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The name of Sir Alfred 
Lyall, is prominent in the 
long list of distinguished men 
and women who, since the 
beginning, have used their 
influence and ability in the 
work of our League.

Sir Alfred Lyall is no less 
renowned in literature than 
in public service; he is scholar, 
poet and philosopher as well 
as statesman. Born in 1835, 
he was educated at Eton, and 
began his career in the Bengal 
Civil Service. The best years 
of his life were devoted to 
India. He was appointed 
Lieutenant Governor of the 
North West Provinces in 
1882, and in 1888 became 
Member of the Council of 
the Secretary of State for 
India. The Lyalls are one 
of the Indian families ; his 
brother was Lieutenant 
Governor of the Punjab, 
and his cousins have been 
high in the service. Sir Alfred 
Lyall knows the political and 
religious history of the country 
through and through, and it 
was for his notable services 
there that he received that 
most coveted Indian order, 
Knight Grand Commander 
of the Indian Empire, and 
was created a Privy Councillor 
in 1902.

Among Sir Alfred Lyall’s 
well-known- books are “Asiatic

PROMINENT ANTI-SUFFRAGISTS.

THE RIGHT HONOURABLE SIR ALFRED COMYN LYALL, 
K.C.B., G.C.I.E.

Studies,” “Life of Tenny
son ” in the “ English Men of 
Letters” Series, ‘‘Life of 
Warren Hastings/’ “ Life 
of Lord Dufferin,” “British 
Dominion in India,” and 
“Verses Written in India.” 
Everyone who has read the 
“Verses” will recall the 
peculiar haunting charm of 
“ The Land of Regrets.” It 
has been said that even the 
Blue Books of his compiling 
“sparkle with a brightness 

and lucidity of phrase.” All 
Sir Alfred Lyall’s writings on 
the life and character of India 
are safe guides; he appreciates 
the loyalties and fidelities of 
the people, even while he 
understands the indissoluble 
differences between East and 
West.

Sir Alfred Lyall is a Fellow 
of King’s College, Cambridge, 
and has the honorary degrees 
of D.CL. Oxford, LL.D. 
Cambridge, and Doctor of 
Letters, Manchester. He 
was appointed Fellow of the 
British Academy in 1903, and 
Ford’s Lecturer in English 
History at Oxford in 1907. 
His gifts as a speaker have 
often been used in the service 
of anti-suffragism, and he was 
one of the leaders in our 
deputation to Mr. Asquith 
last June.

L. v. M.
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THE PARLIAMENTARY OUTLOOK.

The Suffragist papers have been grati- 
fying themselves by examining the 
composition of the new House of Com- 
mons. They find that it contains a 
satisfactory majority of members 
pledged to the support of woman suf
frage. For our part, though we do 
not forget that the second reading of 
the Conciliation Bill was carried by a 
larger majority than any Government 
Bill, and that the character of the. new 
House of Commons is exactly similar 
to that of the last, we believe that the 
counting of Suffragist heads is of 
very little worth. Mr. Riley, the 
auctioneer, in “ The Mill on the 
Floss,” had “ a general sense of under
standing Latin,” but his understanding 
of any particular Latin was not very 
clear. Just so, we believe that many 
members of Parliament have “ a 
general sense ” of being in sympathy 
with woman suffrage, but their sym
pathy with any particular Bill would 
not be very clear. We have only to 
look into the nature of the sympathy 
expressed by many members to see 
with how little confidence Suffragists 
can count upon it. The member who 
expresses his belief in adult suffrage, 
or even in giving the vote to women 
on “ the same terms as men, ’ ’ appears 
at first sight to be a more con
vinced friend of woman suffrage 
than he who thinks it would not 
be wise to go beyond a strictly 
limited suffrage. But is he really so? 
We very much doubt it.

The man who has assured himself 
that the limited suffrage can do no 
harm, precisely because it is strictly 
limited, will vote for a Bill embodying 
his views without much hesitation. 
But with a man who means to commit 
himself more deeply it is a different 
matter. He hesitates; he is much less 
likely to discover in the Bill the exact 
safeguards or provisions which he re
quires. We do not ourselves regard 
the light-heartedness of the limited suf- 
fragist as justified; we hold him to be 
more immediately dangerous than his 
fellow. But the point is that the mo
tives we have described do influence. 

members of Parliament, and do make 
the character of their voting on any 
conceivable Bill an incalculable quan- 
tity. Take the cases of Mr. Churchill 
and Mr. Lloyd George as examples. 
They have said in effect that they be
lieve in the unlimited enfranchisement 
of women. Yet Mr. Churchill has de- 
dared that he will never vote for what 
he believes in unless he is convinced 
that the country agrees with him. He 
can get that information only if a 
general election is fought on the single 
issue of woman suffrage, or by a plebis
cite or Referendum. But Birnam Wood 
will come to Dunsinane before the 
country declares itself by plebiscite in 
favour of woman suffrage. Those who 
have watched the results of our 
canvasses will have no misgiving 
about that. Mr. Lloyd George 
has said that the Suffragists must 
educate women to want the vote 
before they can hope to get it. So that 
he too postpones what he professes to 
desire to the wishes of the people. We 
have no doubt whatever that there are 
numerous members of Parliament 
reckoned as Suffragists, who agree with 
Mr. Churchill and Mr. Lloyd George, 
and will act as they do. Between the 
small group of members who are en
thusiastically in favour of woman suf
frage and the small group who are 
flatly opposed to it, there is, in 
fact, a large floating indeterminate 
mass.

It is a serious enough thing, we 
admit, that the answer to a far-reach
ing question, affecting the course and 
safety of the Empire, should depend 
upon the votes of men who, we cannot 
hesitate to say, in many cases have 
rather played with the question. We 
must not forget that if the Parliament 
Bill became law a Woman Suffrage 
Bill could be passed over the heads of 
the House of Lords. But we cannot 
believe that when the question of 
woman suffrage or no woman suffrage 
comes again before the House of Com
mons the mass of indeterminate mem
bers will be guilty of such a betrayal 
of their trusteeship as to vote for a 
Bill in face of the fairly well-known 

. opposition of their constituents. Woman 
suffrage was scarcely discussed at the 

general election. We agree with Sir 
West Ridgeway, who said lately, in a 
letter to the “ Times,” on the minute 
results of the women’s campaign :—

“The inference is that in Parliamentary 
elections the Woman Suffrage Party is a 
quantile negli geablei and that, accordingly, 
timid members of Parliament may take heart 
and vote according to their convictions, 
assured that, though possibly they may be 
assaulted and have their windows broken, 
yet there is no fear of their Parliamentary 
career being prejudiced by the conscientious 
discharge of their duty.”

Yet any member of the new Par- 
liament can call upon Mr. Asquith, 
sooner or later, for the fulfilment of 
his pledge, “ effectively to proceed 
with a Woman Suffrage Bill capable of 
amendment.” Our own strong feeling 
is that Mr. Asquith would not be justi
fied in any sense in taking the risk of 
leaving the House to go as it 
pleases. He is Prime Minister; he has 
very strong opinions against woman 
suffrage; and it will be his duty to 

"‘ direct the jury.”

NOTES AND NEWS.

“ The TIMES,” of December 31st, 
1910, published a letter from Lady 
Frances Balfour, who has discovered 
a mare’s nest :—

May I (she writes) ask you, on behalf of 
the Committee of the London Society for 
Women’s Suffrage, to give publicity to the 
letter of which I enclose a copy? It has 
been sent to the heads of business firms, 
and, as will be seen, invites contributions 
to what appears to be a sort of secret ser- 
vice fund in aid of the Anti-Suffrage agita
tion. The letter has been placed in our 
hands by a friend to whom it was given 
by a director of one of the firms addressed, 
who felt himself in no way bound by the 
request for secrecy. . . . The very un- 
usual proposal not to publish any nominal 
list of subscribers, coupled with the request 
that the list of contributors enclosed—pour 
encourager les . autres—may be considered 
confidential, speaks for itself.
To this letter is appended a copy of 
Lord Cromer's appeal to business firms 
to support the Anti-Suffrage move- 
ment. “ I may mention,” says Lord 
Cromer, “ that it is not proposed to 
publish'any.nominal list of subscribers, 
and I would ask you to consider the 
enclosed as confidential.” Lady 
Frances Balfour’s informant did not 
choose to regard the appeal as confi
dential, but we have no reason what
ever to complain of that; as it is only in 

the interests of the persons themselves 
to whom such appeals are made that 

„ privacy is generally suggested. It is, 
in fact, the exception, and not the rule, 
to publish the names of subscribers to 
funds for political and quasi-political 

I purposes. Lady Frances Balfour ap
pears to be unaware of this. Possibly 
she has been misled by the use of the 
word “ nominal,” which is, however, 
used in its literal sense. She may 
safely dismiss from her mind her 
visions of secret service funds. We 
fancy that of the Suffragist societies 
the only one which publishes an open 
balance-sheet is the Women’s Social 
and Political Union.

& . 6 (>

We do not wonder that the recent 
grant of woman suffrage to the State 
of Washington has caused excessive 
rejoicings among Suffragists, as the 
Suffrage cause has won no victory 
of any importance since 1896. It 
should be remembered that when 
Washington voted in favour of 
Woman Suffrage in November three 
other States rejected it. These were, 
Oregon, Oklahoma, and South 
Dakota. The Boston “ Remonstrance,” 
of January, 1911, gives the official 
figures as :—

For. Against. 
Oregon ■■■ ■■■ •■■ 35,270 ■•■ 59,065 

Oklahoma ... ... 88,808 ... 128,928 
South Dakota ... ... 35,290 ... 57,709 
in the case of Oregon the voters have 
refused for the fifth time to have 
woman suffrage. The question was 
first submitted in 1884. The majority 
against the proposal was 16,953. In 
1900 the proposal was made again, and 
owing apparently to the lethargy of the 
Anti-Suffragists the adverse majority 
was only 2,137. The people of Oregon 
then became alarmed, and since then 
the adverse majorities have been 
heavier. In 1906 the majority was 
10,173, and in 1908, 21,812. The 
recent majority against the suffrage 
was the heaviest of all— 23,795. At 
this rate the adverse majority in 1912, 
when the Suffragists mean to defy fate 
again, should be something quite 
crushing.

4. 4 4"
While all the English world mourns 
the loss of Mr. S. H. Butcher, Anti- 
Suffragists have as particular a cause 
as any group of persons to miss his 
services. He came as nearly as any 
man could to a perfect fulfilment of 
the old-fashioned triple qualification of 
being “ a Christian, a scholar, and a 

gentleman.” His translation of 
Homer with Mr. Lang is likely to 
remain a joy as long as the English 
tongue exists ; and his character will 
long be one of the models and inspira
tions of the House of Commons. There 
was not a man in the House who did 
not acknowledge his scrupulous 
honesty, his graciousness, and his 
manliness. At a time when other 
Unionist landowners were being shot 
at from behind hedges in Ireland, he 
walked unafraid and in safety. Our 
readers may remember that he was to 
have been one of the speakers at the 
Croydon Anti-Suffrage meeting, over 
which Mrs. Humphry Ward presided. 
The illness which prevented him from 
being present, ended in his death.

4 46

At the meeting of the Liverpool 
Council on January 4th, Miss Eleanor 
Rathbone was to have moved a resolu
tion pledging the Corporation to sup
port Woman Suffrage, but after all she 
decided not to do so. The evidence 
which she had prepared to lay before 
the Council is interesting. In a letter 
to the “ Manchester Guardian ‘‘ she 
explained it as follows :—

The facts are these. Some members of the 
Liverpool Society for Women’s Suffrage— 
all educated, experienced, and thoroughly 
trustworthy ladies—recently called upon the 
women voters with a petition in favour of 
the Conciliation Committee’s Women’s Suf
frage Bill. The results for seven wards are 
now complete, and are as follows :—
No. on

Register. Signed. Refused. Not seen. 
3,185 ••■ 1,611 ... 471 ... 1,103 

That is, 77 per cent, of those seen have 
petitioned in favour of the bill. The canvass 
of the Anti-Suffrage Society took the form of 
cards (distributed largely by unemployed 
men engaged at a charitable society’s chip
yard), resembling a polling card, in which 
the voters were asked to put their cross 
to one or other of two alternative state
ments : " I desire the Parliamentary vote, 
and so I believe do the majority of women 
of the country.” " I do not desire the Par
liamentary vote, nor I believe do the ma
jority of the women of the country.” It 
is scarcely to be wondered at that the ma
jority of the women voters, most of them 
working women and very shy about putting 
their hands to • paper, declined to commit 
themselves, to either of these sweeping 
generalisations.
We are grateful for this charmingly 
naive confession of how the “ experi- 
enced and thoroughly trustworthy ” 
personal canvassers obtained signa- 
tures, while the simple distribution of 
cards, without the exercise of any 
persuasion naturally failed. It only 
remains to be said that an Anti-Suf- 
frage canvass in other wards of Liver

pool, which were not subjected to the 
peculiar treatment that Miss Rathbone 
thinks proper, produced very different 
results. We suspect that the vigorous 
campaign which Mr. J. C. Phillips has 
been conducting in Liverpool had a 
good deal to do with the withdrawal 
of Miss Rathbone’s resolution.

4 4 &

Miss Gertrude LOWTHIAN Bell’s 
latest book, “ Amurath to Amurath” 
(W. Heinemann, 16s. net), is a record 
of wonderful performance, It is not, 
through its purpose and scope, so easy 
to read from cover to cover as “ The 
Desert and the Sower,” but as a record 
of exploration in Mesopotamia it is the 
most valuable and the greatest book 
Miss Bell has written. One hardly 
knows whether to admire first her 
courage or her topographical learning. 
She went unaccompanied by any man 
or woman of her own race, and her 
understanding of her Oriental friends 
and servants is as penetrating, as 
humorous, and as kindly as ever. But 
there is less talk and more science than 
before. Miss Bell’s name must now be 
joined with those of Chesney and 
Henry Layard. Her remarks on the 
progress of the Turkish Constitution 
help one in some respects to adjust 
one’s opinions. Recent reports have 
stated that the hold of the Government 
on Asiatic Turkey was becoming 
weaker than ever, because it sent men 
as Governors who could not talk 
Arabic. But Miss Bell’s opinion is 
that Turkey in Asia can be reformed 
only by Turkey in Europe. If this be 
so, the language difficulty is to a great 
extent inevitable. It can be cured only 
by training civil servants to serve in 
the provinces, and that will take time. 
But it is satisfactory to be told that the 
Young Turks have not been careless 
or arrogant in the management of the 
provinces, but have appointed the 
best governors they could. Miss 
Bell is one of the most accomplished 
women of our day, and Suffragists 
might do well to ask themselves why 
she is also one of the strongest Anti- 
Suffragists of our day. Members of 
our League hold her services in grateful 
recollection.

4 6 4

The result of a plebiscite of the Parlia
mentary electors of the Hornsey Divi
sion on Woman Suffrage was declared 
at the end of December. Mr. Albert 
Dawson, in a letter-to the “Times,” 
describes the plebiscite as follows :—
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The question put was 
of the extension of the 
chise to women? 8,994 
as follows :—
Negative (Signed) ............

„ (Unsigned)

Affirmative (Signed)
„ (Unsigned) ...

:—Are you in favour 
Parliamentary fran- 
cards were returned

4,972
228

------ 5,200
2,154

78
------ 2,232

Some voters made qualifications; these 
analysed and summarised yield the follow-
ing
In favour if ratepayers, tax- 

payers, widows, or spinsters 
In favour of some women or 

certain women ..................  
In favour on same terms as 

municipal vote ........ -
In favour, but against con- 

ciliation Bill ... .: ,. -
In favour of same qualification 
In favour, but with limited

qualifications
In favour, but ---- —

eligible for seat in Parlia
not to be

441
45
19

6
30
67

meat —. ... -■• — .
In favour of adult sufrage

Blank or spoilt cards 
G'one away or deceased ...
“ Question Insufficient" 
Neutral, or “ Too vague ”

admit of answer
Cards returned
“Socialism ”

to 
marked

15
48

—— • 671
550
272

42
25
2

---- ■ 891

Grand total
Summary: —

In favour ... ...
Against ............

Majority against

.. 2,903

. 5,200
. —----  2,297

8,994

The number of registered voters in the 
Hornsey Division is 22,350. It will be 
seen that 40 per cent, of the electorate 
answered.

4 4 4

At a meeting of the North of England 
Society for Women’s Suffrage on 
January 20th, Miss Margaret Ashton, 
the President, discussed some of the 
spokes which women might put in the
wheel of government
against being unenfranchised.

a protest
She

thought both the refusal to pay taxes 
and the refusal to fill in the census 
papers “perfectly legitimate.” The 
second expedient is we should say an 
obscurantist one, to which educated 
people should be ashamed to resort. It 
is only a faltering epigram, certainly 
not a reputable argument, to say “ We 
will not be counted, because we do not 
count in the nation.” As for the posi
tion of married -women as taxpayers, 
Miss Ashton said, “If the married 
woman refuses payment, the law can 
punish only her husband.” The 
suffragist view of the husband as either 
a usurper or a buffer, according to con
venience, is very instructive.

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

THE WORKING WOMAN AND 
THE SUFFRAGE.

In the December and January issues of 
the “ Nineteenth Century,” there are two 
articles on “ The Married Working 
Woman,” by Miss Anna Martin, which 
are of considerable interest. Though 
written from a suffrage point of view, it 
would be hardly fair to describe the articles 
as written with a definitely propagandist 
purpose. The writer’s aim seems to be 
first and foremost to show that the point of 
view of the mothers of the working class 
is not only not known, but that nobody 
seems to care whether it is known or not; 
and consequently that the greater part of 
our recent domestic legislation concerning 
women and children, schools and “ young 
people,” has been conceived and carried 
out in utter disregard of the experience 
and opinions of that very section of the 
population who ought to know better than 
anybody else what should or should not 
be done.

Well, let us examine a few of Miss 
Martin’s statements, and her inferences 
from those statements. And let us begin 
by saying that, quite apart from the ques
tion of suffrage or anti-suffrage, we 
women members of our League must be 
grateful to her for the sympathetic and 
forcible way in which she brings before us 
the hardships and privations of these poor 
women in our midst. We cannot hear of 
them too much—we cannot consider them
enough.

same

The remedy, or remedies, we in 
ue would propose, are not the 
Miss Martin would have the

country adopt. But do not let Miss Martin
and her friends 
Suffragists would

imagine that 
acquiesce in

Anti-
con-

tinuance of unjust and preventible hard- 
ship any more than they do.

Miss Martini begins by telling us that 
her beliefs and opinions are founded on an 
experience of several years amongst the 
women inhabiting a particular street in one 
of the waterside districts of South London. 
A club, or weekly meeting, which for con
venience the writer calls “ No. 39,” has 
been carried on amongst these women, in 
which the “ attitude of the ‘ Lady from 
the West End come to do good,’ ” was 
rigidly eschewed.

“ The ground taken was that fate had 
allotted to each individual a different sphere, 
but that one sphere was in no way inferior 
to another.”
The women found
« that they were never preached to on their 
duties as Wives and mothers, but that ad- 
miration was openly expressed for the gallant 
way in which they faced their difficult lives, 
and that the speakers, so far from inculcating

contentment and resignation, held strong 
views as to the intolerable burden imposed 
on working women by the blind forces of 
society. This method of approach apparently 
justified itself by its results. The defences 
by which the poor strive to protect them- 
selves from the well-meant, but inapplicable, 
advice of their middle-Class well-wishers 
were broken down, and though the leaders 
of No. 39 make no claim to have edified or 
elevated the women that throng to their 
meetings, they believe they have been 
enabled to know the ordinary workman’s 
ordinary wife as she appears to herself and 
to her family, and not as she figures in the 
minds; of journalists in search of copy, or 
of reformers in search of a way to employ 
their energies. And knowledge was followed 
by whole-hearted respect and admiration.”

The friendly confidence won in course of 
time from the women by the leader of No. 
39 and her helpers is a very great tribute to 
the spirit in which they must have gone 
about their undertaking.

Miss Martin maintains that the opinion 
of working women is adverse to much of 
the legislation that an anxious Govern
ment has recently passed—as it thought— 
for the benefit of the community at large. 
But she goes, indeed, far back beyond the 
present Government, to the days of the 
raising of the school age to fourteen. She 
begins with pointing to the fact—if it is 
a fact—that the compulsory keeping back 
from wage-earning for twelve months of 
each successive child was “ practically an 
income-tax of from twenty to twenty-five 
per cent. levied on the bare subsistence 
income—a demand no enfranchised class 
would stand for a moment ”—and she 
.seems to think that when this is admitted 
all is said. Quite the contrary. This 
indictment of a reform recognised by all 
schools of politicians and social workers, 
both men and women, as one of the most 
undeniably successful ever carried through, 
seems to us but a poor foundation for a 
suffrage argument.

We are then shown, in a series of 
forcible and often curious illustrations, 
why the working women object to, or at 
best think slightingly of (a) school feeding, 
(b) medical inspection, (c) domestic 
economy lessons, (d) the proposed raising 
of the school age to fifteen, (e) the 
threatened limitation of the married 
woman’s right to work, (f) the clauses in 
the Children Act forbidding the taking 
of children into public-houses—and other 
measures passed or proposed. Through- 
out, the writer is intent on proving that 
these things, or many of them, are wrong, 
because the mothers of the children find them 
oppressive and irksome. There is never 

i a hint of the writer’s taking a larger view

than the view of “No. 39”’—not a 
sign of recognition that a Government is 
bound to give, on the whole, more con
sideration to the interests of the young 
people who in a few years’ time will be the 
parents of a new England, than to those 
who are parents now; and no indication 
that the writer has really studied the 
effects of that great fabric of legislation 
for protecting and befriending women and 
children which has been steadily built up 
during the last eighty years by a Parlia
ment of men, voted for by men.

The sentences in which Miss Martin 
dwells on the “ mental superiority ” of the 
working woman over her men-kind, fill 
one with wonder. We are told that,

“ The wives are, indeed, without the 
smattering of newspaper information which 
their husbands exchange as political wisdom 
in the public-houses, but they have a fund 
of common-sense, an intimate knowledge of 
the workings of male human nature, and an 
instinctive righteousness of attitude which
make them 
material.” 
“ Invaluable

invaluable raw electoral

raw electoral material ” 1
Raw indeed!—and a prey to be seized on 
by any plausible extremist at election 
times. What can these working "women, 
burdened as they are with home duties 
and the care of young children, know of 
politics—especially of politics in the 
biggest, broadest sense? How admirable 
they are often in their own sphere! 
Neither Miss Martin nor anyone else can 
put it too strongly. But what can they know 
—and how can we expect that they should 
know anything’—about foreign relations, 
about the reasons for war or peace—about 
the pros and cons of armaments, of 
national arbitration, about the inter-action 
and inter-dependence of commerce and 
industry, shipping and locomotion—about 
finance in its international bearings—about 
constitutional or legal questions? The 
ignorance of the male voter on these essen
tial matters is widespread and lamentable 
enough; although, in the main, he has 
some knowledge to go upon in the exercise 
of his vote, even of those things which 
lie, many of them, worlds apart from his 
own circumscribed life. It is a rough and 
ready knowledge—born of his perpetual 
rubbing up against his fellow-men, en
gaged in all sorts of different pursuits; 
born, too, we maintain—in spite of Miss 
Martin’s scorn—of this very “ smattering 
of newspaper information ” which he 
is continually exchanging with his 
mates. But granted the ignorance of 
many male voters, why should we add 
enormously to this ignorance vote? Will 
England or the Empire be any the better 
for our doing so?

Meantime, we hold that most of the 
wrongs which Miss Martin maintains can 
only be remedied by giving to married 
women of the Parliamentary vote, could 
be to a large extent remedied here and 
now by a proper use of the existing 
statutory powers of women in local govern
ment. No efforts must be spared in the 
years before us to press home amongst 
working women themselves the vital im
portance to them of good local govern- 
merit, and of insisting in any given 
neighbourhood on the election of a proper 
proportion of women councillors. In this 
propaganda we must naturally secure also 
the sympathy of the men of our big towns. 
This has only to be properly and judiciously 
aroused to become effective.

In the hands of the local Councils is 
centred the control of all those matters 
pertaining to her home, on which the 
working-class woman is well qualified to 
give her opinion—education first and fore
most, with all its kindred matters of 
medical inspection, school meals, com
pulsory attendance, &c. ; sanitation, 
housing, baths and wash-houses, infec
tious illness, the suppression of disorderly 
houses, the limitation of public-houses. 
When more and more of our best women 
—and they must be of the nation’s best— 
go into public work as elected Councillors 
whether County, Town, Borough, or 
Rural District—when each town and 
district throughout the country insists on 
its proper share of women representatives, 
and when the sense of responsibility in 
the woman-voter has been truly and 
thoroughly awakened, then may we not 
hope to see come to pass many, if not all, 
of the social reforms that we Anti- 
Suffragists wish as ardently as Miss 
Martin and her friends to see established? 
And more than that : may we not hope 
that the influence of these women- 
councillors may be helpful and educative in 
the best and truest sense, and may guide 
and lead these women of “ mean streets ” 
—at any rate in industrial questions,—to

great departments of State. Repre
sentations thus delivered would have more 
influence with the Government than resolu
tions pressed by private members of 
Parliament.” In this legitimate and 
desirable way would the influence of 
women on great industrial questions 
become more and more felt and considered.

D.

think for the future 
immediate present,

rather than for the
and to see

wisdom than they do now in much 
preventive legislation.

Another important point should

more 
of this

not be
overlooked. To quote Mrs. Symons’ 
admirable pamphlet on “ Women’s Place 
in Local Government,” “If women secure 
proper representation for themselves on 
the Councils, they will be able to convey to 
headquarters their opinions and wishes 
concerning women’s questions,' not as 
an unenfranchised sex, but as a voting 
body, and as executive government office- 

holders,- in direct communication with the

AUSTRALIA AND WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE.

BEFORE the inauguration of the Federal 
Government, one or two of the Australian 
States had followed the example of New 
Zealand, and granted the suffrage to 
women. The two principal States, New 
South Wales and Victoria, held aloof from 
.the movement, but their inhabitants 
watched, with curious eyes, to see how the 
experiment in South Australia would 
work. The conclusion at which the 
majority arrived was, that if Woman Suf
frage was not beneficial to the Stale at 
least it was doing no harm. Indeed, how 
could it, when barely five per cent, of the 
women electors of South Australia took 
the trouble to record their votes at Parlia
mentary elections? Their apathy was 
equal to, if it did not surpass, the apathy 
of women voters in London, at the County 
Council elections. It was quite evident 
that their all but unanimous opinion was 
that the Parliamentary representation they 
enjoyed through their fathers and hus
bands, brothers and sons, was all they 
required.

When Federation was decided upon, and 
an Australian Commonwealth had been 
established, the members of the Federal' 
Parliament appear to have considered that 
the result of the Woman Suffrage experi
ment, in those States that had tried it, was 
such, that votes might safely be granted to 
women; that the concession, even if it 
did not benefit the Commonwealth, could 
not possibly be attended with untoward re
sults. True, there were some legislators, 
more far-sighted than others, who con
tended that as Australian women had made 
it quite evident they did not desire votes, 
the responsibility of the Suffrage should 
not be forced on them. Their objections 
were disregarded. The Federal Govern
ment having granted women the vote, 
those States which had hitherto refused to 
go beyond manhood suffrage, how 
followed the example set by legislators 
belonging to the Commonwealth Parlia
ment.

As had been the case in State elections, 
so now in the Federal elections, the effect 
of Woman Suffrage was at first so slight 
that to a superficial observer it might have 
seemed microscopic. But those who 
looked beneath the surface of social and 
political life in Australia, soon discerned 
effects, positive and negative, which went 
far to justify opponents to Woman Suf
frage, and acquit them of the charge of 
pessimism which their fellow men (not
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women) had freely levelled against them.
The percentage of women electors who 

recorded their votes was so small, that 
the discrepancy between the numbers on 
the electoral rolls, and the totality of votes 
recorded in the polling-booths, was so 
marked that active politicians striving for 
office, or merely for a salaried seat in 
State or Federal Legislature, were 
alarmed. Their alarm gave rise to a very 
curious proposal. As with the Socialists 
in Great Britain, so with the Labour 
members in Australia, Woman Suffrage 
had always been popular. It is not un
charitable to say they hoped to exploit 
this new factor in the electorate, in 
furtherance of the legislation they had at 
heart. But, politically, the woman elector 
was coy, with a coyness her grandmother 
might have considered becoming in rela
tion to affairs of the heart. An advanced 
section of democratic politicians urged that 
this coyness should be overcome by a woo
ing comparable for abruptness with the 
rape of the Sabine women, or the wooing 
of William the Conqueror. They seriously 
proposed that it should be made compul
sory on the elector to record his or her 
vote, with liability to prosecution and fine 
in the case of defaulters. The considera
tion that had most weight in demonstrat
ing how impracticable was this proposed 
interference with the freedom of a people 
peculiarly tenacious of a most unfettered 
freedom in all things, was that the coer
cion contemplated would be nullified by 
an abnormal increase in the number of 
spoilt ballot-papers.

So far, the question of Woman Suffrage 
had been debated and finally settled by 
men. What of the women of Australia ? 
What was their attitude with regard 
to votes for themselves? It can 
safely be described as one of supreme 
indifference. There were never any 
militant suffragettes “ down under. ” 
No Minister was attacked with a dog
whip, or even heckled by women. No de
putations waited upon him to demand 
votes for women. No constable had his 
face slapped for merely doing his duty, 
neither was his helmet knocked from his 
head. There was not even a quiet, self- 
respecting, ladylike league for the promo
tion of an extension of the franchise to 
women. During a residence of ten years 
in Australia, I never even saw one woman 
canvasser at an election. The Australian 
woman left politics to the men, conscious 
that her influence was just as great, and 
in some respects even greater, than that 
of her English or American sister. When 
the vote was forced upon her, she neg
lected to use it, confident that her menkind 
would still, as formerly, represent not only 
themselves but her also, putting her in- 
terests before their own, as surely as, in 
case of shipwreck, they would surrender 
to her the first place in a lifeboat.

The arguments with which the advo
cates of Woman Suffrage had urged this 
extension of the franchise were such as 
are usual in the United Kingdom, and 
America also. (1) Higher wages for 
women-workers. (2) Improvement in the 
laws relating to marriage and divorce.

(3 ) A diminution, perhaps even suppres
sion, of the social evil.

With regard to the first of these argu
ments, the women workers of Australia 
had the acumen to recognise that economic 
laws have more sway over labour condi- 
tions, including the rate of wages, than 
any laws a popularly elected Legislature 
could possibly pass. They also recognised 
that the wages they earned were as high 
as, and in most cases higher, than those 
paid to women workers in any other part 
of the world. It may be also they had 
learned a lesson from the law obtaining 
in some States with regard to the mini
mum wage payable for certain kinds of 
men’s work. When employers found 
themselves compelled to pay the minimum 
wage, they took care only to employ those 
who were worth it., The elderly, and the 
not too skilful found themselves unem
ployed altogether, because it was no longer 
legal to pay them precisely what their 
labour was worth, and no more. Their 
womenkind naturally suffered.

As regards the social evil, though per
haps no worse throughout Australia than 
is to be expected, there has been no abate
ment of the evil since votes were given to 
women. One argument still remains; 
the influence of women on laws relating 
to marriage and divorce. I confess there 
was once a time when this argument had 
some weight with me. I hoped that in 
this respect at least, the influence of the 
franchise extended to women would tell. 
I was disappointed. The woman elector 
seems indifferent to, or acquiescent in, 
laws that may affect her individual life 
most profoundly. In order that this aspect 
of the question may be understood, some 
reference must be made to such of the 
Australian divorce laws as differ from 
those to which we are accustomed in Eng- 
land. The laws differ somewhat in 
different States, but those which obtain in 
Victoria may be allowed to serve as a 
sample.

Besides the grounds on which divorce 
a vinculo is usually granted, divorces are 
decreed in Victoria, on the petition of 
either party, on the following grounds : — 
For habitual drunkenness ; upon one of the 
parties to a marriage being sentenced to 
two years’ imprisonment and upwards: 
for desertion extending over a period of 
three years. It is only just to remark that 
there are many who would, if they could, 
throw the wide-open doors of the divorce 
court still further apart; but the best re- 
ligious, social, and even political circles 
throughout the Colonies, are totally op
posed to this view. The granting of a 
divorce for desertion during a period of 
three consecutive years is especially con
demned, owing to the encouragement 
given to illegal collusion. Many keen 
students of sociology discern a close con
nection between the fatal facilities for 
divorce which obtain throughout Aus- 
tralia, and the scandalously attenuated 
birth-rate which is the most disquieting 
symptom of life at the Antipodes to-day. 
Here, if anywhere, one would think there 
was a field for the higher moral influence 
which women can undoubtedly exercise if 

they will, but the suffrage has not enabled 
them to make that influence felt.

Has Woman Suffrage in Australia, one 
may ask, had a merely negative result? 
Is it a negligible quantity, that may once 
for all be disregarded as partaking of the 
nature of a legal fiction, inoperative, an 
idle compliment Australian men have paid 
their women; nothing more? It cannot 
be so regarded, or disregarded. At the 
last Federal elections, the womanhood of 
Australia was appealed to in a way in 
which it had not been appealed to before. 
The heart, not the head, was attacked. 
As a consequence, over twenty per cent, of 
the women electors went to the poll, with 
the quite natural result that the Labour 
party for the first time assumed office. 
The chief hope for the future of invest
ment and enterprise in Australia, and re
sultant employment would, in my opinion, 
be that, at the next elections, the women 
electors may refuse to be roused again 
from the political lethargy that, until last 
year, had been their normal condition. 
Yet the result of their spasm of political 
activity is by no means so harmful in 
Australia, as a similar result might be in 
England. Australia manages its own in
ternal affairs for a sparse population, con
siderably less than the population of the 
County of London. It has no questions 
of peace or war to decide, no India de
pendent upon it with a population of three 
hundred millions, entertaining Oriental 
ideas regarding women. The Australian 
Labour party differs from our own on the 
subject of National Defence, for which it 
is enthusiastic, instead of being apathetic 
or openly hostile. It must also be remem
bered that women are in a minority in 
Australia instead of being in a majority 
as in this country.

In conclusion, if we turn from the con
templation of Woman Suffrage in esse, as 
in Australia, to Woman Suffrage in posse, 
as in this country, it is impossible not to 
be struck with some coincidences, which 
should serve as a warning. It was the 
Labour party in Australia that was most 
enthusiastic for Woman Suffrage; and it 
is the only political party that so far has 
profited by it. In the United Kingdom, 
it is a Socialistic Labour party that openly 
advocates Adult Suffrage, to which any 
modified concession of Woman Suffrage 
would inevitably open the door.

Poynton Stranger.

A CANVASS OF WOMEN MUNICIPAL ELECTORS. 
ASTONISHING RESULTS.

THE very class in whose interests the Conciliation Bill is framed do not desire Woman Suffrage. We have the pleasure 
of publishing below some figures which prove this extremely important fact. The canvass of Women Municipal Electors by 
which we have obtained the figures is not yet complete, in the constituencies that have been undertaken, but we have no doubt that 
the results already obtained are typical of those yet to come. We feel justified, therefore, in urging them most earnestly on the 
attention of Members of Parliament. The whole case for the Conciliation Bill rests on the assumption that those women who now 
have the Municipal Vote are those who suffer the most crying injustice in not having the Parliamentary Vote. Those Members 
who voted for the Conciliation Bill did not hesitate to make this assumption, just as Mr. Balfour makes the wider assumption that 
women in general want the Suffrage. Mr. Balfour has declared that if his assumption proves to be unfounded, his opinion would 
be greatly modified. We venture to hope that the figures below will help towards that modification, and that figures yet to be 
published will complete the process. The figures show that among women householders and women with occupier qualifications, 
there is no grievance. The vast majority declare that they do not want the Parliamentary Vote :—■

Mrs. ARCHIBALD COLQUHOUN
has kindly consented to give

A Course of Instruction
for Anti-Suffrage Speakers on 
Monday Afternoons commencing 

on February 6th.
These classes will be held at 5.30 at 47, Courtfield 
Road, by kind permission of Miss Golding. For 
particulars please apply to the Secretary, Caxton 
House.

Fee for Course of Five Lessons, 5s.

District. Electorate. Anti. Pro. Neutral. No Reply.
Bristol 7,615 3.399 • . • 915 ... ■ 2,004 1,297
Croydon 1 4.080 ... , 1,575 606 ■ 30 1,869
Hampstead 3,084 1,288 405 • 233 1,168
S. Paddington ... 2.500 1,161 334 335 ... 670
Southampton 2,243 1,361 147 . 229 496
Bath 2,153 ■■ ■ ■ 1,026 .. . ' 230 ... ■ 21 ... 876
Oxford 2,145 57i 353 22 1,199
Cambridge 2,098 11 1,168 570 । 271 89
Westminster 1,979 1,036 .. 221 136 586
Reading 1,700 a... ' 1,133 ' 166 ■•• 31 370
Torquay 1,640 ... 467 2 to ■•• 13 .-. ■ 050
Mid Bucks 1,389 248 22 2 47 ... 872
North Berks 1,291 ' 1,085" ■• 75. 6 3 68

Central Finsbury 1,216 ■1 1 ... 535 : 128 — 257 296
Isle of Thanet ... 1,082' ... 231 180 314 . 357
Weston-super-Mare 935 380 ■ 235 69 251
Reigate ., - , 906 ... 338 M •■ 199 2 3 ' ,346
Guildford 776 428 " 67 72 209
Sutton 471 133 4i 226 ... " 71
Epsom 349 183 . • • 35 69 ... ■62
Hampton 277, . 92 ■ : •■ • 39 ■ 14 132
Thames Ditton |
Long Ditton J 187 134 . 10 8 35
Kew 155 96 21 ■ 23 15
Ashbourne 153 ■... ' ■ 107 ■. . 5 ... 2 39
Haslemere 138 " ... 59 34 28 17
East Molesey ... 136 93 • ■' 14 ' 20 9
Hersham 105 49 • 4 . 20 - 32
Banstead and Tadworth 06 5 9 ... 60
Hawkhurst 95 ■ . 11 0 14
Cobham 88 ... 61 . . . 4 15 8
Worcester Park ... 87 34 7 ... 2 44
Esher ’ 75 ■ ' ' 52 ■ ■ 2 9 8 6
Midhurst 73 ••• 27 15 ... 20 II
Cheam . 69. : ... 43 . ■ ... 10 5
Ashtead 67 . , 2 5 ■ . . 7 ' 21 14
Bramshott 63 ••• . 37 9 7 ... 10
Oaklands Park ... 56 21 ■ . 1 29
Shottermill ।37 --: 16 8 7 6
Walton-on-Hill ... 33! ■ — 19 . 1 3 —i 6 5
Fernhurst 2 9 - 13■ 3 3 ... 10
Hindhead 281, ... IO . . II •.. 3 4
Grayshott 21 ... 4 5 4 8
Lynchmere 19 • 3 5 ,4
Rogate i 18... 13 I 1... 2

Thus, of those who have answered the questions put to them, out of a total electorate of 41,757 the great number of 18,85° are 
opposed to Votes for Women, and only 5,579 are in favour of them. But that is not all. Out of those canvassed 12,621 have 
not answered. It is reasonable to suppose that these mostly—probably almost entirely—are unfavourable to Woman Suffrage. 
It is not to be supposed that many Woman Suffragists would fail to declare the faith that is in them, well knowing that the results 
of the Canvass might be used against their cause. We do not pretend, of course, to estimate the exact majority against Woman 
Suffrage, but it is certain that it is very large, and it is probable that it is enormous.

* No replies include deceased, removed, and ill.
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A REMARKABLE CANVASS AT 
HAWKHURST.

WE have received the figures of a poll 
on Woman Suffrage at Hawkhurst, in 
the Ashford division of Kent, which are 
the result of what is unquestionably a model 
method of conducting such an inquiry. 
Suffragists and Anti-Suffragists were both 
anxious to inform themselves as to the 
state of opinion in the district, and both, 
perhaps, believed that they had nothing 
to fear from the result. The Suffragists 
were taken into the confidence of the 
Anti-Suffragists, and the poll was 
practically organised in conjunction. 
There was to be no possibility of 
charges and counter-charges that im- 
proper questions had been put, or that the 
people polled had been “ convinced against 
their will,” by personal canvassers. The 
figures were checked by auditors drawn 
from both sides. The chief collector was 
a Suffragist. We give the form of the 
questions asked :—
WOMEN’S NATIONAL ANTI-SUFFRAGE 

LEAGUE.
(Hawkhurst Branch.)

Dear Sir OR Madam,—We are anxious to 
ascertain, as far as possible, the wishes of 
the Parliamentary voters and their wives, 
on the much-debated question of Woman 
Suffrage. That we may do this with com- 
plete fairness, we beg of you to kindly put 
the word "yes" opposite one of these ques- 
tions.

Chairman (Mrs.) Frederic Harrison. 
Hon. Treasurer (Mrs.) Beauchamp Tower.

Husband’s Opinion.
I. Are you against giving Women 

the Parliamentary Vote? ...--
II. Are you in favour of giving 

Women the Parliamentary 
Vote? ... ... ... -—

WIFE’S OPINION.
I. Are you against giving Women 

the Parliamentary Vote? ..----- .—
II. Are you in favour of giving 

Women the Parliamentary
Vote? ... ... ... 

This paper will be left on one day and 
called for the next.

The votes will be counted by representa- 
tives of both sides.

The figures issued after the poll were 
as follow :—

No reply.
Neu- gore away.

Electorate 618— Anti. Pro. tral. &c.
Voters 396 37 52 133
Voters’ wives 357 40

Total 753 77 52 133

MUNICIPAL. ELECTORS (Women).
No reply, 

Neu- gone away, 
Anti. Pro. tral. &c.

Electorate 95— 70 II ... 13
League for Opposing Women’s Suffrage. 

(Hawkhurst Branch.) 
Chairman, Ethel B. Harrison. 
Hon. Treasurer, Mary A. Tower.

We certify that these figures are correct. 
Theresa Ready.
Geo. M. Newman.

If Suffragists would co-operate with 
Anti-Suffragists in polls of this kind 
elsewhere, the cause of truth would be 
served a good deal better than now. After 
all, the introduction of woman suffrage is 
a very grave matter indeed, from every 
one’s point of view. Why should we 
desire to be deceived? We are all English
men and Englishwomen, and the basis of 
all right judgments is a knowledge of 
facts.

MR. JAMES BRYCE ON WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE IN AMERICA.

THE new edition of Mr. Bryce’s great 
work, “ The American Commonwealth ” 
(The Macmillan Co., 2 vols., 21s. net), has 
a chapter of reflections on Woman Suf
frage. It is written with the detachment 
which is, perhaps, only seemly and 
natural in an Ambassador who criticises 
the country to which he is accredited ; but, 
reading between the lines, we think we 
are right in saying that Mr. Bryce is dis
tinctly more impressed by the disadvan
tages of Woman Suffrage than by its 
alleged advantages. He has collected 
opinions for and against the Suffrage from 
competent witnesses, but even those who 
are in favour of it are not prepared to 
quote the experience of the four Western 
States which have Woman Suffrage— 
since Mr. Bryce wrote the four States 
have become five—as a guide to older or 
more closely populated countries. One of 
Mr. Bryce's friends writes :—

“ After the first excitement is over it is 
impossible to get respectable women out 
to vote except every two or three years 
on some purely emotional question, like 
Prohibition or other temperance legisla- 
tion. The effect on family life seems to 
be nil; certainly not bad.” Another 
writes :—“ Woman Suffrage so far seems 
to work well, but the field of its operations 
is one presenting singular immunity from 
the evils which elsewhere might attach to 
it, the population being sparse and women 
in the minority.” Mr. Bryce himself 
says:—-“No evidence has come in any 
way tending to show that politics are in 
Wyoming, Idaho, or Utah substantially 
purer than in the adjoining States, though 
it is said that the polls are quieter. . . . 
The conditions of the small and scattered 
populations of these States-—Utah being, 
moreover, exceptional as still largely Mor- 
mon-—render their experience of slight 
value for such communities as the Eastern 
and Middle States.” This conclusion 
surely withholds any justification for 
urging Woman Suffrage in Great Britain 
on the American analogy.

Another of Mr. Bryce’s comments is 
applicable to the Conciliation Bill. He 
says :—“ No one dreams of drawing any 
distinction between the claims of the single 
and the married, or of making marriage 
entail disfranchisement. To do so would 
involve a much grosser anomaly or in

justice than the exclusion of all women 
alike from political functions. . . - • 
Similarly Americans always assume that 
wherever women receive the right of vot
ing at the election to any office, they 
become as a matter of course, eligible for 
the office itself.” So far as it is excusable 
to transfer the argument to Great Britain 
we may say that since under the Concilia
tion Bill unmarried women on the munici
pal register would lose their votes on being 
married, their disfranchisement would be 
instantly denounced as a gross injustice 
and anomaly. And so, logically, it would 
be. Therefore another step in the en
franchisement of women would soon have 
to be taken for very shame. So it would 
go on. It is impossible to find a halting- 
place short of adult suffrage for both sexes 
when once Woman Suffrage, in however 
moderate a form, has been granted.

In America the law governing women’s 
property is full and generous; these laws 
would lapse if women obtained complete 
political equality with men. We do not 
wonder that Mr. Bryce writes :—" Al
though, therefore, the advocates of 
Woman Suffrage claim that some tangible 
legislative benefits will accrue to woman 
from her admission to the franchise, 
especially in the way of obtaining better 
protection for her and for children, the 
case on this side seems weak and excites 
little feeling. No one who observes 
America can doubt that whatever is 
deemed to be for the real benefit of women 
in the social and industrial sphere will be 
obtained for them from the good-will and 
sympathy of men, without the agency 
of the political vote.”

Of all the questions which have at
tracted the attention of women in America 
none has aroused so much emotion and 
such vehement support as prohibitive 
drink legislation. Mr. Bryce says on this 
subject :—" Even those who desire to see 
the sale of intoxicants restricted doubt the 
expediency of attaining their object by the 
votes of women, because the difficulty of 
enforcing prohibitory legislation, already 
serious where the drinking minority is 
strong, would be much greater if a 
majority of men in favour of keeping bars 
and saloons were overborne by a minority 
of men turned into a majority by the votes 
of women.” Here is the “ physical force 
argument ” which the Suffragists have 
agreed to ridicule since they have no sort 
of answer to it. A writer of Mr. Bryce’s 
wide learning and sure historical judg
ment knows that the argument expresses 
a reality. It is true that in England 
drink legislation has never excited such 
anger as in the United States. “ Local 
Option ” was received jocularly rather 
than hailed with the cracking of skulls; 
but there is no certainty that some ques
tion in England would not arouse just 
such bitterness and pugnacity as is caused 
by drink legislation in America. Suppose 
some highly unpopular law drew its sanc
tion from a majority which was a majority 
only by virtue of the female vote, and sup
pose that the law was defied, where 
would the stability of the State be? What 
happens to Law and Order when insur

gents do not feel themselves obliged to 
yield to what they know is superior physi
cal force held in reserve?

Mr. Bryce sums up by saying that just 
because the Woman Suffrage movement 
in the first instance drew authority from 
the noble part played by women as aboli- 
tionists, so it now tends to lose authority 
from a contemplation of the negro suffrage 
in the South. " Is not that which may 
be called, in no disparaging sense, the 
sentimental tendency in politics a declin
ing and not a growing force? ” An im- 
partial observer, according to Mr. Bryce, 
must doubt " whether full political suf
frage, as distinguished from school or 
municipal suffrage, is likely to be granted 
to women in many States of the Union 
within the next twenty years.”

A “SUFFRAGETTE” REVOLT.

The bitter, contemptuous, and stinging 
denunciation of the militant suffragists by 
Mrs. Billington-Greig in the " New Age ” 
has been received in silence by the 
Women’s Social and Political Union, and 
almost in silence by the Women’s Freedom 
League, but it cannot fail to have its 
effect, and we daresay it will end some 
delusions. Mrs. Billington-Greig, as Miss 
Billington, was one of the pioneers of 
militant suffragism. We have heard it 
said that she was the first to strike a 
policeman. However that may be, she 
was one of the chief forces—perhaps the 
foremost in point of intellect—in the 
Women’s Social and Political Union. But 
she seceded from the W.S.P.U. in 1907, 
together with Mrs. Despard and other 
leaders, on the ground that Mrs. Pank
hurst had torn up the constitution of the 
Union and had established a personal 
domination. The result of the secession 
was the formation of the Women’s Free
dom League, which has a constitution. 
From this League, of which she was the 
Organising Secretary, Mrs. Billington- 
Greig has now, in turn, seceded, asserting 
that she must be free to tell the truth about 
the motives of militancy, since the 
W.F.L. has succumbed to the false in
spirations which direct the Women’s 
Social and Political Union.

In the " New Age ” of January 12th 
Mrs. Billington-Greig says :—

“For the experience of the last five years 
goes to prove that this Suffragist militancy 
is not revolution; it is the exploitation of 
the natural forces of sex revolt for the pur- 
poses of advertisement. Militant machinery 
is put into action purely for its advertising 
values. It is a bold method of advertising 
what is now a quite commonplace and con- 
ventional movement—a movement as con- 
ventional as Liberalism and Conservatism, 
and every other 'ism which to-day goes un- 
censored. In these days of great hurry even 
the old and strong and wealthy conven- 
tional things find themselves in need of the 
fillip of occasional new attractions, and 
the organisers of the Social and Political 
Union recognised from the beginning this 

modern need. They knew that there were 
forces of rebellion seething in the women 
around them. They knew that these forces 
could be directed in any chosen channel 
by those who were courageous enough to 
make a beginning. They made the beginning, 
but they dared not make the movement the 
mouthpiece of revolt. They chose to in
dulge only in so much militancy as would 
attract attention and keep the public and the 
politician aware of them. They coquetted 
with rebellion. They made revolution into 
a political red herring. They started in the 
political world a gigantic game of bluff 
to which every other consideration has been 
sacrificed. Many of those who came into 
the militant movement were already engaged 
in other fields of feminist effort, and to all 
of these the leaders preached the doctrine of 
withdrawal. Their cry was ever ‘Give it 
up. Give it up. The vote is the key to all 
the rest. Other things can wait?”

Of the Women’s Social and Political 
Union Mrs. Billington-Greig says :—

“ It has suppressed free speech on funda- 
mental issues. It has gradually edged the 
working-class element out of the ranks. It 
has become socially exclusive, punctiliously 
correct, gracefully fashionable, ultra- 
respectable, and narrowly religious. It pays 
for its one breach of decorum with addi- 
tional circumspection in all other direc- 
tions. ' I do interrupt meetings, but I am 
a perfect lady,' expresses the present poverty 
of spirit; ' I knocked off a policeman’s 
helmet, but I only want a little thing—a 
quite respectable little thing—a vote.’ This 
is banal. One loathes to hear it. One 
loathes to write it. But it is true. . . .

“ The Women's Social and Political Union 
now depends upon personal dominance for 
its existence. The leaders impose a yoke 
of emotional control by which the very 
virtues of the members are exploited; they 
produce a system of mental and spiritual 
slavery. The women, who succumb to it 
exhibit a type of self-subjection not less 
objectionable than the more ordinary self- 
subjection of women to men, to which it 
bears a close relation. The yoke is im- 
posed by a mingling of elements of delibe- 
rately worked-up emotion, by the exercise 
of affectional and personal charm, by an 
all-pervading system of mutual glorification, 
in which each of the three leaders by turn 
sounds the praises of the others, by 
the deliberate exclusion of other women 
from all positions of prominence, by 
a policy of shameless boasting and boom- 
ing, by an ingenious sytem of clever special 
pleading through which everything the Poli- 
tical Union does is chronicled and magnified 
and everything that other Suffragists do is 
belittled or ignored, and by that undoubted 
financial and political stage-management 
which caters for all the elements of snobbery 
and narrowness and intolerance, while em
ploying the language of outlaws in revolt. 
This obsession is one of the most remarkable 
manifestations to be seen in the political 
life of to-day. As with all emotional degra- 
dation its victims glory in it.”

Continuing her attack in the “ New 
Age "' of January 19th, 1911, Mrs. Billing- 
ton-Greig examines the theory that women 
will necessarily impart a higher moral 
standard into politics and gives it but half- 
hearted support. The militants, she 
thinks, have even tended to disprove it 
altogether :—

“There are Suffragists who claim that 
women have a higher moral nature than 
men, and who will accept any statement, 
however extreme, based upon that assump- 
tion. But while these premises are ridicu- 
lous and inadequate’ there is something to 
be said for the theory that if a sex has been 
kept cleaning and scrubbing, and scouring 
and sweeping for a long series of genera- 
tions, there will be a tendency for the habit 
to assert itself when that sex secures a 
wider sphere of existence. . . . The 
woman with money, the woman with cour- 
age, the woman with talent, the woman with 
leisure, the woman with warm 12e-fore.es 
pulsing through her, arresting and attractive, 
the woman who has made her name, the 
lady with relatives in high places, the lady 
with a title—all these have been made use 
of as pawns in the game. They are all 
means to an end; tools to be used and for
gotten ; agencies to serve their purpose and 
drop out of sight. They regard themselves 
as patrons, heroines, rebels, and emanci- 
pators; they are really the instruments of 
advertisement used by a great machine of 
boom. These are some of the strange mani
festations of the great purification which 
women have brought into politics! ”

The net result of the operations of the 
W.S.P.U., in Mrs. Billington-Greig’s 
opinion, is that " a cult of woman-wor
ship ” has been inaugurated—'' a pose of 
superiority to the male as ridiculous as 
the man’s pose of superiority to the 
woman.”

A CORRECTION.

In the December number of the REVIEW 
we quoted from an article which appeared 
in the " Republican,” of South Dakota, and 
attributed the article to Mrs. Kiliani, the 
well-known American Anti-Suffragist. We 
are informed that the article was not written 
by Mrs. Kiliani.

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR.

WOMEN IN LOCAL GOVERNMENT.
Ta the Editor of " The Anti-Swffrage'Reviewy

Sir,—I have read with interest Miss Violet 
Markham’s spirited “Call for Service" in 
this month’s Anti-Suffrage Review. I note 
with regret, however, that it is made the 
opportunity for an attack on Suffragists, who 
are accused of showing " too little desire to 
assume the burdens and responsibilities of a 
citizenship rightfully theirs.” " Where,” 
Miss Markham demands, " are the signs of 
that willing apprenticeship in local affairs 
which would be the best of all possible 
credentials as regards any further demand 
for the Parliamentary franchise?” She 
-adds that whilst municipal work offers the 
means to create a new heaven and earth, 
" the Suffrage Party as such has done little 
to promote either."

This is a heavy indictment; and as Miss 
Markham brings forward no evidence what
ever in support of her charges, I trust you 
will, in common fairness, permit me, as a 
subscriber to your paper, to meet it by a few 
facts.
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On the Birmingham Board of Guardians 
we have six women, and on. the adjoining 
King's Norton Board four, nine of these ten 
being members of the Women’s Suffrage 
Society. Leicester also has six women 
guardians, all Suffragists. It would be a 
long task to ascertain the views of the 
1,200 women guardians throughout the 
country; but of the twenty women on town 
and county councils, I happen to know of 
eleven (including the two lady Mayors) who 
are Suffragists, and think it probable there 
are many more. We have not yet succeeded 
here in putting a woman on the city council, 
but have made one attempt, with the 
creditable result that our candidate polled 
(in round numbers) 600 against her 
opponent’s, 800 votes. She was supported by 
a band of workers almost to a woman active 
Suffragists, and when an appeal for co- 
operation was addressed (by the Local 
Government Society) to the Anti-Suffrage 
League, the reply was returned that they 
were too busy to assist. Take another field 
of municipal work. Many years ago an 
active campaign was carried on by lady 
lecturers on hygiene, who year after year 
delivered free courses of well-attended public

for borough and county council candidates. 
I must point out, however, that there is no 
‘ sex discrimination ’ in the present system, 
which operates as hardly against intelligent 
sons living at home as against intelligent 
daughters. The system is a bad one, and 
should be abolished, but I am not aware 
that the urging of this most useful reform 
figures prominently in Suffrage propaganda.

" One of the most disastrous consequences 
of militant Suffragism has been the harden- 
ing of public opinion against the work of women 
in local government. Recent elections have 
proved unmistakable hostility and resent- 
ment on the part of electors to women can- 
didates, and the public service has suffered 
proportionately. Very probably, as Mrs. 
Osler suggests, there are many Suffragists 
among the 1,200 women guardians, but, as it 
happens, the four women members of the 
Board on which I sit are all opposed to the 
franchise."—ED., A.-S. Review.]

lectures in all parts of 
recall the names of nine 
missionaries, of whom 
known as Suffragists.

In lamenting the small

our city. I can 
of these voluntary 
seven were well-

number of women
candidates for councils, Miss Markham ig- 
nores the great difficulty that only 
burgesses are at present qualified for these 
bodies; whereas, for guardians, a year’s resi- 
dential qualification suffices. Parliament re- 
fuses to pass this short and simple Bill, 
which would remove this stumbling-block to 
Miss Markham’s (and my own) desires, yet 
she would deny that we need any direct voice 
in legislation.

Thanking you in anticipation,—I am, 
Sir, &c.j

THE MUNICIPAL CANVASS AND 
MISREPRESENTATION.

To the Editor of ^The Anti-SuffrageReview
Sir,—I am writing to ask you to publish 

this letter, as your article entitled " The 
Anti-Suffrage Canvass and Misrepresenta- 
tion" in the January number of the ANTI- 
Suffrage Review (which has only just been 
brought to my notice) contains several mis- 
statements of fact, which I feel sure you 
will wish to correct.

It is perhaps too much to ask you to see 
that your astonishment at Sir William 
Chance’s not expressing regret for having 
been wrongly reported is somewhat peculiar. 
I will therefore confine myself to the facts 
concerning the " misrepresentation ” you 
consider you have to complain of. You

circulated by you with your canvass cards. 
Are we therefore to take it as your opinion 
that these questions are only to be con- 
sidered improper if printed on the cards, 
but when accompanying the cards, cease to 
be so? If, as you state, you consider a 
postcard canvass more desirable than a per- 
sonal one, because the latter introduces the 
“human element,” and “persuasion may 
easily render the results quite valueless," 
why do you enclose literature, some of which 
frankly uses a most questionable form of 
persuasion, viz., an appeal to prejudice, pas- 
sion, and sex antagonism?

With regard to Mr. Massie, I consider 
myself justified in holding him to have com- 
mitted " an error in taste” (see his letter 
to " The Times ”) in implying, indeed almost 
saying openly, that any information he can 
get from the Godalming Suffrage Society 
was not likely to be reliable. I think the 
regret which you say I " did not express,’7 
would have come better from Mr. Massie, 
for the tone of this particular letter of his 
was little less than insulting.

I hope, indeed, I am sure, that the 
majority of Anti-Suffragists, do not consider 
" this sort of thing" (to quote your article) 
“ good sport or good tactics.”

One more word. I should like to correct 
two more (no doubt unintentional) errors into 
which your have fallen.

(1) I did not “ conduct,” or initiate, or 
organise, the Godalming canvass. It was 
undertaken by the Committee of the 
Godalming Branch of the National Union of 
Women’s Suffrage Societies. My share in it 
was less than that of many other members.

(2) I am in no way connected with the

vassers were printed on their official post- 
cards or in their leaflets. These questions 
were asked personally by the canvassers.” 
If Sir William Chance and Lady Chance are
referring to the same district (of which we 

‘ they cannot both benever feel quite sure) 
right.

of November 26th,(4) The " Times,"
1910, published the results of the Godalming 
Suffragist canvass supplied by Lady Chance. 
On December 9th, the " Times ” published 
a quite different and much more startling 
set of figures supplied by Lady Betty
Balfour. Both could not be true.
Massie, in these circumstances,

Mr. 
very

naturally and properly applied to the Town 
Clerk of Godalming for the numbers of 
the women municipal electors at Godalming.

(5) We willingly withdraw our statement 
that Lady Chance organised the Suffrage 
canvass at Godalming. As all the communi- 
cations to the newspapers on the subject 
which we happen to have read were in her 
name, we concluded that she was chiefly 
responsible.

(6) We have searched the Anti-Suffrage 
Review, but can nowhere find a statement 
that Lady Chance is connected with the

assistance of those who are opposing their 
admission to the Parliamentary franchise. 
If women influence Imperial politics more 
without than with the vote, I fail to see why 
the same principle does not apply to munici- 
pal politics.

I think the surest way to defeat the Suf- 
fragists will be to find out the cause of their 
existence and remove it. Does it arise in 
our system of national education? Are we 
training boys to be good husbands and wise, 
unselfish citizens; and girls to be good wives, 
and wise, unselfish citizens; or are we 
simply fostering the aggrandisement of the 
individual, the desire to be clever and of 
fine physique, selfishness, vanity; not the 
desire for what is best for all, but to be 
first and foremost? I believe many educa- 
tionists hold that our system of education is 
radically defective, inasmuch as it does not 
train boys and girls especially for the voca
tion they will have to fill. If so, there must 
be many square people in round holes, and 
we must expect many morbid developments.

municipal work rough or unpleasant, and 
their opportunities for noble service would 
be unlimited.—Ed., A.-S. Review.]

Conservative arid Unionist Women’s
Franchise Association. If she would kindly 
tell us when it occurred, we should be 
delighted to correct it.—ED., A.-S. REVIEW.]

The smattering of knowledge, 
cram, is not training in the
ch ar acter-buil ding, 
capacity to think.

known as
sense of

nor does it create a
Parents should be roused

Conservative and 1 
chise Association, 
sympathy with the

Catherine C. Osler.
Birmingham, January 13th, 1911.
[As Mrs. Osier’s letter puts some direct 

questions to Miss Violet Markham, we 
showed it to Miss Markham, who replies as 
follows :-—

" Mrs. Osler states that I bring forward no 
evidence whatever in support of my charge 
that the Suffrage Party, as a party, has 
paid little attention to the affairs of local 
government. Can any evidence be more elo- 
quent than that of the figures quoted which 
prove that throughout England, Scotland, 
and Wales only sixty-five women are serving 
on county, town, metropolitan, borough, 
urban, and parish, councils, and that there 
are no less than 226 unions on which no 
woman guardian sits at all? These figures 
speak for themselves. I stated expressly in 
the article that the activities of individual 
Suffragists had been admirable in this field. 
The point on which I insisted, and still in- 
sist, is that had the Suffragists, as a party, 
devoted a fraction of the money and effort 
they lavish on the Suffrage cause to ex- 
tending the work and influence of women in 
local government, they would have carried 
women to victory in local elections through- 
out the length and breadth of the land. 
Regarding local government as I do as the 
keystone of social reform, I deplore the fact 
that relatively so few women have come 
forward to share its responsibilities.

“ I am absolutely at one with Mrs. Osler 
in wishing to see a residential qualification 
substituted for the present burgess qualification

guard yourself by saying that the statement 
that " most improper question-begging •
peals " were printed on your postcards 
“ attributed to Sir William Chance, and 
he thereupon corrected this statement 
told you what he had said. You remark

ap- 
was 
that 
and 
that

this is the only public correction you “have 
had the pleasure of reading.”

I would ask what more do you wish Sir 
William Chance to do?

You then proceed in your article to make 
a distinct mis-statement. You say: " It will 
be noted that Sir William Chance attributed 
the objectionable questions to personal can- 
vassers of our League in his own district— 
Godalming . . . and did our League a 
new injustice by making it appear that we 
had conducted a canvass of municipal elec
tors at Godalming” (a district you say you 
have not canvassed). So far from “making 
it appear” that your League had conducted 
a canvass at Godalming, Sir William Chance 
took pains to point out that the " Godalming 
district ” canvassed by Suffragists was a very 
large one, and by no means confined to the 
borough of Godalming.

As a matter of fact, " Godalming and dis- 
trict” overlapped at more than one point 
localities where your League has conducted 
canvasses.

I shall be glad if you will therefore cor
rect your statement that Sir William 
Chance’s " information referred to a district 
in which the League has not organised a 
canvass,” the implication being that his 
statements could not be true. Farther, I 
must remark that the questions which you 
yourself stigmatise as " most improper " are 
to be found (slightly paraphrased) on leaflets

formed.
Trusting to your 

corrections.—I am.

Unionist Women’s Fran- 
beyond that I am in 

> object for which it was

Orchards, Godalming, 
January 18th, 1911.

fairness to insert these 
Sir, &c.,

J. C. Chance.

[(1) We suspect that Lady Chance does 
not really believe that our grievance against Sir 
William Chance was that he had been 
wrongly reported. Our grievance—clearly 
enough stated—was that he did not 
help us as readily as we had expected to 
correct an inaccurate report of his words, 
which was very widely made use of by 
Suffragists, and did us a grave injustice.

(2) In the letter in which Sir William 
Chance acknowledged that he had been 
misreported (as to the questions printed on 
our League’s postcards for canvassing 
women municipal electors), he stated that the 
objectionable questions were asked by personal 
Anti-Suffragist canvassers “in this district.” 
The letter was written from " Orchards, 
West Godalming.” The meaning of this 
appears to be plain. Anyone would take it 
to mean that Sir William Chance asserted 
that Anti-Suffragists had canvassed Godal- 
ming. Lady Chance now writes that Sir 
William Chance never said that our League 
canvassed Godalming, and accuses us of 
making a mis-statement in stating that he did. 
Our brain reels.

(3) Lady Chance asserts that improper 
questions were to be found in leaflets circulated 
with canvass cards. Sir William Chance’s 
letter, which we reproduced in our last 
issue, said " I did not state that the objec- 
tionable questions asked by Anti-Suffrage can-

IMPERIAL AND MUNICIPAL 
POLITICS.

To the Editor of l'The Anti-Suffrage Review}9
SIR,—There have been reports in the news- 

papers lately about certain town councils 
who have passed resolutions calling on the 
Government to concede a measure of Woman 
Suffrage. It will be interesting if you can 
say in your next issue what is really in this, 
and by what methods such resolutions were 
obtained. Miss Eleanor Rathbone, of Liver- 
pool, reported that a canvass of the electors 
showed a large majority in favour of Woman 
Suffrage. I hope this statement will not 
bear investigation; if it were to do so it 
would appear that we are losing ground.

I have been thinking over the suggestion 
that we should endeavour to divert the ener- 
gies of the Suffragists from Imperial to 
municipal politics. In the first place, I do 
not believe that they are nearly so anxious 
to serve the country, as they are to remove 
what they call the disgrace of sex disqualifi
cation, and they will be satisfied with 
nothing short of absolute equality. We have 
proof already that what they want is not to 
serve the municipality, but to be on the 
same footing as men. Would it not be well 
to bear in mind also that the City Council 
is a training ground for members of Par
liament? Characters change with environ- 
ment, and in municipal activity the inten- 
sifying affection for public life would, I fear, 
lead to increasing estrangement from 
domestic life, and the demand for votes, and 
even for seats in Parliament, would, in my 
opinion, be almost inevitable. There might 
even be a coarsening of the feminine mind 
and manner due to altered and less refined 
surroundings. I ascribe to womanly re- 
serve, just the quality most of us are anxious 
to preserve, that so few ladies have chosen 
to face public elections, and the extremely 
mixed masculine society which public life 
entails. The same modesty will come to the

to the deplorable consequences of tens of 
thousands of sensitive girls, designed to be 
sheltered at home, and quite willing to re- 
main so, being forced into over-crowded 
markets to earn a living in face of the 
grinding competition of the age. Both men 
and women suffer, and the country is filling 
up with despairing, lonely people, living in 
lodgings of various kinds instead of the 
homes which used to be the strength of 
England.

The statistics of lunacy and of suicides will 
bear me out, and no stronger fundamental
argument is needed 
faithfully,

2, Hildon Villas, 
Chandlers Ford,

to work upon.—-Yours

John A. COGHILL.

Jan. 11th, 1911.
[There is no great mystery, we fancy, 

about the methods by which the Councils’ 
votes in favour of Woman Suffrage are 
obtained. It is significant that these 
resolutions come almost exclusively from, 
bodies which depend to an appreciable ex- 
tent for their election upon the votes of 
women. The pressure exerted upon the 
Councils may be unconscious, but is none 
the less real. The excavators of Hercula- 
neum found upon the wall of a house the 
following imperishable election address: 
" Vote for Proclinius to-day, and he will 
vote for you to-morrow.” Human nature 
does not change much, and the " something 
for something ” remains as powerful a 
motive as ever. As for our correspondent’s 
remarks on municipal politics, we cannot 
agree that this kind of work is too much 
of a “rough-and-tumble” for women. We 
have known it to be exactly the reverse; and 
administration which treats of such ques- 
tions as education, the health of the people, 
and so forth, is characteristically women’s

THE WOMAN-SUFFRAGE STATES IN 
AMERICA.

To the Editor of " The Anti-Sufrage Review}9'
SIR,—In your footnote to my letter pub- 

lished in the January number, you state: 
" We understand Mr. Phillips to argue that 
the female vote in the Woman’s Suffrage 
States of America is comparable only with 
the woman’s municipal vote here.”

If you will kindly read my letter again 
you will see that I stated that " it seems 
to me absurd to compare those western 
States with these country,” and I have made 
no argument such as you " understand.”

Each State has absolute home rule, and 
women vote for everything on an equality 
•with men. The municipal vote in England 
is not comparable to the franchise in a 
western State.

According to your definition of the word 
“backward,” it really means “advanced/’ 
or vice versd. The laws of Wyoming are so 
little backward or “experimental,” that some 
of them have been adopted by the older 
States. The laws regulating the use of the 
waters of the State, for instance, with their 
relation to the land reclaimed by irriga- 
tion, have been taken as models for some 
of the older States.

In the event of Adult Female Suffrage 
being established throughput the United 
States, the effect would not, in my opinion, 
be comparable to that produced by the en- 
franchisement of all women in Great Britain. 
In the States they have Manhood Suffrage 
now, and the addition of the women’s vote 
would hardly alter the general complexion 
of the Congress. In Great Britain Adult 
Suffrage for men and women might place an 
altogether lower class of members in Parlia- 
ment to that we have now, who would un- 
doubtedly be more ignorant of the world at 
large. With our widely distributed Empire, 
and delicate diplomatic relations with 
powerful foreign States close at hand, the 
placing of such power in the hands of the 
lower classes might cause much disaster.

Not only am I opposed to Adult Female, 
but also to Adult Male, Suffrage in Great 
Britain.—I am, Sir, yours, &c.,

Arthur W. Phillips.
Warren Edge,

Southbourne-on-Sea, Hants, 
January 24th, 1911.

work, 
ever,

We do believe it to be a fact, how-
that the municipal atmosphere

become distressingly less agreeable 
women since it became charged with 
bitterness which is a reaction from the 
lent enterprises of women elsewhere.

has 
for 
the 
vio-
You

cannot provoke a sex-conflict in one region 
without suffering for it in another. There 
is only one remedy—for women to abandon 
the demand for the Parliamentary vote and 
take their proper place in municipal work. 
We are certain that they would not then find

THE CONSERVATIVE AND UNIONIST 
WOMEN’S FRANCHISE ASSOCIATION.
To the Editor Off - The Anti-Suffrage Review."

Str,—With regard to the activity displayed 
by this organisation, would you allow me to 
protest against the one-sided nature of its 
energies, and consequently also against the 
Machiavellian character of the principle 
upon which its existence reposes?

To join a political party animated by no 
other object than that of creating discord 
within its ranks, is a form of strategy which 
can be described only as disingenuous in 
the highest degree, and it is greatly to be 
feared that, in the composition of this body, 
the principle of mixing a pennyworth of 
Conservatism and Unionism with an in-
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tolerable weight of Suffragism has been 
rigidly adhered to. The solitary object en
tertained by the members of this association 
is, in truth, merely the conversion of Con
servatives and Unionists to Female Suffrage. 
No other issue is permitted for a moment to 
interfere with the pursuit of the real purpose 
of their propaganda.

The existence of various associations de- 
voted entirely to the cause of the franchise 
for women, renders doubly unjustifiable such 
tactics. If, in the near future, the already 
distracted Unionist Party is to be subjected 
to the harassing of kindred formations such 
as (let me say) The Conservative and 
Unionist Women’s Temperance Association, 
The Conservative and Unionist Women’s 
Anti-vivisection League, The Conservative 
and Unionist Women’s Anti-vaccination 
League, The Conservative and Unionist 
Women’s Faith Healing Association, its con
dition will speedily be one calculated to 
arouse the compassion of even the most 
flinty-hearted of Radicals.—I am, Sir, &c., ‘

T. DALYRYMPLE Duncan.

AN ESSAY IN SIMPLICITY.
To the Editor of “ The Anti-Sufrage Review."

Sib,—I think you may be interested in the 
following little essay. We all know 
that the objections to Woman Suffrage, 
entertained by a vast number of not very 
well educated persons who have given little 
thought to the subject, depend upon instinct 
rather than on reason. It is a perfectly sane, 
right, and valid instinct, but it would be 
interesting to know in what terms it would 
express itself if expression were possible. A 
lady wrote down briefly the familiar argu
ments against Woman Suffrage in different 
ways and submitted these essays to 
the judgment of her servants; They selected 
the following as just expressing their feelings, 
and they added spontaneously that they were 
all opposed to votes for women —

The real reason for not wanting votes for 
women depends on what we all know as 
the division of labour. If women were 
just like men all round there could be no 
reason for refusing them the votes which 
men have. But they are not; and their 
happiness and that of their husbands, 
children, and the country depends on their 
recognising that they are not men.

What is said of a man who tries to be 
like a woman—who cries if in pain, who 
meddles in the kitchen, or tries his hand 
in the nursery? Why; that he is a 
woman-man ! And what is said of a 
woman who wears trousers and rides 
astride a bicycle ? That she is a forward 
minx. And why is this? Is it all folly? 
Or is it that we all feel that man has his 
place, and woman hers, equal before God, 
and with equal rights to enjoy their lives, 
but each with his or her own work to do— 
the man to earn the wages (and to their 
shame is it that some men let their wives 
keep them), the woman to mind the house, 
to see to the spending of the money and 
the rearing of the children, which the man 
is as unable to do, without a good woman, 
as he would be to bring up a brood of 
ostriches.

Now if woman takes man's duty, which 
is to earn the family money, to protect 
the wife from insult, and to guard and 

govern his native land, what do you sup- i 
pose the men will do? Will they come to 
heel like lap-dogs? Remember that there 
are more women than men in the country; 
do you think for a moment that they will 
tamely allow themselves to be governed | 
by women? In the home, yes! There the 
woman is queen—long may she remain 
so—but in Parliament—no I if women try 
to take men’s privileges and men’s place, 
let them remember that they may lose their 
own and be like the hen that tried to 
crow like a cock—it was a poor affair at the 
best. Some hens do it sometimes, but they 
are usually bad hens and soon find them- 
selves in the saucepan!

In local affairs where education and 
children’s health are concerned women 
have votes. Let women leave politics to 
men and be content with the maxim, My 
husband rules the State abroad, but I rule 
him at home. Those who attempt more 
may find themselves in the position of 
Napoleon—the man who tried to do too 
much, and did it.—I am, Sir, &c.,

OUR BRANCH NEWS-LETTER.
The Branch Secretaries' and Workers’ 

Committee.—The next meeting of this Com- 
mittee will be held at the head offices of the 
League, Caxton House, Westminster, on 
Wednesday, February 8th, at 11.30 a.m.

These meetings have been formed with the 
object of giving opportunity to the Branch 
Secretaries and Workers of the League to 
come into touch with each other; of giving 
them facilities of discussion among them- 
selves on any points of common interest or 
difficulty which may arise, and thus of 
strengthening the bond of sympathy and of 
work, which already exists among them. It 
is much hoped, therefore, that all those 
Secretaries and workers, both in London 
and the provinces, who are able to do so, 
will try to attend these meetings. They 
will take place on the second Wednesday in 
each month, at 11.30 a.m., and due notice 
will be given of them in the Review.

It may be added that any members who 
are interested in any discussion that may be 
going on at these meetings, and would like 
to be present at them, will be cordially wel- 
comed.—Hon. Sec., Miss Manisty, 33, 
Hornton Street, Kensington, W.

The work of establishing Branches goes 
steadily on, and although we have not a 
record of many important meetings this 
month, a great amount of organising has 
been done, and on every hand we hear that 
the Anti-Suffrage cause is gaining ground 
with even greater rapidity than at this time 
last year.

Kensington.—On December ist, Mr.
Hayes Fisher, M.P. for Fulham, received a 
deputation, arranged by the Kensington 
Branch, and consisting of Lady Ibbetson, 
Mrs. Gladstone (Dame President P.L.), Miss 
Moutray Read, Mrs. Oskar Fux, Miss Aston, 
Mr. Greswell Dobson, Mrs. Kingdon 

J Dobson, Mrs. Corbin, and Mrs. Codrington,

all these ladies and gentlemen being well- 
known residents in the Fulham consti- 
tuency. Mr. Clarkson Birch (ex-councillor 
and member of Board of Guardians), intro- 
ducing the deputation, gave the following 
figures of a canvass of the municipal women 
voters in the borough:— 
Number of women electors canvassed 2,971

Anti-Suffrage............. ... 941 " 
Pro-Suffrage ... a-a ... 265 । 
Indifferent ......... ............. 830
No reply ... . ... 935*

Mr. Birch said that these figures were 
similar to those obtained in other districts 
of England, and proved that there was a 
strong feeling against the Parliamentary 
enfranchisement of women, even among 
those who, having exercised the municipal 
franchise, were most entitled to express an 
opinion. The deputation felt that, above 
and beyond all theories, there was the one 
practical objection, that Nature had imposed 
essential differences between the sexes— 
differences of temperament, which unfitted 
women, as women, for political rule, and 
which no amount of education would ever 
eradicate. The willingness of some men 
to give women the vote was one phase of 
the modern tendency to transfer power from 
the strong to the weak. It was an abdica- 
tion of responsibility which could only 
result in national inefficiency. It was hoped 
that Mr. Fisher, from personal conviction 
as well as from public policy, would refuse 
to support any compromise which would end 
in adult Male and Female Suffrage, and the 
right of the women to sit in Parliament.

Mr. Dobson hoped Mr. Fisher would give 
a distinct negative to the request for the 
female franchise, which the electorate, he 
found, dreaded, recognising that it was a 
question which struck at the very roots of 
family life.

Miss Moutray Read, speaking as a pro- 
sessional woman, said that professional 
women were not, as sometimes represented, 
by any means unanimous on the question.

Mrs. Fux said she found that, among the 
working women, there was the strongest 
aversion to Female Suffrage.

Replying, Mr. Hayes Fisher said that this 
question cut right across the party lines, 
and that as the leaders among the Conser- 
vatives were divided upon it, there was 
no likelihood of its being taken up as a 
Government measure in the near future.

He considered it of such great importance 
that he himself would have nothing to do 
with any Bill which was not put forward 
by a responsible Government. At the pre- 
sent time data as to the desire of women 
themselves were not sufficiently numerous, 
though, as far as Fulham was concerned, 
the figures of the canvass supplied by the 
deputation were of considerable signifi
cance.

Mr. Fisher thought that the sex argu- 
ment was somewhat disconcerted by the ad- 
mirable work done on the L.C.C., among the 
children, by such ladies as Lady St. Helier, 
Miss Susan Lawrence, and Miss Adler. He 
could not give a distinct negative, as had 
been suggested, because his ideal was the 
strengthening of the Constitution by an 
admixture, say, of one to seven of women, 
specially qualified by education or property ; 
and if a strictly limited female franchise 

* “ No reply ” includes all those on the 
register deceased, removed, and ill, or not seen 
by the canvasser.

were proposed it would have his support. 
Finally, he pointed out that, as Mr. 

Balfour had promised to submit Tariff 
Reform to the people by means of the 
Referendum, it was certain that such a 
grave experiment as the addition of perhaps 
a million voters to the register would also 
be preceded by the Referendum. If a 
million of voters were added to the elec- 
torate, this would much aggravate the present 
inequalities in the relative numbers of voters 
in the constituencies, and in the relative 
value of each vote; and, therefore, any 
Reform Bill of this nature must be accom- 
panied by, or closely followed by, a Re- 
distribution Bill.

Lady Ibbetson suggested that work on the 
L.C.C. was administrative rather than legis- 
lative. ' ‘ . jA similar deputation was also arranged 
to wait on Mr. Alan Burgoyne, M.P. for 
North Kensington, but he refused to receive 
it, on the ground that more important con- 
stitutional questions were the real issue 
before the country. A petition, influentially 
signed, was therefore sent him through the 
post, and a similar course was followed with 
the Liberal candidates for Fulham and for 
North Kensington, neither of whom made 
any reply. As Lord Claud Hamilton, M.P., 
for South Kensington, has already received 
a deputation, and has appeared on the 
platform at the annual meeting of our 
Branch, it was not necessary to approach 
him again.

Owing to the sudden illness of the can- 
vasser employed in Fulham, the work of 
canvassing women occupiers there could 
not be completed. North and South Ken- 
sington canvasses are now being carried out.

Cheltenham.—We have received the fol- 
lowing report from the Cheltenham Branch : 
" During the year just ended new members 
have joined our ranks, and we now 
number 181.

A canvass for the Anti-Suffrage petition 
was carried on in the summer and early 
autumn, and we were able to forward 
another 800 signatures to the central office. 
Since that time we have been occupied with 
the canvass of the women municipal voters. 
The female electorate in this town is very 
large, and we have yet to carry out the 
whole of the house-to-house visitation ; but 
sufficient has been done to show that 
Cheltenham women who have the municipal 
vote do not want the Parliamentary, and 
in two wards there was a decided majority 
against the vote. Our finances are in a 
satisfactory condition."

South Berks.—With reference to a meet- 
ing addressed by Miss Gladys Pott, at 
Streatley, South Berks, which we reported 
last month as having been held in connec- 
tion with the North Berks Branch, a cor- 
rection is necessary. This particular meet- 
ing was held under the auspices of the 
South Berks Branch, of which Mrs. Benyon 
is President.

North Berks.—We have received the 
annual report of the North Berks Branch, 
and it contains such interesting and en- 
couraging matter that we reproduce the 
following extracts:—" The Branch may, we 
think, congratulate itself upon steady pro- 
gress during the past year. The member- 
ship has increased from 170 at the end of 
1909 to 342 at the present date, a large pro

portion of the new members being drawn 
from the working classes, a fact which in 
itself is most satisfactory, and one that 
gives much hope for the future. We would 
specially impress upon our Vice-Presidents 
and Associates the importance of engaging 
the interest of the labouring classes of both 
sexes, who may be admitted to the Branch 
on payment of id., for which a card of 
membership is given. These cards will be 
supplied to any member on application to 
the Secretary.”

Referring to the municipal canvass in North 
Berks, the report says :—

“ There cannot be any doubt that in North 
Berks the large majority of women directly 
affected by the Bill are opposed to their 
own enfranchisement. The canvass was 
carried out by our Vice-Presidents, Asso- 
ciates, and other voluntary workers, some 
of whom were not members of the League, 
two not being even Anti-Suffragist by con- 
viction, and to all these we owe a very 
special debt of gratitude for their most 
generous help. Every possible precaution 
was taken against individual bias being 
shown, and we believe that our canvassers 
were careful to conduct the inquiry in the 
most honourable manner by avoiding per- 
sonal influence or pressure of any kind."

The report concludes with the following 
comment on the recent amalgamation of the 
Women’s and Men's League:—

" We trust that the combination of the two 
Leagues will strengthen the cause and enable 
us to carry out an effective opposition to 
any attempt to force Woman Suffrage upon 
the country, at any rate until the electorate 
has had an opportunity of declaring its 
opinion upon the subject by the question 
being made a main issue during a general 
election. We much hope that all the mem- 
bers of our North Berks Branch who have 
given us such able assistance in the past 
will continue their support in what we feel 
must be the still more strenuous future, 
and we are anxious, in view of the amal- 
gamation above mentioned, that they should 
do all in their power to enlist the in- 
terests, not only of women, but of men as 
supporters and members of our League.”

Hastings and District.—There was a 
large and representative gathering on 
January 10th at the residence of Madame 
Wolfen, 6, Warrior Square Terrace, St. 
Leonard's-on-Sea. Miss Beth Finlay gave 
a most interesting address, and discussion 
followed. A motion put to the meeting, and 
enthusiastically carried, was as follows — 
" Shall we start a Hastings and District 
Branch of the National League for Opposing 
W omen Suffrage ? ’ ’

Dublin.—A drawing-room meeting in con- 
nection with the Irish Branch of the 
National League for Opposing Women 
Suffrage was held on January 16th, at 13, 
Fitzwilliam Square, the residence of Mrs. 
G. C. May,

The meeting was largely attended by a 
most influential audience. The chair was 
taken by Mrs. Bernard. The speakers were 
Mrs. A. E. Murray, who pointed out most 
clearly that Adult Suffrage must be the 
inevitable result of extending the Parlia- 
mentary franchise to women; she also spoke 
convincingly of woman’s position under man- 
made laws. Mr. Acton, of Oxford Univer- 
sity, weighed the arguments for and against

Woman Suffrage, and proved that the argu- 
ments against were more and weightier 
than those in favor of it. The Secretary, 
Miss Morton gave an outline of the work 
and progress of the League, and empha- 
sised two evils likely to follow the giving 
of votes to women—first, the injurious 
effect on themselves by placing on them 
new responsibilities, and, secondly, the 
depreciation in the validity of the law likely 
to follow female legislation.

Another drawing-room meeting, for which 
some 200 invitations have been issued, is 
to be held at 2, Clyde Road, the residence 
of the Hon. Secretary. Miss Stuart, one of 
the speakers, from London, is to visit 
Dublin in February, when a series of meet
ings has been arranged. The work in 
Dublin is progressing in a most satisfactory 
manner, new members are coming in, and 
there is a marked increase in sympathy 
with the movement and in the desire for 
information.

Cambridge University.—Writing from 
this Branch the Hon. Secretary says: " It 
was with great regret that we heard of the 
death of Mr. S. H. Butcher, who was so 
brilliant and consistent an opponent of 
Woman’s Suffrage.” A great meeting, or- 
ganised by both Cambridge City and Cam- 
bridge University is to be held on March 
3rd in the Guildhall, when Lord Cromer 
will speak.

Birmingham.—The Birmingham Branch 
have lately moved their office from 19, New 
Street to 109, Colmore Row, where a nice 
bright room with lift accommodation has 
been secured.

The Branch were represented at the West- 
minster Palace Hotel for the Central 
League’s amalgamation meeting by Miss 
Evers and the Treasurer.

On December 8th, by the kind permission 
of Lady Marshall, a small, but very success- 
ful " Christmas Present Sale ” was held at 
her house in Edgbaston; this sale was or- 
ganised by the Hon. Secretary, Mrs. 
Saundby, who for some weeks previously 
had held a working meeting every Tuesday 
afternoon at the offices of the League. Those 
who had been unable to attend these meet- 
ings sent their work direct to Lady Marshall. 
The proceeds of the sale amounted to over 
£34. It was patronised by many of the 
League supporters, including Lady Simon, 
Mrs. Lakin-Smith, the Hon. Mrs. Evelyn 
Cecil and Miss Beatrice Chamberlain.

A striking poster has been got out by the 
Committee and has been periodically dis- 
played by a procession of sandwichmen in 
the principal thoroughfares of the city, 
tersely setting forth the results of the con
stitutional party’s endeavours in East St. 
Pancras and Glasgow (the Camlachie 
Division). Encouraged by the reception 
accorded to our deputation by Sir Francis 
Lowe, M.P., the committee are endeavour
ing to arrange an interview with Mr. E. 
Parkes, M.P.

Wimbledon.—Good work is being done 
by our Wimbledon Branch. On January 
16th, a very successful drawing-room meet- 
ing was held at the house of Mr. Thomas 
Lloyd, the Hon. Treasurer. Mr. A. Westly 
Percival took the chair, and Mrs. Gladstone 
Solomon put before the audience our side 
of the Woman Suffrage question. Over 
twenty thousand circulars are being sent to
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meeting was
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Brixton.—Under the auspices of the 
Brixton Branch, a meeting was held in the

tion Bill, and is opposed to Woman Suf- 
frage, we did not trouble him at election 
time on the subject. It is worthy of note 
that, although this member voted against the 
Bill, and has often publicly declared his

branch took place on January 18th. 
annual report showed that much useful work 
had been done in the past twelve months,

was not always room for these 
helpers.”

Manchester.—The Annual Meeting

views, his committee-rooms were crowded 
day after day by women only too willing 
and ready to work for him; indeed, there 

ready

the householders of Wimbledon, and the 
funds of the Branch have trebled in the last 
three weeks.

Lady Constance Monro is giving a 
drawing-room meeting on February 8th, at 
which Mrs. Moberly Bell and Mrs. Glad- 
stone Solomon will speak, and Mr. George 
Calderon will take the chair. Six other 
Ladies have promised to hold drawing-room

Mrs. MacClellan, at 35, Hamilton Road, 
Ealing, cn January 12th, when Mrs. Mayer 
gave an address which was much appre- 
ciated. Considering the short notice and 
the very unpleasant weather, there was a 
very good attendance.

Southend and Westcliff-on-Sea.—By kind 
permission of Mrs. Peachey, a very well- 
attended drawing-room meeting was held 
at that lady’s residence, St. Joseph’s, West- 
cliffe-on- Sea, on January 5th. Mrs. Maggs 
was the speaker, and after a short dis- 
cussion those present were entertained at 
tea.

East Grinstead.—Miss Pelham and Miss 
Mabel Smith were the speakers at a meet
ing held in connection with this Branch 
at Dormansland on January 1Ith. Colonel 
St. Clair was in the chair, and many ques- 
tions were asked and answered, adding much 
to the interest of the proceedings.

North-East Hampstead.—By the kindness 
of Colonel and Mrs. J. W. Cowley, a very 
pleasant drawing-room meeting in connec- 
tion with the Hampstead Branch. (North- 
East) of the National League for Opposing 
Woman Suffrage, was held in their house in 
Lawn Road, Haverstock Hill, on January 
14th. The Rev. Dr. Fotheringham, M.A., 
F.R.A.S., presided, and there was a large 
attendance. Dr. Alice Van Ingen and Miss 
Mabel Smith delivered most interesting 
addresses. The Chairman, in opening, re- 
ferred to the good influence wielded by 
women in political affairs, and alluded 
especially to the help our Premiers had 
received from their wives, and from the 
great political hostesses. He ventured to 
think, however, that this good influence 
would be lessened, and would deteriorate in 
character, as a result of the vote being 
granted to women.

Miss Mabel Smith’s speech was apt and to 
the point, and Dr. Alice Van Ingen’s 
thoughtful and well-reasoned address was 
listened to with the deepest attention.

The proceedings terminated with a cordial 
vote of thanks to Colonel and Mrs. Cowley 
for their hospitality.

remarks: " Our opponents challenge us to 
get up joint meetings for debates; this we 
decline to do, as at our meetings they have 
ample opportunity of asking questions, and 
we cannot see that anything will be gained 
by debates, and fear that meetings such as 
they want will only lead to more heat and 
bitterness, both of which we are so anxious 
to avoid. At present, no headway is being 
made by any of the Suffrage Societies, and 
as our member voted against the Concilia-
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and that meetings had been held, not only 
in Manchester, but in Liverpool, Didsbury, 
St. Annes-on-Sea, Haslingden, Rusholme, 
Broughton, Gorton, Salford, Pendleton, and 
the University Settlement, Ancoats: and that 
Mr. G. C. Hamilton, Mrs. Henry Simon, 
Dr. Arnold Jones, Mr. A. C. Gronno, Mr. 
Tolmie, Mrs. A. Herbert, Miss C. Moir, 
Miss Hardie, Miss Badger (Mrs. P. W. 
Craven), and Mr. Chas. Hough had spoken 
on behalf of the branch.

The Teachers’ Sub-Committee, which was' 
formed to combat the growth of Woman 
Suffrage ideas among the teachers in the 
Elementary Schools of Manchester, has also 
steadily continued its work during the year.

Lady Sheffield, in the chair, proposed the 
re-election of the Committee and officers for 
the year 1910-11, and referred to the difficult 
nature of the work in Manchester; and said 
she felt that, if the work was to be done 
successfully, it would be done by the present 
Committee.

A formal resolution was taken in con- 
nection with the alteration in the name of 
the League, and a cordial vote of thanks 
was accorded to Lady Sheffield. Special 
reference was made in regard to the work 
and support of Mrs. Henry Simon, the Hon. 
Sec. of the Branch, and the members present 
recorded their appreciation of her great 
kindness.

Canterbury.—One of the most interesting 
meetings of the past month was held in 
Canterbury, at the Foresters’ Hall, on Janu- 
ary 26th, when Mr. Arnold Ward, M.P., was 
the principal speaker.

The Dean of Canterbury, in the chair, was 
supported by several influential persons, 
among whom was Lord Northbourne.

Cranbrook.—A well attended public meet
ing was held at the Vestry Hall, Cranbrook, 
on January 19th. Colonel Rowlandson pre
sided

Miss Gladys Pott said it was for their op- 
ponents to prove that the vote in the hands 
of men had not been properly used, and also 
to prove that the vote in the hands of women 
would make things better. She concluded 
by proposing the resolution : " That this meet- 
ing is not in favour of giving the Parliamen- 
tary vote to women.”

Mrs. A. Colquhoun, in seconding the 
resolution, described the National League for 
Opposing Woman Suffrage as a defensive 
League, formed to prevent women from being 
drawn into a political sphere. The resolu- 
tion on being put to the meeting was carried 
unanimously.

Mrs. Frederic Harrison, in proposing a 
vote of thanks to the two ladies who had 
addressed the meeting, described the recent 
remarkable canvass at Hawkhurst.

Hammerton Hall, Stockwell, on January 18th, 
over which the Rev. A. J. Waldron, vicar of 
Brixton, presided.

Miss Gladys Pott, in a thoughtful speech, 
showed that there was no real demand from 
the electors of the country for Woman Suf
frage.

Mrs. Stewart, who "campaigned" during 
the summer in Brockwell Park, spoke for a 
few minutes, but had to relinquish the 
greater part of her speech, owing to weak- 
ness, the result of a recent illness from which 
she had not fully recovered.

Mr. Thompson dealt with the subject from 
the physiological and temperamental stand- 
point. He argued that women were physically 
unfit for discharging the duties of one of the 
two main divisions of government, the execu- 
tive, and by temperament also unfitted for the 
legislative.

Glasgow.—On January 12th, Mr. D. B. 
Kyles, of the Glasgow Branch of the Scottish 
League, debated at the Toynbee House 
Literary Society, Glasgow, with Miss 
Barrowman, of the Women’s Freedom 
League. Mr. Kyle’s arguments were clear 
and well arranged, and a very interesting 
discussion took place amongst those present 
at the conclusion of the speakers’ addresses.

Woking.—At a debate at . Woking, 
organised by the local Suffrage Society, Miss 
G. B. Stuart ably opposed Mrs. Rackstraw 
on January 17th. The Suffrage resolution 
was carried by a very narrow majority, not- 
withstanding the fact that a great many 
Suffragists were present.

Oldham.—Long and animated were the 
speeches for and against Woman Suffrage 
at a debate held on January 12th, at the 
Oldham Unitarian Schools. Miss C. Moir, 
of our League, was an excellent opponent 
to Miss M. E. Manning, of the Women’s 
Freedom League. Miss Moir, in the course 
of a most interesting speech, said the Suf- 
fragist agitation, as she understood it, was 
a fervent desire to alter the position of 
women in the race altogether. Their argu- 
ments involved a belief in the theory that 
the human race had developed largely on
wrong lines, and we were now asked to 
cease the specialisation of function between 
men and women, as far as might be. It was 
an understandable thing to say that this 
specialisation of function had been bad, but

* " to examine the question on theon the
race to 

function

ScottishThe Glasgow Branch of the
National Anti-Suffrage League is conducting 
an energetic campaign, and we have received 
the following report of the first week’s work. 
The Hillhead meeting, held in the Burgh Halls, 
to which were specially invited all the 
women ratepayers in the district, was well at: 
tended, and Mrs. Maggs was the principal 
speaker. Ex-Bailie Cleland, M.V.O., pre- 
sided, and among those who supported him 
on the platform were Miss Rutherford, M.A., 
Vice-President of the Scottish League; Mrs.
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David Blair, the Hon. Treasurer of the 
Glasgow Branch, and Mr. D. B. Kyles.

Camlachie.—A similar meeting was held 
in the Bellgrove Hall, Bellgrove Street, pre- 
sided over by Mr. Robert Cuming. The 
Secretary read a letter from Mr. H. J. 
Mackinder, M.P. for Camlachie, in which 
he said: “I am very sorry that I cannot be 
at your meeting in the Bellgrove Hall this 
evening'. I have another engagement which 
is of long standing. You are doing a very 
important work and very urgent. I am con- 
vinced that a majority of the country, women 
as well as men, are opposed to granting the 
Imperial Suffrage to women, and that, as 
the fundamental arguments in the case come 
to be more generally understood, the opposi- 
tion to it will become overwhelming. The first 
advantage, we must remember, is, however, 
almost always with the attacking party. The 
danger is, that owing to the ’conditions just 
now specially affecting our Parliamentary 
government, the position may be rushed. 
The harm done by the change would not at 
first be evident—and therein is the chief 
peril. For that reason we must do our 
utmost to get time for deeper thought to 
prevail.” Mrs. Maggs then delivered an 
address, and questions were asked.

Kingston.—An interesting meeting was 
held in the Kingston Halls, Paisley Road, 
on January 19th, Mr. D. B. Kyles pre- 
sided, and Mrs. Maggs devoted her ad- 
dress mainly to the objects of the Anti- 
Suffrage League.

Partick.—The meeting arranged for Par- 
tick, in the Academy Rooms, Peel Street, 
was well attended. Mr. David B. Kyles pre- 
sided, and Mrs. Maggs gave an interesting 
address.

The thanks of the Executive Committee 
of the Glasgow Branch are specially due 
to the ladies and gentlemen who so kindly 
lent their drawing-rooms for afternoon meet- 
ings, and to all those who so ably assisted 
in organising and carrying through the ar- 
rangements for the public meetings. Mrs. 
Maggs was the speaker at each of these 
meetings.

By kind permission of Mrs. Rattray, a 
drawing-room meeting was held at her house, 
4, Westercraigs, Dennistoun, on January 19th. 
Mrs. David Blair presided. The usual votes 
of thanks having been passed, tea was 
served.

Ciffnock.—On January 19th, a very suc- 
cessful drawing-room meeting took place
at the residence of 
Woodend, Giffnock.
presided. Afternoon
conclusion of the meeting.

An excellently attended drawing-room con- 
cert was held on January 18th, at the resi- 
deuce of Mr. and Mrs. J. C. Campbell, 11, 
Park Circus. The Countess of Glasgow 
presided, and, in her remarks, said, referring 
to the question of Woman Suffrage in 
Australia and New Zealand—-always a popu- 
lar argument—that she thought it .absurd 
to compare these countries with England. 
What those countries did, in no way affected 
the rest of the world. Further, the men 
far outnumbered the women in New Zealand, 
and, therefore, were bound to have pre- 
dominance. Sir William Russell, a former 
Minister in New Zealand, and originally a 
great supporter of Woman Suffrage, stated, 
in a letter which Lady Glasgow read to the

KENSINGTON COLLEGE
DAY AND RESIDENTIAL.

SPECIAL CITY COURSE FOR BOYS 
SECRETARIAL TRAINING FOR GIRLS

Souvenir of the 21st Anniversary, with the speeches of the Duchess of Marlborough 
and His Majesty's Solicitor-General, also New Prospectus, from Miss ANNIE S. 
MUNFORD, Secretary.
34, GLOUCESTER GARDENS, BISHOP’S ROAD, PADDINGTON, W.

(Two minutes west of Paddington, G.W.R.)

The New Building opened by Her Grace, Katharine, Duchess of Westminster.

Carriage and Motor :.
Builders, Engineers, &c.

144, Fulham Road, South Kensington, S.W.
ESTIMATES FOR REPAIRS FREE.

THE GIRLS’ ANTI - SUFFRAGE LEAGUE
WILL GIVE A

Private Subscription DANCE
Prince s Galleries, Piccadilly,

On WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 8th, 1911.
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meeting, that, in his experience, the majority 
of women were not interested in polities. 
He would never again record a vote in 
favour of woman franchise. An interesting 
programme of music was afterwards given.

A largely attended drawing-room meeting 
was held on January 19th at Craigie Hall, 
Bellahouston, the residence of Sir Thomas 
and Lady Mason. Lady Stirling Maxwell 
who presided, said she was by no 
means lukewarm on this subject, and 
while she was not prepared to say that 
she thought women should never have the 
Parliamentary vote, she certainly thought 
that, at the present moment, they had not 
qualified themselves for it. It was worthy 
of note that every country which had tried 
Woman Suffrage had only a domestic, and 
not an Imperial, policy. Mr. H. J. Mac- 
kinder then delivered a brief and interesting 
speech.

Professor Phillimore, in moving a vote of 
thanks to Lady Stirling Maxwell, • said that, 
so far as he could see, there was no general 
movement in favour of Woman Suffrage 
among the highest class of intellectual women, 
certainly not among the working women of 
the country, but merely among a certain set 
of the middle class

AN ACKNOWLEDGMENT.
The Wimbledon Branch gratefully acknow- 

ledges the receipt of £5 from an anonymous 
donor.

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

3s. per 1,000.
3. Mrs. Humphry Ward's Speech, ^d. each.
4. Queen Victoria and Woman Suffrage. 

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

5s. per 1,000.
6. Nature’s Reason against Woman Suf- 

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

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

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

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

3s. per I,ooo.
13. Women’s Position under Laws made by 

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

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

Wages. Price 3s. per 1,000.
15. (3) Votes and Wages. Price 5s. per 1,000.
15. (4) Women’s Wages and the Vote. Price 

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

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

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

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

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

5s. per 1,000.
[ Continued off page 38.

NOTICE OF REMOVAL.

Kindly note our Removal to New and Larger Premises,

84, NEW BOND STREET 
(2 doors from Oxford Street', 

where we trust to have a continuance of your patronage. 

Strictly Moderate Prices as heretofore.

C. WAYRE 6 CO.
Telephone : Gerrard 3932 Manufacturing Furriers
Established 1834 late of oxford circus

IMPORTANT NOTICE.

THE Proprietors of “The Ladies Court Book, having frequently 
had occasion to realise the difficulties which ladies often 
experience when called upon to deal with matters which are 

unfamiliar to them, have organised a Special lnformation Bureau 
with a view to obtaining expert opinion for those desiring it upon 
any social, legal, financial, and general business matters, upon 
which independent information, help, or advice may be required. 
All communications will be considered absolutely private and 
confidential, and no expense or obligation is incurred for preliminary 
interview or enquiry. Letters should be addressed to

The Manager, “LADIES’ COURT BOOK.” 
37, Essex Street, Strand, London,

and be marked “ Private,

Mrs. STEELE’S

HUNTING CORSETS
AND BELTS

FOB

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN
ARE AT ONCE

A LUXURY AND A NECESSITY.
The Field of Feb. 22, 1908, says: “We have lately 

had submitted to us by Mrs. Steele a Hunting Corset 
which we have put to a practical test and found 
most comfortable for riding in, as it holds the figure 
well together without undue pressure.”

38, Upper Berkeley Street, Portman Square, W.
Price List and Self-Measurement Form on application.
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26 Woman Suffrage and India. Price 
3s. per 1,000.

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

3s. per 1,000. -
29. Mrs. Arthur Somervell’s Speech at 

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

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

Price 3s. per 1,000.

PAMPHLETS AND BOOKS.
a. Freedom of Women. Mrs. Harrison. 6d.
B. Woman or Suffragette. Marie Corelli. 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.
H. “ Votes for Women.” Mrs. Ivor Maxse. 3d.
r 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 Engl sh woman’s Home. M. E. S. is, 
M Woman’s Suffrage from an Anti-Suffrage 

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

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

leaflets in handy form). Price 3d.

q. Why Women Should Not Have the Vote, 
or the Key to the Whole Situation, id.

R The Man’s Case Against 1,000,000 Votes 
for Women. IS. each.

BOOKS AND LEAFLETS,
3. Gladstone on Woman Suffrage, is. per 100.
4 Queen Victoria and Government by 

Women. 6d. per 100.
5. Lord Curzon’s Fifteen Good Reasons 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

" Votes For Women" Never! 3s. 6d.
- per 1,000. 1

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

BRANCHES. THREE TOWNS & DISTRICT, PLYMOUTH—

The
All - the - year - round 

Garden

" Colour is meant for the perpetual comfort and 
delight of the human heart.’ —Ruskin.
The Planning of the

Kelway “Colour Borders 
is the result of much thought, guided Eero 
by many years of practical experience.
Full details will be found in the Kelway Booklet "Gardens of 
Delight," sent free on application. Borders can be planned to 
fill any given space on receipt of dimensions. The cost is 1 5/- 
(B selection) or 25/-(A selection) for every 10 square yards.

KELWAY& SON
The Royal Horticulturists

LANGPORT, SOMERSET

BERKSHIRE.
NORTH BERKS—

President: The Lady Wantage.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Gladys Bott, The Red 

House, Streatley-on-Thames; and 7, Queens- 
borough Terrace, Hyde Park, W.

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

House, Abingdon.
Wantage (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary : Mis. Woodhouse, Wantage.
SOUTH BERKS—

President: Mrs. Benyon.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Dickinson, Eastfield, 

Whitchurch, Reading.
EAST BERKS—

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

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

lands Road, Reading.
BUCKINGHAMSHIRE.

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

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

CAMBRIDGESHIRE.
CAMBRIDGE-

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

Cambridge.
CAMBRIDGE (Girton College)—

President: Miss K. H. Brownson.
Treasurer: Miss D. Watson.
Secretary: Miss R. Walpole.

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.

CUMBERLAND & WESTMORELAND.
CUMBERLAND AND WESTMORELAND—

Chairman:—The Hon. Mrs. Eustace G. Hills.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Thompson.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Howard, Grey stone 

Castle, Penrith.
Carlisle (Sub-Branch)—

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

- lisle.
Cockermouth (Sub-Branch)—

President: Mrs. Green Thompson, Bridekirk, 
Cockermouth.

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

Maryport (Sub-Branch)—in formation.
Wigton (Sub-Branch)—

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

Thomlinson School.
KESWICK—

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

Keswick,
DERBYSHIRE.

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.
DEVONSHIRE.

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

Thomas’, Exeter.
Hon. Secretary:

SIDMOUTH—
President: Miss Chalmers. .
Acting Hon. Treasurer: B. Browning, Esq., R.N.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Browning, Sidmouth.

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

Taunton.

President: Mrs.
Hon. Secretary: 

Plymouth. 
TORQUAY—

Spender.
Mrs. Cayley, 8, The Terrace,

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

corran, Torquay.

ESSEX.
SOUTHEND AND WESTCLIFFE-ON-SEA— 

President: John H. Kirkwood, Esq., M.P.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Peachey.

Joint Hon. Secretaries: The Misses Smith, 
Etonville, Palmeira Avenue, Southend.

HEREFORDSHIRE.
HEREFORD AND DISTRICT— -

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.

HERTFORDSHIRE.
WEST HERTS—

Watford—
President: Lady Ebury.
Provisional Hon. Secretary: Miss H. L.

Edwards, The Corner, Cassio Road, Watford.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss E. P. Metcalfe, Cassio- 

bury Park Avenue, Watford.
GLOUCESTERSH IRE.

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

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

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

Hemel Hempstead and Boxmoor—
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Miss Halsey, 

den Place, Miss Sale, Mortimer 
Hemel Hempstead.

Berkhampstead—
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Hyams, The 

Potten End.
ISLE OF WIGHT.

Gaddes- 
House,

Cottage,

Battledown.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Geddes, Suffolk

Square, Cheltenham.
GLOUCESTER—

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

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

wick Road, Gloucester.

ISLE OF WIGHT— —I 
President: Mrs. Oglander. 
Hon. Treasurer: Miss Lowther 
Provisional Hon. Secretary: 

Cluntagh, near Ryde, Isle of
KENT.

BECKENHAM—
Provisional Hon.

Kingswood. The 
CANTERBURY—

HAMPSHIRE.
BASINGSTOKE AND DISTRICT—

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

Basingstoke.
Basingstoke Town (Sub-Branch)—

Vice-President: Mrs. Illingworth, Mapledur- 
well.

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

South Farnborough.
Hartley Wintney (Sub-Branch)— 

Vice-President: Miss Millard.
Minley, Yateley, and Hawley (Sub-Branch)— 
Vice-President • Mrs. Laurence Currie, Milney

Manor.
Fleet (Sub-Branch)—

Vice-President: Mrs. Horniblow, The Views, 
Fleet.

All communications to be addressed to Mrs. 
Allnutt. Hazelhurst, Basingstoke.

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.

LYMINGTON—
President: Mrs. Edward Morant.
Chairman: E. H. Pember, Esq., K.C.
Hon. Treasurer: Mr. Taylor.
Hon. Secretary pro tem.: Mrs. Alexander, The 

Old Mansion, Boldre, Lymington, Hants.
NORTH HANTS—

President: Mrs. Gadesden.
Vice-President: Lady Arbuthnot.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Stedman, The Grange, 

Woolton Hill, Newbury.
All communications' to be addressed to Mrs. 

Gadesden, Burley, Woolton Hill, Newbury, 
for the present.

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—

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Burnett.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Craigie, Sil wood 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. ’

Crofton.
Mrs. Perrott, 

Wight.

Secretary: Miss E. Blake, 
Avenue, Beckenham, Kent.

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. Secretary: 
Goudhurst.

HAWKHURST— 
President: Mrs. 
Hon. Secretary:

Mrs. Fitzhugh, Grove Place,

Frederic Harrison.
Miss Patricia Baker, Delmon

den Grange, Hawkhurst.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Beauchamp Tower.
All communications to be sent to Mrs. Frederic 

Harrison, Elm Hill, Hawkhurst, for the 
present.

Sandhurst (Sub-Branch)—
President: Mrs. Wilson, Downgate, Sand- 

hurst, Hawkhurst.
President: Mrs. C. Murray Smith.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Fishwick.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Weigall, South wood, 

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—

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

James’ Road, Tunbridge Wells.
LANCASHIRE.

LIVERPOOL AND BIRKENHEAD—
Hon. Treasurer: Miss C. Gostenhofer, 16, Beres

ford Road, Birkenhead.
Organising Secretary pro tem.: John C.

Phillips, Esq., 3, Canning Street, Liverpool.
MANCHESTER—

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

Marriott, Esq.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Henry Simon.
Organising Secretary: W. Wrench Lee, Esq.,

1, Princess Street, Manchester.
Didsbury (Sub-Branch)—

Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Henry Simon, Lawn
■ burst, 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: Mis. G. F. Sugden, 53, 

Church Street, Marple.
Assistant Hon. Secretary: Miss Rayner, 

Stoke Lacy, Marple.
ST. ANNE’S AND FYLDE—

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Banbury.
Hon. Secretary: W. A. Pickup, Esq., 28, St.

Anne’s Road, W.
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, Clapham.
CHELSEA—

President: Lady Hester Carew.
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, 

Dulwich Village.
East Dulwich (Sub-Branch/—

Woodlawn,

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

HAMPSTEAD—
President: Mrs.
Hon. Treasurer:

Hill, N.W.
Hon. Secretary:

Metzler.
Miss Squire, 27, Marlborough

Mrs. Talbot Kelly, 96, Fellows
Road.

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

Frognal.
NORTH-EAST HAMPSTEAD—

President: Mrs. Cowley.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Van Ingen Winter, M.D., 

Ph.D., 31, Parliament Hill Mansions.
KENNINGTON—

President: Mrs. Darlington.
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. Soc.: Mrs. de L’Hdpitai, 159, High 

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

bers of the Branch, or inquirers, oil Tuesday 
mornings, 11—1. Owing to the extension of the 
work in Fulham, no office will be opened in 
Kensington as yet.
MARYLtBONE (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 Countess of 

Ancaster.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Carson Roberts.
Joint Hon. Secretaries': Mrs. Moberly Bell 

Mrs. Markham, 10, Queen Street, Mayfair.PADDINGTON— 1
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

UPPER NORWOOD AND ANERLEY— 
President: 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. Treasurers and Hon. Secretaries: Miss 

Stephenson and Miss L. E. Cotesworth, 
Caxton House, Tothill Street, S.W.
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MIDDLESEX.
EALING—

President :
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 Miss 

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

FORD PARK—
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.

MONMOUTHSHIRE.
NEWPORT—

Hon. Secretary: Miss Prothero, Malpas Court.
NORTHUMBERLAND.

N EWCASTLE-ON-TYNE-
Hon. Secretary: Miss Noble, Jesmond Dene 

House, Newcastle-on-Tyne.

NOTTINGHAMSHIRE.
NOTTINGHAM AND NOTTS—

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

Boulevard.
OXFORDSHIRE.

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

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

Hon. Secretary: Miss Dickins.

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 tom.:

Thomas Perren, Esq., Park Road, Bridgwater.
WESTON-SUPER-MARE—

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

House, Weston-super-Mare.

SUFFOLK.
SOUTHWOLD—

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

WOODBRIDGE—
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: Miss Margaret Powell, Good, 

wyns Place, Dorking.
EPSOM—;

President: The Dowager Countess of Ellesmere
Joint Hon. Treasurers: Mrs. Godfrey Lambert.

Woodcote, Esher; Mrs. Lawson, Brackenlea, 
Esher. ‘

Hon. Secretary: Miss Fitzgerald, Lamas Cot
tage, Esher.

GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT—
President: Miss Onslow.
Hon. Treasurer: Admiral Tudor.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Carter, 15, Wodeland 

Road, Guildford.
KEW—

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

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

Mount Ararat Road, Richmond.
S HOTT ERM ILL—

Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. R. S. Whiteway.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. H. Beveridge, Pitfold, | 

Shottermill, Haslemere.
REIGATE AND REDHILL—

Hon. Treasurer: Alfred F. Mott, Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: Reigate— Mrs. Rundall, West

View, Reigate; Redhill— Mrs. Frank E.
Lemon. Hillcrest. Redhill

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

Walton Road, Miss Heald, Southlands, Wey- 
bridge.

WIMBLEDON—
President: Lady Constance Monro.
Vice-President: The Hon. Mrs. Maxwell Scott.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. T. H. Lloyd.
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’Avig- 

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

Road, Brighton.
EASTBOURNE—

Hon. Treasurer and Secretary : Miss I. Turner,
1, Hardwick Road, Eastbourne.

EAST GRINSTEAD—
President: Lady Musgrave.

HASTINGS AND DISTRICT—
Chairman of Committee: Mrs. Pinckney.
Hon. Treasurer: Stephen Spicer, Esq.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Madam 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.
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— i

Vice-Presidents: The Lady Calthorpe; Lady 
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, 109, Colmore

Row, Birmingham.

WILTSHIRE.
SALISBURY -

President: Lady Tennant, Wilsford Manor. 
Salisbury.

Hon Treasurer:
Hon. Secretary :

WORCESTERSHIRE.
MALVERN—

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

WORCESTER—
Presldent: 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—
Hon. Treasurer: E "
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Walker, 18, Belvoir Street, 

Hull.
LEEDS—

President: The Countess of Harewood.
Chairman: Mrs. Frank Gott.
Hon. Treasurer: Miss E. M. Lupton.
Hon. Secretary: Miss Gabrielle Butler, St.

Ann’s, Burley, Leeds.
District Secretaries: Miss H. McLaren, 151.

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

MIDDLESBORO'—
President: Mrs. Hedley.
Hon. Secretary: Mrs. Gjers, Busby Hall, 

Carl ton-in-Cle veland, North all erton.
SCARBOROUGH—

Chairman: Mrs. Daniel.
Hon. Treasurer: James Bayley, Esq.
Hon. Secretaries: Clerical, Mlss Mackarness, 

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

SHEFFIELD—
Vice-Presidents: The Lady Edmund Talbot, 

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

Kenwood Park Road.
Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Arthur Balfour,

" Arcadia,” Endcliffe, Sheffield; Mrs. Munns,
Mayville, Ranmoor Park Road, Sheffield.

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

The Mount, Whitby.
YORK—

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

Dringhouses, York.

IRELAND.
DUBLIN—

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

Clyde Road, Dublin.
Asst. Hon. Secretaries: Miss C. H. Pollock and 

Miss Dickson,
Secretary: Miss A F. Morton, 5, South Anne 

Street, Dublin.

Scotland.
THE SCOTTISH NATIONAL 
ANTI-SUFFRAGE LEAGUE.

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

race, Edinburgh.
Hon. Secretary : Miss Gemmell, 3, Deanpark 

Crescent, Edinburgh.
BRANCHES:

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

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

President: The Marchioness of Tweeddale. •
Vice-President: The Countess of Dalkeith.
Chairman: Mrs. Stirling Boyd.
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. Paterson.
Joint Hon. Secretaries: Mrs. Johnston, 19. 

Walker Street; Miss Kemp, 6, Western Ter- 
race. Murrayfield, Edinburgh.

GLASGOW—
President: The Duchess of Hamilton.
Chairman of Committee: Mrs. John M. McLeod
Hon. Treasurer: Mrs. David Blair.
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—

Acting Hon. Secretary: Austin Harries, Esq., 
Glantaf. Taff Embankment, Cardiff.

NORTH WALES (No. 1.)—
1 President: Mrs. Cornwallis West.


