat of the day are forced 
sadly to look on and see the tide recede 
steadily before their eyes. . . . The 
Anti-Suffrage League flourishes, and 
will flourish, upon the mistakes of its 
opponents.” With the concluding 
paragraph of Miss Arnold’s letter we 
are, of course, in entire disagreement. 
The Suffrage is by no means ‘' bound 
to come.” We have probably seen 
the turn of the tide, at any rate for 
some years; and to talk of the vote 
as women’s only protection in the 
modern State, is simply to ignore the 
whole course of social history and 
Parliamentary legislation during the 
last half century.

* # **
The remonstrances of the saner 
suffrage societies have not as yet 
apparently had any effect in the 
quarters to which they were directed. 
The Pankhurst family declare war to 
the knife against the Ministry, and 
incidentally against society at large; 
the war-chest of the Women’s 
Social and Political Union is being 
amply replenished for the cam
paign, and the ingenuity of the 
conspirators is being strained to 
the utmost in devising fresh methods 
of attack. The “ moderates ” have 
at last delivered their consciences 
and may now even claim our sym- 
pathies, but they have lost whatever 
control of the movement they may have 
originally possessed. A leading article 
in the Daily News, published on the 
same day on which the letters of Lady 
Frances Balfour and Mrs. Fawcett 
appeared in the Times, complained 
bitterly of the difficulty of detaching 
the question of women’s suffrage from

the actions of a small body of ex
tremists. “ The issue is lost in a cloud 
of contending passions. It would be 
idle to deny that the effect upon the 
cause in Parliament has been dis
astrous.” Moderate opinion has been 
driven into a position of silence or hos
tility. “ The militant movement, it is 
true, has made many captures outside 
the House. It has charged its sup
porters with the passion of a crusade. 
They are no longer men and women. 
They are a whirlwind. They are bent 
not on persuading the country but on 
destroying government. This policy 
would be effective if the country were 
won. But . . . it takes a people to 
change a constitution by force, and the 
militants have forgotten the people. 
They have forgotten that the true 
strategy is to capture that large body 
of indifferent or open-minded opinion 
which is open to persuasion but is re
pulsed by a virulence it does not under
stand. It ceases to distinguish between 
the cause and the extravagances which 
are offensive to it, and in this frame of 
mind turns with weariness from the 
whole subject.”* * #4* ***

"THE Daily News, needless to say, is a 
staunch supporter of Female Suffrage 
in the abstract, and so is our contem
porary the Nation. But the latter has 
been goaded by the exploits of the 
women at Birmingham into something 
which, on the face of it, looks like de
sertion and despair. “ The suffra
gettes,” it is pointed out in a 
leading article of September 25th, 
" thought that women could use 
force effectively, when it was clear 
they could not so use it. And 
they hoped to frighten men when they 
have merely irritated them into a blank 
denial of women’s capacity to act with 
discretion in public life, or into a more 
rational refusal to concede a great 
change of political power in response to 
a calculated resort to violence. What 
are the evidences of a change of 
opinion on this subject, in a sense un
favourable to the women’s cause? We 
can only judge by the feeling in the 
House of Commons. The election of 
1906 yielded a majority of votes-—for 
the most part a careless and unthink
ing majority—for some kind of a 
Suffrage Bill on democratic lines. 
Where is that majority now? A 
shrewd Member of the House of Com
mons, personally favourable to the 
suffrage, assured the writer of this 
article that he did not know more than 

■ half a dozen of his colleagues who both 

believed in and would press a Suffrage 
Bill. The Tories have drawn back 
from their earlier coquetting with the 
movement. The Liberals have been 
scandalised and affronted by the perse
cution of their leader. The Labour 
men disagree as a body with the limited 
Bill, and for the most part dislike its 
propaganda. As practical politics the 
cause has gone back, and the mere 
willingness of enthusiastic young 
women to endure great physical priva
tions, in the hope that they may win 
converts to their cause, will not ad
vance that special phase of the women’s 
movement. It will cause the State 
some inconvenience, and it will give 
pain and regret to individuals. But it 
will not alter the fact that the question 
of the women’s vote is submitted to a 
jury of men, which has been so handled 
by the women’s counsel that small hope 
remains of a favourable verdict.”

******
No wonder that such plain speaking 
has called down a chorus of indignant 
expostulation. But of the truth of the 
article there can be no doubt on the 
part of those who are brought into 
touch with the actualities of daily life. 
The set-back of the Suffrage movement 
since its advocates took to assaulting 
Cabinet Ministers, to slapping police
men, and to indulging in the pastime 
of bottle hurling, is one of the 
most striking and most satisfactory 
features in modern politics. A remark- 
able illustration of the hardening of re
sponsible opinion against the fanatics 
and the cause behind them was supplied 
by a correspondent of the Times a day 
or two ago. In a certain Parliamentary 
constituency a meeting of a political 
council was being held, in order to in
terview a recommended candidate. It 
was known privately to a few persons 
beforehand that the candidate was 
opposed to the enfranchisement of 
women, and some anxiety was felt lest 
on this score his candidature should be 
prejudiced. In due course, at the meet
ing, the candidate was asked the ques
tion, “Are you in favour of votes for 
women? ” “ No, I am not,” was the 
reply. The reply was greeted with pro
longed and universal applause, and the 
candidate was unanimously adopted. 
Neither the name of the constituency 
nor the political complexion of the 
Committee are stated, but the anecdote 
tallies exactly with the information 
which reaches us from all quarters. 
The good-humoured tolerance which 
originally greeted the suffragettes in 
working-class constituencies is rapidly
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giving way to a feeling of passionate 
anger. The working man has the 
greatest detestation of “ nagging "; he 
sometimes knows what it is from ex
perience—possibly well deserved—at 
home; at any rate, the victims of it are 
always sure of sympathy and com
miseration at his hands. The peculiar 
form of “ nagging ” which the suffra
gettes have introduced into public life 
is little calculated to prepossess him, 
and the next young lady who tries to 
silence a Cabinet Minister with a hand- 
bell will have a rough time of it,

# * #
Indeed, it is impossible not to look for
ward to the General Election, which 
seems drawing nearer every day, with
out something like a shudder. The 
contest, when it comes, is likely to be 
one of extreme bitterness, in which 
party feeling on both sides will be 
exasperated to the highest pitch. Into 
this arena a body of young and middle- 
aged women are about to descend, not 
only, in the famous words of Lord 
Beaconsfield, ‘ ‘ intoxicated with the 
exuberance of their own verbosity,” 
but avowedly prepared to stick at no
thing in their determination to take 
vengeance on the Ministry who have 
refused to grant “votes for women.” 
Miss Pankhurst writes to the Times 
that stones are ‘1 time-honoured politi
cal weapons,” and declares that until 
‘ ‘ political liberty ’ ’ is accorded to her 
countrywomen, conscience will not 
allow her or her friends to give up the 
fight. The rule of “no physical vio
lence,” writes Mrs. Pethick Lawrence, 
is to be abandoned. And we are told 
that “ militant tactics ” are to be pur
sued, “ no matter though social 
order and harmony be for a time 
destroyed.” We are threatened with 
a sex war on a scale which has 
never yet been witnessed out of 
fiction, and in which the weakest 
must inevitably go to the wall. What 
that may mean is horrible to think of. 
English mobs at election time are not 
unchivalrous at heart, but they are a 
dangerous body to rouse. A heavy re
sponsibility will rest on those who urge 
women and girls into a fray where their 
own conduct has deprived them in ad
vance of their traditional claim to defer
ence and gentle treatment.

#* #* ##*
We have referred in another column to 
the repellent topic of the forcible 
feeding of suffragette prisoners in 
Winsor Green Prison, but we can
not refrain from quoting the essen

tially common-sense views expressed 
by a writer in the Law Journal 
of October and. “It is painful 
to have to use force to a woman to 
prevent her from committing suicide; 
and frenzied, hysterical resistance only 
makes the* task more painful. There 
may be a good deal to be said in favour 
of letting obstinate prisoners make an 
end of themselves in their own way, 
but as the law now stands with regard 
to suicide, we cannot see that the prison 
authorities have any option but to pre
vent self-starvation by the most effec
tual methods which medical science has 
discovered. The authorities deserve 
more sympathy from the dispassionate 
public than the persons who are loudly 
complaining of indignities which their 
misguided recalcitrance has brought on 
themselves. It is difficult for a biting 
and kicking termagant to wear the halo 
of political martyrdom with due im
pressiveness.” The Birmingham sti
pendiary has dismissed the summonses 
for assault which have been taken out 
against the prison authorities, and it is 
difficult to see by what process of logic 
the suffragette ladies can hope to set 
the law in operation against doctors 
and wardresses for keeping them alive. 
We can only dimly imagine the fury 
and indignation which would be ex
cited if the prisoners were allowed to 
carry their hunger strike to a fatal ter
mination. * * *
We have a letter from one of the 
blanch secretaries of the National 
Union of Women Workers of Great 
Britain and Ireland, which we com- 
trend to the notice of those of our 
readers who may be members of that 
body. At the meeting which is shortly 
to be held at Southsea a resolution is to 
be proposed to the following effect: 
“ Without the firm foundation of the 
Parliamentary Franchise for Women 
there is no permanance for any advance 
gained by them.” Our correspondent 
is strongly opposed to ‘ ‘ votes for 
women,” and she objects most de
cidedly to this attempt to “ capture the 
machine.” The National Union of 
Women Workers .is a practical, philan
thropic body, which embraces women 
who differ most profoundly’on the burn
ing question of the Suffrage, and the 
obligation of neutrality with regard 
thereto is essential to its practical use
fulness. There are only too many 
signs that a process of ‘ ‘ boycotting ’ ’ 
is in preparation, by which, if success
ful, women who are non-suffragists will 
be removed from all the movements on 
behalf of woman’s work. It is essen

tial that this tendency should be com
bated wherever it makes itself 
manifest. * * *

AN editorial note in the October num
ber of the Englishwoman suggests that 
because no mention was made in these 
columns of an article on the social evil 
which had appeared in the September 
number, we had not read it. The writer 
is mistaken : we did read it, and we re- 
frained from mentioning it because it 
appeared to us to be in no way rele
vant to the question of Female Suff
rage. The writer pointed out “ the 
need of greater protection for young 
girls under our law, a protection which 
is afforded by the statutes of those 
countries where women exercise the 
franchise, but which will never be ade
quate in a land where the framing and 
administration of the laws are in the 
hands of men alone.” This claim on 
behalf of “ the statutes of those 
countries where women exercise the 
franchise ‘ is wholly baseless, as a 
comparison of the four suffrage States 
in the American Union with the 
non-suffrage States would soon 
show. But if the writer really 
believes that men are indifferent 
to the most grave and painful 
question of the protection of young 
girls, she can have only the most 
imperfect acquaintance with modern 
legislation. Twenty-four years ago the 
passage of what is known as the 
Criminal Law Amendment Act of 1885 
brought about a series of most neces
sary and desirable amendments in the 
existing state of affairs : it was the 
work of a man’s Parliament, and it was 
carried with practical unanimity. It 
was generally recognised that it had 
gone as far as public opinion, the 
opinion of the class from which juries 
are drawn, would follow. If the law is 
to be strengthened, public opinion must 
first be converted, and the possession of 
the franchise by women is not likely to 
help in that direction. It is a gross 
libel on the male elector, to which all 
who have worked in this painful field 
will testify, to assert that he is in
different to the protection of young 
girls, but he knows that zeal is not 
always according to knowledge.

PLEASE NOTE.
The “Ideal Woman” Calendar, “A 
Calendar for all the Years," has been 
issued by the Women’s National Anti 
Suffrage League, and can be obtained 
direct from Caxton House for half a 
crown ; or by post 2s. 8d.

OUR BRANCH NEWS- 
LETTER.

THOUGH our winter campaign, which, by the 
way, is to be a very vigorous one, has not yet 
commenced in earnest, there has been all 
through September a healthy stir through- 
out all our branches. Many excellent meet
ings have been held, and some new branches 
formed, others being planned to come into 
being in the near future. The motor cam
paign of Mr. and Mrs. H. Norris and Mr. A. 
Maconachie throughout the North has been 
responsible for many of the September meet
ings. A special report of the campaign, how- 
ever, and all the meetings in connection 
with it, appears in other columns of the 
REVIEW, so it is unnecessary to give further 
details here. The recent amazing tactics of 
militant Suffragists have turned public atten
tion throughout the provinces towards the 
Anti-Suffrage League, and as a consequence 
our branch organisation is rapidly, in- 
creasing. There is a demand for a 
branch of our League anywhere the public 
have had the misfortune to experience 
militant suffragism and its attendant 
anarchy. It has also been very notice
able lately that " debates ” between our- 
selves and our opponents have been 
fruitful of victory for the Anti-Suffrage 
League. A particularly interesting recent 
debate was one which took place be- 
tween Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun and Miss 
Edith Palliser at Portsdown Road, Maida 
vale, at the residence of a sympathiser with 
the Suffrage movement, on September 30th. 
Mrs. Colquhoun’s arguments were trium- 
phantly victorious, and Miss Palliser's points 
were in nearly every case ruthlessly shorn of 
their effect by Mrs. Colquhoun’s merciless 
logic.

Many of our branches have sent in very 
favourable accounts of the work during Sep- 
tember. From Manchester we hear as 
follows:—“ We have been engaged during 
September (i) in working up the Nurses’ 
Committee, and (2) in the experiment of 
taking an empty shop, placarded with 
Anti-Suffragist bills, and giving opportunities 
for those passing to sign the petition. A 
petition for men, which will be sent to the 
local members of Parliament, lay on the table 
and was largely signed. The results of this 
experiment were, on the whole, very en- 
couraging. A great deal of interest was 
aroused, and very many satisfactory conver
sations were held, the demand for literature 
being considerable. The committee hope to 
take shops in other parts of Manchester from 
time to time. A meeting, attended by many 
of our members who are or have been profes
sional nurses, was held lately to consider the 
question of advancing the cause of the 
League among nurses. It was decided as a 
beginning to call on the matrons of all the 
hospitals in Manchester and ask them to 
allow the petition to remain in the 
hospital for a short period, in order to give 
their staffs an opporunity to sign it. The 
result has been most encouraging, several 
fully filled up petition lists having been re
ceived already. The number of nurses who 
have signed it is no, and the lists are not 
yet all in. During September 2,500 letters, 
signed by our President, Lady Sheffield, have 
been sent to leading citizens of Manchester, 
and new members have been obtained in this 
manner."

The Hon. Nina Kay-Shuttleworth, presid-

ing at a Penrith meeting on September 14th 
(in connection with the motor tour) made such 
an adroit speech that we reproduce some of it 
here. She said she thought it was coming 
home to Englishwomen that if they did not 
want to have the burden of the suffrage thrust 
upon them they must do something to make 
their voices heard in the country. The 
moment when that protest would be most 
needed was fast approaching. Any day Sow 
a General Election might occur, and then all 
the powers of their organisation would be 
required to assure candidates that the large 
majority of Englishwomen were averse from 
the extension of the Parliamentary franchise 
to their sex. If the mere vote were all that 
the franchise meant—the marking of the 
ballot-paper once in every five or six years—■ 
the granting of the franchise to the sex 
would not be a very serious matter; but that 
was not the case. The granting of the fran
chise meant far more. The mania for de- 
monstrating was becoming a great feature of 
political life, and the women who had the 
vote would feel that it was their duty to 
share in that additional burden. For they 
might be sure that the more extreme-minded 
of their sex, who were now engaged in 
making the life of the Prime Minister a 
burden to him, would continue to agitate for 
the immediate adoption of their pet measures 
or candidates.

The Sheffield and District Branch had a 
very successful meeting at the Cutler’s Hall 
on September 7th to report the work they had 
done since the branch was established six 
months ago. Mr. Arthur Balfour presided. 
The half-year’s work has been very satisfac
tory and encouraging, and it received a warm 
tribute of appreciation from the chairman, 
who made a capital speech. Miss Alice 
Watson moved the adoption of the report, 
which was seconded by Mrs. C. H. Bingham, 
and carried with acclamation.

There was an influential attendance at an 
“ At Home ” given by Mrs. Stirling at Rock- 
beare Grange, near Exeter, on September 
I 6th, when an excellent address was given by 
Miss Lindsay. Colonel Stirling presided, 
and said Lady Acland, of Killerton, had 
written: " I am sure if women will only 
study the whole question of the franchise they 
will come to the opinion that it is not expe
dient at the present time for the Parlia
mentary vote to be granted to women, 
and that the means that some of 
the Suffragists employ are a disgrace to 
their sex. Even if they consider and believe 
that they are working for heaven’s ends, 
they surely should not break heaven’s laws."

Sir Ernest Satow wrote that he hoped that 
there would be a large gathering, and that 
another nail would be driven in the coffin of 
the suffrage movement. Sir Charles Follett 
wrote: "Though Tariff Reform and the 
Budget protest are my special subjects, I 
have very strong views against women’s suf- 
frage. I am confident that in claiming to go 
with men into the rough and tumble of public 
life the women will lose infinitely more than 
they could gain; they will lose the sacred 
honour and respect of men, which is their 
greatest asset and their supreme power.”

Mrs. T. L. Derry, of Exeter, emphasised 
the belief that any limited vote must even- 
tually lead to the larger one. Some Suf- 
fragist questions were cleverly answered and 
their arguments successfully silenced.

. A branch of the League has been estab
lished at Reading, under the presidency of 
Mrs. G. W- Palmer. A strong committee has 

been formed representing all shades of poli- 
tical opinion, and there is every prospect of 
great success for our propaganda in Reading 
and district.

A very interesting drawing-room meeting 
was held at Fairhill, Exeter, the residence of 
Mr. and Mrs. C. T. K. Roberts, on Septem
ber IIth. Mr. Roberts presided. Miss Lind- 
say spoke well and forcibly, and Mr. F. T 
Newman, of the Men’s Anti-Suffrage League, 
said the Suffragists claimed that they repre- 
seated the great mass of women, yet, during 
the last year, in seventeen petitions presented, 
last year, in seventeen petitions presented, 
through the Suffragists, to Parliament, there 
were 17,000 signatures, whereas in the one Anti-Suffragist petition there were no less 
than 264,000. The contention that women 
were subject to outlawry was a deliberate, 
falsehood, for the law was more anxious to 
protect women from insult than men. Deal
ing with the argument of taxation without 
representation, Mr. Newman asked them to 
consider the great mass of men who paid 
taxes, but who had no vote whatsoever, and 
who had to pay, in addition, taxes on nearly 
all their pleasures. The taxes women paid 
were wages for the protection which they en
joyed under the law. There was no country in 
which the laws were so favourable to women 
as in England. The old chivalry was already 
losing a little of its force. Women could not 
have such privileges and possess at the same 
time the same voting power as men. They 
could not eat the cake and have it. The very 
leaders of the Suffragists were incapable of 
controlling themselves. Suffragists were 
clever, but it was the cleverness of the adver- 
tiser and boomster.

Arrangements are being made to form a 
branch Liverpool, and a public meeting 
will shortly be held i.n the town to inaugu
rate what it is hoped will be a very strong 
organisation Anyone wishing to help in the 
forming of this branch is invited to write to 
Mrs. Currie, Coniston, Seabank Road 
Liscard. ’

The Cheltenham Branch had a bright and 
successful little drawing-room meeting on 
October 7th at the residence of Mrs. Hard, 
president. After tea Mrs. Hardy introduced Mrs. Clement Webb, who had come from 
oxford to speak informally, and Mrs. Webb 
in an able little speech, dissected the argu' 
ments, of the Suffragists, and explained the Antl-uftrage. beliefs very clearly to her 
audience. Miss Geddes, hon. sec. of Chel
tenham Branch, made an appeal to the mem
bers to help in the League’s work at Chelten- 
ham, and enumerated many ways in which 
they might do so.

OUR MOTOR-CAR TOUR IN THE 
NORTH.

It lasted just a fortnight, from September 
and to September 15th, and exactly a 
dozen meetings—seven indoor and five 
open-air—were held. They began at 
Northallerton, and ended at Leeds, the 
places visited in the interval being Scar- 
borough Whitby, Castleton, Barnard 
Castle, Durham, Newcastle, Lockerbie 
and Penrith. Thus, four English counties 
(Yorkshire, Durham, Northumberland, 
and Cumberland), and one Scottish county 
(Dumfriesshire) were “ sampled ” as to 
their views on Woman Suffrage.

It was Mr. Harold Norris who conceived
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the idea of the " new departure.” Be
lieving that the time had come for the 
Anti-Suffrage party to make a forward 
movement, he asked his wife to agree 
to sacrificing a fortnight of their summer 
holiday to this missionary project, and 
invited Mr. Maconachie to join them 
in the voluntary gift of time and ser
vice to the cause. The Executive Com- 
mittee of our League promptly closed with 
the suggestion, and gladly gave the ex
pedition the benefit of its " imprimatur ” 
and its auspices.

Mr. and Mrs. Norris and Mr. Macon- 
achie have presented a report of their ex- 
periences to the League, and we subjoin 
certain passages which will be, we believe, 
of much interest to our readers : —

Classes of Audience.
One of the most interesting as well as 

most useful features of the campaign was 
the great variety in the class of audience 
we met. In some meetings of 300 or 
more there were scarcely a dozen men— 
these were always indoor meetings, 
advertised and arranged in the conven
tional way beforehand. In others, of 300 
to 500, scarcely a dozen women. These 
were in the open air, not pre-arranged at 
all, but the spontaneous response of the 
“ man, in the street,” when we paid him 
a surprise visit in some busy centre,. and 
consisted chiefly of working and business 
men. Other audiences were almost wholly 
middle-class—you saw it at once by their 
hats and bonnets—while one comprised 
few who did not represent some county 
family.

A Common Characteristic.
But, rich or poor, male or female, all 

had one common characteristic, an intense 
interest in the question, an open-minded 
eagerness to hear what we had to say; 
and, with one exception, all evinced yet 
another characteristic which, to us, was 
the most pleasing of all, viz., that they 
passed a vote against Woman Suffrage by 
very large arid, in most cases, by abso
lutely overwhelming majorities.

Getting up Meetings.
It may be difficult to organise meetings 

on some subjects. There is no difficulty 
about this one. All you have to do is to 
send the local town-crier round a couple 
of hours before; perambulate the town in 
your motor, which you have previously- 
decked with the colours of the League, 
bearing placards announcing the time and 
place of meeting, and, given respectable 
weather, you will any evening, and in 
any town, soon have an audience which a 
Cabinet minister might be proud of at 
a by-election. Northallerton, Barnard 
Castle, Durham, and our second meeting 
at Newcastle are conspicuous illustrations 
of large and intelligent audiences to be 
thus got for the asking.

Relative VALUE OF Indoor and 
OPEN Air.

Between these kinds of meetings there 
is no comparison ; our open-air meetings 
were, without exception, far and away the 
most easily organised, the best attended,

was scowls and " bops ” and shouts of 
“Mrs. Pankhurst! ” at the devoted head 
of Mrs. Norris. It was quite remarkable 
to see the change of demeanour, generally 
ending in welcoming smiles, when it was 
explained that we were working against 
the Suffragettes.

Heckling.
At every meeting we made it a point to 

encourage heckling from all and sundry; 
and so useful did we find the hecklers for 
our own purposes that after the first few 
meetings we made a practice of curtailing 
our speeches in order to provide more time 
for the elucidation and enforcement of our 
case through answers to the often clumsily- 
framed questions of our opponents. When 
you have a good ease, nothing pays you 
with an audience like plenty of heckling 
from the other side. “ Truth, like a 
torch, the more it’s shook, it shines.”

Results and Impressions.
To sum up our experiences, we have 

arrived at certain very clear and definite 
conclusions:—

1. No one, in or out of Parliament, need 
be afraid to oppose Woman Suffrage. The 
British public, so far as we were able to 
sample it (and we speak now from first- 
hand knowledge) is by a huge preponder
ance, whether you take men or women, 
dead against the whole thing. A referen
dum would kill the proposal for at least 
a generation out of hand. Any political 
party which has the pluck to declare 
against the suffrage, root and branch, 
would sweep the country on that issue.

2. But the hostility to the suffrage has 
not yet found adequate expression, At 
every meeting we found many who had 
never seriously considered the question at 
all, but who, though in many cases some- 
what predisposed amiably to grant the 
vote because some women wanted it, on 
hearing the ease against the vote, 
promptly realised the objections to it, and 
declared against it. There is a rich harvest 
to be had for the trouble of gathering it.

3. Resentment at the antics of the Suf- 
fragettes—antics which have become 
anarchy—is intense to a degree which sur
prised even us, Who rejoiced to see it, and 
is practically ubiquitous. Women, espe
cially, are burning with a deep, latent 
shame at the behaviour of the unwomanly 
women who disgrace the sex while pur
porting to “ emancipate ” it. Emancipa- 
tion from the Suffragettes, not by them, is 
felt to be the need of the present.

4. Above all, our local Branches should 
take heart of grace. Now is the time to 
strike, and to strike home. The Suffra
gettes have placed victory in our grasp. 
All we have to do is to focus and 
materialise it, so that it may be seen and 
known of all men. The militants have 
succeeded, indeed, in making the public 
think and talk about the question, but that 
success has been their undoing.

In conclusion, we desire to express our 
most cordial thanks for great kindness and 
hospitality received at the hands of friends 
of the cause in many of the towns we 
visited.

the most interesting, and the most success
ful. At every one of them at least nine- 
tenths of the people were men (and men 
have to settle this question), and the vote 
in our favour was crushing to the other 
side. Newcastle was a highly significant 
illustration of this. On Thursday, Sep
tember 9th, at an indoor “ ticket ” meet- 
ing, attended chiefly by women, the local 
suffragettes were in strong force, and by 
wearying the audience with their much, 
though largely foolish, heckling, half- 
emptied the hall before the vote was taken, 
and then outnumbered us.' This was the 
one and only occasion in our tour on which 
we failed to carry the vote, and the failure 
was, for the reason just mentioned, wholly 
artificial and accidental. Still, explicable 
though it was, we did not like to leave so 
important a centre as Newcastle with just 
that taste in the mouth, and, impressed 
by our previous experiences of open-air 
gatherings, we determined to cut Carlisle 
from our programme, in order to make 
room for an appeal next day to the New- 
castle “ man in- the street.". The result 
was an improvised meeting in the Bigg 
Market (the recognised place for public 
Open-air meetings in the busiest quarter of 
the town) of many hundreds of men, and 
a majority in our favour in the proportion 
of about twenty to one. We attach the 
greatest importance to the significance of 
this experience.

PICTURESQUE Incidents.
In a tour like this ft was inevitable that 

there should be not a few incidents of a 
picturesque kind. They are quite. too 
numerous to mention, but, as illustrations, 
we may say that we shall not readily for
get scenes like those at Barnard Castle, 
where, at the close of our open-air meet
ing, under the flickering gaslights of the 
quaint old town, young working girls with 
shawls round their beads, and elderly 
dames, vied with each other in their eager- 
ness to sign the women's petition, one of 
the latter borrowing glasses from her 
neighbour to see to write, and another 
apologising for the frail caligraphy of her 
aged fingers. They were all so anxious 
to dissociate themselves from the Suf
fragettes ! At Durham, a lady from Aus
tralia, whom we met casually at lunch, 
begged leave to sign the Women’s Peti- 
tion. " A very bad thing for Australia,” 
she explained, “ if England were ever 
ruled by a majority of women." “ It has 
done little good in the Colony,” added her 
husband; “ its chief result has been to add 
enormously to the power of the Labour 
Party. ” Which things are a parable, and 
may shed a useful sidelight on the reasons 
for the unanimous support given to 
Woman Suffrage by the Labour Party in 
England.

Mistaken for Suffragists.
It frequently happened in driving 

through villages (where we distributed 
thousands of leaflets) that the. natives, 
especially the children, not being very 
familiar with such “ classical ” English 
as the word “ Anti,” at first blush took 
us for Suffragists. The usual consequence 1

tittisitisenieeieegi.

BRANCHES.
WILL the following subscribing members of 
Council kindly forward their address to the 
League’s head offices, Caxton House, West- 
minster: Mrs. M. Hepham, Miss M. F. More- 
ton Mrs. Ross, Mrs. Charles Smith, Miss 
Wilkin, Miss Minet, Mrs. (Ida M.) Roger. Also 
the following members of League: F. B. J. 
Barnett, Esq.., — Hardcastle, Esq., Andrew 
Smith, Esq., J. W. Bream, Esq., Mrs. Alston, 
Mrs. Henley, Mrs. (Charlotte M.) Hillard, Mrs. 
Hussey, Mrs. Harold Johnson, Nurse Kemp- 
ster Mrs. (?) Emily R. C. Malcolm, Miss 
Amelia Matthews, Mrs. Franklin Richards, 
Miss F. A. Samen, Mrs. H. Sullivan, Mrs. 
Sutton, Miss M. E. Waterham, Mrs. F. Wat- 
kins, Mrs. Winter. Also the following Asso- 
ciates : Mrs. M. Grey, Miss Griffiths, ‘ Mrs. 
Harnett, Mrs. Harris, Mrs. Hoyle, Miss Lan- 
dur, Miss Leckie, Mrs. G. L. Porter, Mrs. 
S. Radclyffe, Mrs. Seddon, Miss Talon, Miss 
Adelaide Tarver (late of 7, Alexandra Road, 
Croydon).
ASHBOURNE AND DISTRICT—President: The 

Lady Florence Duncombe. Chairman: Mrs. 
R. H. Jelf. Vice-Chairman: Mrs. Sadler. Hon. 
Treasurer: Mrs. Parkin. Hon. Secretary: Miss 
M. L. Bond, Alrewas House, Ashbourne.

BASINGSTOKE AND DISTRICT—President: The 
Lady Calthorpe.

Basingstoke Town—Chairman: Mrs. 
Stokes. Hon. Sec.: Mrs. Allnutt, Hazelhurst, 
Chequers Road, Basingstoke.

Farnborough (Sub-Branch)—Chairman : 
Mrs. Grierson, Knellwood, Farnborough.

Hartley Wintloy (Sub-Branch)—Chair- 
man : Mrs. Cope, Anderobe, Winchfield.

Minley, Yateley, and Hawley (Sub
Branch) (Three Villages grouped together) 
—Chairman : Mrs. Laurence Currie, Minley 
Manor, with three Co-Secretaries.

Fleet (Sub-Branch) — President: Lady 
Cust. Hon. Sec.: Mrs. Berkeley.

BECKENHAM—Provisional Hon. Secretary: Miss 
E. Blake, Kingswood, The Avenue, Beckenham, 
Kent.

BERKS (NORTH)—President: The Lady Wantage. 
Hon. Secretary: Miss Gladys Pott, The Red 
House, Streatley-on-Thames; and 7, Queens- 
borough Terrace, Hyde Park, W.

BERKS (SOUTH)—President: Mrs. Benyon. Hon. 
Secretary: Mrs. Dickinson, Eastfield, Whit- 
church, Reading.

BERKS (EAST)—President: Lady Haversham. 
Hon. Treasurer: Lady Ryan. Hon. Secretary: 
Mrs. Montague Broun. Secretary: Mr. Hay, 
South Hill Park, Bracknell, Berks.

BERWICKSHIRE—President: The Hon. Mrs. 
Baillie Hamilton. Vice-President: Mrs. Baxen- 
dale. Hon. Secretary: Miss M. W. M. Falconer, 
LL.A., Elder Bank, Duns, Berwickshire.

BIRMINGHAM—President: The Lady Algernon 
Percy. Vice-Presidents: The Lady Calthorpe; 
Mrs. E. M. Simon; Miss Beatrice Chamberlain. 
Hon. Treasurer: Murray N. Phelps, Esq., LL.B. 
Hon. Secretaries.: Mrs. Saundby; Mrs. E. Lakin- 
Smith ; Miss Baker. Secretary: Miss Gertrude 
Allarton, 19, New Street, Birmingham.

BOURNEMOUTH—President: The Lady Abinger. 
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Drury Lowe. Hon. Secre- 
tary: Miss Clara Sivewright, Brinklea, Bourne- 
mouth. Assistant Hon. Secretary: Miss Frost, 
Clovelly, Bournemouth.

All communications to be addressed to Miss 
Frost for the present.

BRIDGWATER—President: Miss Marshall. Hon. 
Treasurer and Secretary (pro tem.): Thomas 
Perren, Esq., Park Road, Bridgwater.

BRIDLINGTON—No branch committee has been 
formed; but Mrs. Bosville, Thorpe Hall, Brid- 
lington, is willing to receive subscriptions and 
give information.

BRIGHTON AND HOVE—Hon. Secretary and 
Treasurer: Mrs. Fanshawe, 34, Vernon Terrace, 
Brighton.

BRISTOL—Chairman: Lady Fry. Hon. Treasurer: 
Mrs. A. R. Robinson. Hon. Secretaries: Miss 
Long Fox, 15. Royal York Crescent, Bristol; 
Miss Lillingston, 91, Pembroke Road, Bristol.

CAMBRIDGE—President: Mrs. Austen Leigh. 
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Seeley. Hon. Secretary: 
Mrs. Wardale, Orcheston, Madingley Road, 
Cambridge.

CAMBRIDGE (Girton College)—President: 
Miss E. Seaton. Hon. Treasurer: Miss I. 
Wilkinson. Hon. Secretary : Miss D. V. Burch.

CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY—President: C. C. 
Perry, Esq., M.A. Hon. Secretary: Herbert 
Loewe, Esq., M.A., 6, Park Street, Jesus Lane, 
Cambridge.

CHELSEA—President: Lady Hester Carew. Hon. 
Treasurer: Admiral the Hon. Sir Edmund Fre- 
mantle, G.C.B. Hon. Secretaries : Mrs. Myles, 16, 
St. Loo Mansions, Cheyne Gardens, S.W.; Miss 
S. Woodgate, 68, South Eaton Place, S.W.

CHELTENHAM—President: Mrs. Hardy. Hon. 
Treasurer: Miss Plumer. Hon. Secretary: Miss 
Geddes, 4, Suffolk Square, Cheltenham.

CRANBROOK—President: Miss Neve, Osborne 
Lodge. Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Mordaunt, God
dard’s Green, Cranbrook.

CROYDON—Provisional Hon. Secretary: Mrs. 
Corry, Rosenheim, Park Hill Road, Croydon. 
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Miss Jefferis, Park 
Hill Road, Croydon.

CUMBERLAND AND WESTMORLAND—Chair
man: Hon. Nina Kay Shuttleworth. Hon. 
Treasurer: Miss Cropper. Joint Hon. Secre- 
taries: Miss Howard, Greystoke Castle, Pen- 
rith ; Miss Thomson, Ashbank, Penrith.

DUBLIN—President: The Duchess of Abercorn. 
Chairman: Mrs. Bernard. Hon. Treasurer: Miss 
Orpin. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Albert E. Murray, 
2, Clyde Road, Dublin. Assistant Hon. Secre- 
taries: Miss Bernard and Miss Dickson.

DULWICH—President: Mrs. Parish. Hon. Secre- 
tary: Mrs. Hyde, King's Mead, College Road, 
S.E.

EALING—President: Mrs. Forbes. Hon. Treasurer: 
L. Prendergast Walsh, Esq. Hon. Secretary: 
Miss McClellan, 35, Hamilton Road, Ealing.

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

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

Forbes for the present.
EALINQ (Sub-Division), CHISWICK AND 

BEDFORD PARK—Chairman, tr0’ tem.: Mrs. 
Norris. Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Glenside Hewett. 
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Neal, Fairlawn Grove, 
Bedford Park.

ACTON—Branch in formation.
EASTBOURNE—Hon. Treasurer: W. F. Wells, Esq.
EAST GRINSTEAD—President: Lady Musgrave.
EDINBURGH—President: The Marchioness of 

Tweeddale. Vice-President: The Countess of 
Dalkeith. Chairman: Mrs. Stirling Boyd. Hon. 
Treasurer: Mrs. Paterson. Joint Hon. Secre- 
taries: Mrs. Johnson, 19, Walker Street; Miss 
Kemp, 6, Western Terrace, Murrayfeld, Edin- 
burgh. Joint Hon. Secretaries for the Petition: 
Miss Dick Peddie, Miss Mackenzie, M.A., and 
Miss Home.

EPSOM—President: The Dowager Countess . of 
Ellesmere. Hon. Treasurer: R. T. Monier- 
Williams, Esq. Joint Hon. Secretaries: Miss 
Norah Peachey, Esher; Mrs. D. R. Cameron, 
Chess ingt on Lodge, Chessington, Surrey.

EXETER—President: Lady Acland. Hon. Trea
surer: Miss Sanders. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. 
Lessey Derry, 4, The Crescent, Mount Radford, 
Exeter.

GLASGOW—President: The Duchess of Hamilton. 
Chairman of Committee: Mrs. John M. Macleod. 
Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Miss Bicknell, 
Armstrong’s Hotel, 244, Buchanan Street, 
Glasgow.

GLOUCESTER—Hon. Treasurer: W. E. Cullis, 
Esq. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Naylor, Belmont, 
Brunswick Road, Gloucester.

GOUDHURST—Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Fitzhugh, 
Grove Place, Goudhurst.

HAMPSTEAD—President: Mrs. Metzler. Hon. 
Treasurer: Miss Squire. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. 
W. E. Gladstone Solomon, 98, Sumatra Road, 
Hampstead.

HAMPTON AND DISTRICT—Hon. Treasurer: H. 
Mills, Esq. Joint Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Ellis 
Hicks Beach, Cranham House, Hampton-on- 
Thames; Miss E. J. Mather, Sheen Cottage, 
Nightingale Road, Hampton.

All communications to be addressed to Miss 
Mather until the end of October.

HAWKHURST—President and Hon. Secretary: 
Mrs. Frederic Harrison, Elm Hill, Hawkhurst. 
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Beauchamp Tower.

HEREFORD AND DISTRICT—Hon. Treasurer: 
Miss M. C. King King. Joint Hon. Secretaries: 
Miss Armitage, The Bartons, Hereford; Miss 
M. Capel, 22, King Street, Hereford. District 
represented on Committee by Mrs. Edward 
Heygate. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Sale, The For- 
bury, Leominster.

HERTS (WEST)—Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Lucas. 
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Mitchell-Innes, Churchill, 
Hemel Hempsted. Co. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. 
Stafford, The Warren, Potten End, Berkhamsted.

HULL—Hon. Treasurer: Henry Buckton, Esq. Hon. 
Secretary: Mrs. Walker, 18, Belvoir Street, Hull.

INVERNESS AND NAIRN—President: Lady 
Lovat. Hon Treasurers and Hon. Secretaries: 
Inverness—Miss Mercer, Woodfield, Inverness; 
Nairn—Miss B. Robertson, Constabulary Gardens, 
Nairn.

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

ISLE OF WIGHT—President: Mrs. Oglander. Hon. 
Treasurer: Miss Lowther Crofton. Provisional 
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Perrott, Clantagh, near 
Ryde, Isle of Wight. 

KENNINGTON—President: Mrs. Darlington. 
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Millington.

KENSINGTON (NORTH)—Hon. Treasurer: Lady 
Webb.. Hon. Secretary: Miss A. Houghton Gray, 
The Limes. Linden Gardens. W.

KENSINGTON (SOUTH)—President: Mary 
Countess of Ilchester. Hon. Treasurer: Miss 
Jeanie. Ross. Hon. Secretary of Petition Sub- 
Committee: Miss Manisty, 33, Hornton Street. 
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Archibald Colquhoun; 
Secretary: Miss M. Parker, 14, Church Street, 
Kensington. (Office hours: 10.30 to 1.)

KESWICK—President: Mrs. R. D. Marshall. Hon. 
Treasurer: F. P. Heath, Esq. Hon. Secretary; 
Mrs. J. Hall, Greta Grove, Keswick.

KEW—Hon. Secretary: Miss Stevenson, 10, Cumber
land Road, Kew.

LEEDS—President: The Countess of Harewood. 
Chairman: Mrs. Frank Gott. Hon. Secretary: 
Miss Gabrielle Butler, St. Ann’s, Burley, Leeds.

LEICESTER—President: Lady Hazelrigg. Hon. 
Treasurer: Mrs. Butler. Hon. Secretary: Miss 
Valeria D. Ellis, 120, Regent Road, Leicester.

LYMINGTON—President: Mrs. Edward Morant. 
Chairman: E. H. Pember, Esq., K.C. Hon. 
Treasurer: Mr. Taylor. Joint Hon. Secretaries: 
Mrs. Armitage, Farnley, Lymington; Miss Bed- 
ford, Moor Cottage, Setley, Brockenhurst.

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

MANCHESTER—President: Lady Sheffield of 
Alderley. Hon. Treasurers: Mrs. Arthur Her- 
bert; Percy Marriott, Esq. Provisional Hon. 
Secretary : Mrs. Maurice Bear, 1, Princess Street, 
Manchester.

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

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

MARYLEBONE (EAST)—President: Lady Cromer. 
Vice-President: Mrs. Baynton. Chairman of 
Committee: Mrs. Moberly Bell. Hon. Treasurer : 
Mrs. Carson Roberts. Hon. Secretary: Miss 
Penelope Baynton, 27, North Gate, Regent’s 
Park.

MARYLEBONE (WEST)—President: Lady George 
Hamilton, Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Alexander 
Scott. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Jeyes, II, Grove 
End Road, St. John’s Wood.

MIDDLESBROUGH—President: Mrs. Hedley. 
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Gjers, Busby Hall, 
Carlton-in-Cleveland, Northallerton.

NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE—Hon. Secretary: Miss 
Noble, Jesmond Dene House, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

NEWPORT (MONMOUTHSHIRE)—President: 
Lady Llangattock. Hon. Secretary: Miss 
Prothero, Malpas Court, Newport.

NORTH HANTS AND NEWBURY DISTRICT— 
President: Mrs. Gadesden. Vice-President: 
Lady Arbuthnot. Hon. Treasurer: Paul Forster, 
Esq. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Stedman, The 
Grange, Woolton Hill, Newbury.

NORTH WALES (No. 1)—President: Mrs. Corn- 
wallis West. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Arthur 
Richardson, Hafod, Trefnant, North Wales.

NOTTINGHAM—Apply to Miss A. J. Lindsay, 54, 
Parliament Street, London, S.W., for informa- 
tion.

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.
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PADDINGTON—President of Executive: Lady 
Dimsdale. Deputy President: Mrs. Clarendon 
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.

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

PORTSMOUTH AND DISTRICT—Acting Hon. 
Secretary and Treasurer pro tem.: Miss A. J. 
Lindsay, 54, Parliament Street, London, S.W.

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

RICHMOND—Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Marryat, ao, 
Queen’s Road, Richmond. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. 
Willoughby Dumergne, 5, Mount Ararat Road, 
Richmond.

ROCHESTER—Hon. Secretary: Miss Pollock, The 
Precincts, Rochester.

ST. ANDREWS—President: The Lady Griselda 
Cheape. Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Burnet. Joint 
Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Curran, 9, Abbotsfort 
Crescent; and Mrs. Rodger, St. Mary’s Place, 
St. Andrews.

SALISBURY—President: Lady Tennant. Hon. 
Secretary : Miss Malden, The Close, Salisbury.

SCARBOROUGH—Chairman: Mrs. Daniel. Hon. 
Treasurer: James Bayley, Esq. Hon. Secre
taries: Clerical, Miss Mackarness, 19, Princess 
Royal Terrace ; General, Miss Kendall, Oriel 
Lodge, Scarborough.

SEVENOAKS—President: Edith, Lady Auckland. 
Deputy President: Mrs. Ryecroft. Hon. Trea
surer : Mrs. Herbert Knocker. Hon. Secretary: 
Miss Tabrum, 2, Hillside, Eardley Road, 
Seven-oaks.

SHEFFIELD—Vice-Presidents: The Lady Edmund 
Talbot, Lady Bingham, Miss Alice Watson. 
Hon. Treasurer:-Mrs. Biggin. Hon. Secretaries: 
Mrs. Arthur Balfour, " Arcadia," Endcliffe, Shef- 
field: Mrs. Munns, Mayville, Ranmoor Park 
Road, Sheffield.

SHOTTERM ILL—Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. R. S. 
Whiteway. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. H. Beveridge, 
Pitfold, Shottermill, Haslemere.

SIDMOUTH—Chairman: Miss Chalmers. Hon. 
Secretary: Miss Browning, Sidmouth. 

SOUTHAMPTON—Provisional Hon. Secretary: 
Mrs. Arthur Day, Northlands House, Southamp
ton.

SOUTH STAFFORD—Provisional Hon. Secretary: 
Mrs. Clarendon Hyde, Lyndhurst, Wednesbury.

SOUTHWOLD—Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Adams, 
Bank House, Southwold, Suffolk.

SPILSBY—No branch yet formed. Mrs. Richard
son, Halton House, Spilsby, acting as •Pro
visional Hon. Secretary.

STREATHAM AND BRIXTON DISTRICT—Pro
visional Hon. Secretary and Treasurer: Mrs. 
Jenner, 26, Keymer Road, Amesbury Avenue, 
S.W.

SURREY (EAST)—Hon. Treasurer: Alfred F. Mott, 
Esq. Hon. Secretaries: Reigate—Mrs. Rundall, 
West View, Reigate; Redhill—Mrs. Frank E. 
Lemon, Hillcrest, Redhill.

SUSSEX (WEST)—President: The Lady Edmund 
Talbot. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Travers, Torting- 
ton House, Arundel, Sussex. Assistant Hon. 
Secretary: Miss Rhoda Butt, Wilbury, Little- 
hampton.

TAUNTON—President: The Hon. Mrs. Portman. 
Vice-President: Mrs. Lance. Hon. Treasurer: 
Mrs. Sommerville. Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Birk- 
beck, Church Square, Taunton.

THREE TOWNS AND DISTRICT (PLYMOUTH) 
— President: Mrs. Spender. Hon. Secretary and 
Treasurer: Mrs. Reginald Yonge, Fursdown, 
Plympton.

TORQUAY—President: Hon. Mrs. Bridgeman. 
Hon. Treasurer: The Hon. Helen Trefusis. 
Hon. Secretary: Miss M. C. Phillpotts, Kil- 
corran, Torquay.

TUNBRIDGE WELLS—President: The Hon. Mrs. 
Amherst. Hon. Treas. : E. Weldon, Esq. Hon. 
Sec.: Miss M. B. Backhouse, 48, St. James’ 
Road, Tunbridge Wells.

UPPER NORWOOD AND ANERLEY—President: 
Lady Montgomery Moore. Hon. Treasurer: J. 
E. O’Conor, Esq. Provisional Hon. Secretary: 
Mrs. Austin, Sunnyside, Crescent Road, South 
Norwood.

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

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

WESTMINSTER—President: The Lady Biddulph 
of Ledbury. Hon. Treasurer and Secretary: 
Miss Stephenson, 46, Ennismore Gardens, S.W.

WESTON-SUPER-MARE—President: Lady Mary 
de Salis. Hon. Treasurer: Miss W. Evans. 
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. E. M. S. Parker, Welford 
House, Weston-super-Mare.

WHITBY—Hon. Treasurer and Secretary: Miss 
Priestley, The Mount, Whitby.

WIMBLEDON—President: Lady Elliott. Hon. 
Treasurer: Mrs. T. H. Lloyd. Hon. Secretary: 
Mrs. Morgan Veitch, 2, The Sycamores, 
Wimbledon.

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

WOODBRIDGE—Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Alfred Capel 
Cure, Overdeben, Woodbridge, Suffolk. 

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

YORK—President: Lady Julia Wombwell. Hon. 
Treasurer: Hon. Mrs. Stanley Jackson. Hon. 
Secretary: Miss Jenyns, The Beeches, Dring- 
houses, York.

BARCELONA AND VOTES FOR 
WOMEN.

In the Sphere of August 14 there were 
pictures (from photographs) of the 
terrible destruction caused by the rioters 
at Barcelona; and under one of these— 
representing a screaming woman waving 
a flag in front of a tramcar overturned by 
the rioters—there are these words : " In 
the fighting and rioting women and chil
dren have taken a conspicuous part; for 
the rioters, when confronted with troops, 
have placed the children in the front line, 
the women in the second, and the men 
themselves have formed the third. Under 
cover of the women and children the men 
have attacked the police or soldiers, who 
have been unable to discharge their rifles 
against defenceless women and children.”

Here is a vivid illustration of the 
special and natural privilege of women 
and the misuse that can be made of it. 
Women can break the law like men, but 
cannot (as yet, at any rate) be punished 
like men, because the moral sense of the 
community would, at present, be outraged 
by the procedure. Even the apocryphal 
" punishment ” by compulsory feeding has 
raised a hullabaloo in sentimental or 
interested quarters. In a word, it is com
ing to pass that women can break the law 
almost with impunity. And this is the sex 
which it is soberly proposed to put into a 
position to make the law, to shape, it may 
be, a national policy—possibly, as to the 
relation between the sexes—and yet to be 
free from the physical consequences which 
men would risk in carrying out the policy 
when there was an uprising against it. 
Or to go further still: the minority of men 
siding with the majority of women might 
make themselves also immune from 
physical consequences by following the 
example of the brave rioters of Barce- 
Iona.

We wonder how long it will take the 
advocates of Woman Suffrage to perceive 
the paradox and the peril of their policy, 
and to let into their blind pursuit of what 
they call “ justice to women ” a little of 
the daylight shed by an unbiased con
sideration of a woman’s nature as affect
ing the scope of her just claim. J. M.

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

2s. 6d. per 1,000.
3. Mrs. Ward’s Speech. Price 2d. each.
4. Queen victoria and Woman’s Suffrage. 

Price 2s. 6d. per 1,000.
5. Is Woman Suffrage Inevitable? Price 

5s. per i,ooo.
6. Nature’s Reason against Woman Suf- 

frage. Price 5s. per 1,000.
7. Shall Women Receive the Vote? Price 

3s. per 1,000.
8. Woman’s Suffrage and National Wel- 

fare. Price 2s. 6d. per 1,000.
9 Is the Parliamentary Suffrage the best 

way? Price 10s. per 1,000.
10. Women of Great Britain. Price 2s. 6d. 

per 1,000. . 
it. The Latest Phase of the Women’s Suf

frage Movement. Price 5s. per 1,000.
12. Why Women should not Vote. Price 

3s. per 1,000.
13. Women’s Position under Laws made by 

Man. Price 5s. per 1,000. ‘
14 (1) The Franchise for Women of Pro

perty. Price 3s. per 1,000.
14. (2) Women and the Representation of 

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

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

Wages. Price 3s. per 1,000.
15. (3) votes and Wages. Price 5s. per 1,000. 
16. Look Ahead. Price 4s. per 1,000.
17. Why the Women’s Enfranchisement Bill 

(1908) is unfair to Women. Price 5s. 
per 1,000.

18. Married Women and the Factory Law. 
Price 5s. per 1,000.

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

2s. 6d. per 1,000.
21. votes for Women (from Mr. F. Harri

son’s book). Price ios. per 1,000.
22. “ Votes for Women ? ” Price 2s. 6d. per 

1,000.
23. Anti-Suffragist's Letter. Price 6s. per 

1,000.
24. Reasons against Woman Suffrage. 

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

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

2s. 6d. per 1,000.
27. The Constitutional Myth. Price 2s. 6d. 

per 1,000.
28. We are against Female Suffrage. Price 

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

Queen’s Hall. Price 5s. per 1,000.
PAMPHLETS AND BOOKS.

A. Freedom of Women. Mrs. Harrison. 
Price 6d.

B. Woman or Suffragette. Marie Corelli. 
Price 3d.

c. Positive Principles. Price id.
D. Sociological Reasons. Price id.
E. Case against Woman Suffrage. Price id.
f. Woman in relation to the State. Price 6d.
G. Mixed Herbs. M.E.S. Price 2s. net.

I h. “ votes for Women.” Mrs. Ivor Maxse. 
Price 3d.

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

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

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

L. An Englishwoman’s Home. M.E.S. 
Price is.
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