











THE SUFFRAGETTE SPIRIT

by
CERALDINE LENNOX.

In her opening remarks the Chairman, Mrs. Una Duval,
referred to the work of Suffragettes during the War and to
the wonderful comradeship which has survived all vicissitudes.
Mpys. Duval gave a brief account of the fellowship and em-
phasized the value from a historical point of view of collecting
the records of the militant suffrage movement.

When the giving of this lecture was summarily thrust
upon me by Edith How-Martyn, the idea was that I should
give, from my own experience, some incidents and impres-
sions of days in the Militant Suffrage Movement.

A title to cover the subject was difficult to arrive at, as
anything of a personal nature was to be deprecated, and after
many suggestions had been made and turned down, that of
“ The Suffragette Spirit” was adopted, but it changed the
character of the lecture.

To the uninitiated it may scem a sorry title, dealing with
a something that is dead and gone. I shall have failed
miserably if, at the close of this evening, you, my audience,
have not glimpsed something of the greatness of that spirit
and realise how essential that same spirit is to-day.

The word ‘ Suffragette” was first coined by the Daily
Mail in the early days of militancy, and was meant to be a
term of derision. We, who remain, knowing how much it
stood for to us, retain it, and are proud to do so.

The Suffragette Spirit! What was it? It was an un-
swerving loyalty to an ideal—the political emancipation of
womanhood, with all that that implied; obedience to leaders;
a thorough discipline and denial of self, with all its petty
weaknesses; a sharing of work and hardships and a magnifi-
cent enthusiasm which made all loss and suffering of no
account. It was a spirit that would not sit down under in-
justice—a spirit that meant to get things done,

This spirit lay dormant in the hearts of many women all
over the country. It took one woman, Emmeline Pankhurst,
to light the spark which, to quote Mr, Baldwin’s words on the
day he unveiled her statue, “ Set the heather on fire.”

[In preparing this lecture I must acknowledge my indebtedness to
the late Mrs. C. C. Stopes, whose book “British Freewomen” has
supplied much valuable and interesting matter.]
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The women and girls were glad to avail themselves of the
opportunity to talk over their troubles with a Woman
Registrar and many were the dreadful stories she listened
to. Little girls of thirteen often came to register the births
of their babies, illegitimate of course. In a number of these
cases she found that the child’s own father or some other
near male relation was responsible for her state. There was
nothing that could be done in most cases.

During her term of office a very young mother of an
illegitimate child neglected her baby and it died. She was
tried for murder and sentenced to death. A sentence after-
wards commuted, but this experience led Mrs. Pankhurst to
feel that if civilisation was to advance at all in the future it
would only be through the help of women; women freed of
their political shackles, women with full power to work their
will in society.

In 1900 she was asked to stand as a candidate for the
Manchester School Board.

Here, she found that the women cared a great deal more
about their work and took more interest in the children than
did the men. Yet the men were paid more and did less than
the women teachers.

But instead of seeing this and realising how important
it was that women should have more power in education the
Parliament of 1900 actually passed a law which took education
in England entirely out of the hands of women and placed
it in the hands of the Municipalities. School Boards were
abolished altogether and the corporations had full control of
both elementary and secondary education, but the law allowed
the corporations to co-opt at least one woman. Manchester
co-opted four of whom Mrs. Pankhurst was one.

On the strong recommendation of the Labour Party Mrs.
Pankhurst was appointed to the Committee on Technical
Instruction. The one woman admitted to this Committee.

She found that in the Manchester Technical College
which was supposed to be the second best in Europe, spending
thousands of pounds annually for technical training, that
practically no training was provided for women. Even in
classes where thev might easily have been admitted, such
as the confectionery and bakery classes, they were kept out
becausc the men’s trade unions objected to them being edu-
cated for such skilled work.

“ Tt was,” she says, “ rapidly becoming clear to my mind
that men regarded women as a servantclass in the community
and that women were going to remain in that class unless
they lifted themselves out of it.” She began to be desperate
and asked herself many times what was to be done.

One day when talking over the matter with her daughters,
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Christabel startled her mother with the remark, “ How long
you women have been trying for the vote. For my part, I
mean to get it.”

hinking over this Mrs. Pankhurst wondered was there
any difference between trying for the vote and getting it.
Then occurred to her the idea of linking up the older suffrage
workers with the young unwearied ones, and after that she
and her daughters sought a way to bring this union about.

A couple of years later Susan B. Anthony visited Man-
chester. Christabel Pankhurst, who met her, was deeply
impressed by this venerable reformer and was filled with
sorrow and indignation that such a splendid worker for
humanity seemed destined to die without sceing the hopes of
her lifetime realised. Speaking about it Miss Pankhurst
remarked, “ It is unendurable to think of another generation
of women wasting their lives begging for the vote. We must
not lose any more time. We must act.”

That declaration was the first stone laid in the foundation
of the W.S.P.U. in 1903.

In 1905 another suffrage bill was before the House—the
first for eight years—and the second reading was set down
for Friday, 13th May. It was deliberately ““ talked out” by
spinning out the debate on the Roadway Lighting Bill with
silly jokes and foolish stories, Members of the Commons
listened to this insulting performance with laughter and
applause. So low had the majority of British politicians sunk.

Women waiting in the Strangers’ Lobby, hearing what
was happening, were indignant. Mrs. Pankhurst, who was
present, seized the opportunity and called on the women to
come and hold a protest meeting outside. They did, and Mrs.
Wolstenholm Elmy, one of the oldest suffrage workers in
England, began to speak. Immediately the police arrived and
dispersed them, but the meeting was held in Broad Sanctuary.
The women adopted a resolution condemning the Govern-
ment’s action in allowing a small minority to talk out the
bill. The police this time only took their names.

This was the first militant act of the Union.

Shortly after that Miss Pankhurst and Miss Annic
Kenney asked a question at Sir Edward Grey’s meeting in

Manchester, the question was handed round from one to the
ther on the platform and laughed over and ignored.

Annie Kenney, indignant, jumped to her feet and shouted
out, “ Will the Liberal Government give votes to women?”
Immediately there was uproar and she and Miss Pankhurst
were flung out of the hall. They held a meeting of protest
outside, were arrested, and tried. Annie Kenney was fined
five shillings or three days in prison. Christabel Pankhurst
ten shillings or one week in prison; both chose prison.
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