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Fulham's New Council

The Ratepayers'
Decision:
Progressives
placed in power

Roads slimy with mud and an
atmosphere unpleasantly damp - in
fact, the weather one of London's
typical autumnal days - are hardly
sufficient to account for the lack of
interest in local politics which seemed
to prevail in most of the wards in the
borough of Fulham on Thursday, the
polling day for the new Council.

Even the opportunity of making a
clean sweep of the members of the
much abused and now defunct Vestry
was not enough to rouse the
ratepayers as a whole to a sense of
dignity of the occasion.

The fact that in local elections the
franchise is extended to all ratepayers
of either sex certainly makes the
polling booths on such occasions
rather more interesting from the
point of view of a male onlooker than
at the more prosaic Parliamentary
contests.

Still, even with the stimulus, slow
polling is dispiriting. The ladies, by
the way, turned up in large numbers
at several of the stations on
Thursday, though there can be no
doubt that once more "shyness" kept
more than one good-looking candi-
date without his due quota of votes.

The candidates on both sides
mustered a good show of vehicles
which became very busy towards
evening, when the polling at all the
booths was far brisker than earlier in
the day.

In many cases the members
themselves did not disdain the office
of coachman in return for that which
cannot be purchased for money on
election day - a vote.

The Sands End ward was more alive
to the situation in this respect, as in
other details of the election, than
most of the divisions in the borough.

after five o'clock, and from what we
were able to gather, the number of
illiterates who voted during the
evening was unusually large.

The rush of the working men to the
poll was not noticed in any similar
degree in the other wards, in one or
two of which there was an unvarying
"slump" throughout the twelve hours.
There was nothing noticeable, far less
remarkable, in the methods employed
by the candidates to obtain the
suffrages of the ratepayers.

Yankee electioneering is evidently
distasteful to Fulham. Portrait cards
were the chief mode of advertisement
in the majority of cases. Both
Conservatives and Progressives, being
evidently assured of the purity of
their motives, had not been afraid of
what the science of physiognomy can
reveal, quite apart from the wish to
elicit from any fair voter the remark
attributed by a speaker at a recent
meeting to a member of the weaker
sex after glancing at one of these
pictorial advertisements, "Why, what
a smart set of men!"

The poetical genius of Fulham seems
to have exhausted itself in a supreme
effort at the Parliamentary election a
few weeks distant. There were many
fewer rhyming catch words or
mottoes and, as far as we are aware,
no attempt at organised versifying. It
must be admitted, however, that in
the Walham ward the Conservative
candidates pinned their faith on the
lines "The heroes of the day, make
them victors in the fray" - having the
advantage at least of brevity, if not
any particular suggestiveness. And in
this they may be said to have typified
the election as a whole from a
journalistic standpoint.

Some Points Of Interest

There were one or two points of
interest in the conduct of the election
which attracted notice outside local
circles. One of these was a bill issued
by the Conservative Party appealing
to the rate-payers not to 'make any
pro-Boer or Little Englander a
member."”

Nothing could very well have been
more explicit as a definition of the
lines on which those in power
amongst the party wished the election
to be run. Another Conservative
poster conjured the electors to
remember Radical extravagance"
whilst the Progressives in their leaflet
made a similar charge against their
opponents, at the same time
producing figures in support of their
charge.

The main point, however, over which
the parties found themselves at
daggers drawn was the assumption by
the old Moderate Party of the title of
Conservative.

"Progress, not politics" was the
pointed motto of the Progressive
candidates; "the Conservative Party
more especially condemn it" - the
introduction of party polities into
local elections - was the assertion of
the other side.

The Vestry scandals, which were the
subject of a pamphlet issued by the
Progressives, were a weapon used
with some success against the
Conservatives who, in reply, sent
forth a vigorous appeal on behalf of
"local liberty, progress and patriot-
ism," whilst refraining from any
specific attack on their opponents.
The three-cornered fight in the
Margravine ward, where three Inde-

pendent candidates - Mr Merry (a
later Vestryman), Dr Cooney,
(formerly medical officer of health),
and Mr Baxter - were running, was
one of the most interesting of the
battle.

The Counting Of The Votes. Result Of
The Poll. Victory Of The Progressives

The votes were, as usual, counted in
the large hall of the Fulham Town
Hall, last (Thursday) evening. The
opinion was expressed on all hands
that in consequence of the heavy poll
the result could scarcely be made
known until after one o'clock.

So expeditiously, however, did Mr
Percy Shuter, the returning officer,
and his efficient staff work, that the
result was made known shortly after
midnight.

Nearly all the candidates, with their
agents, were present, Dr Cooney being
a noteworthy exception. There were
very few incidents at the counting
worth recording.

Perhaps one of the most amusing
countenances to study was that of Mr
F. Winfield, who was looking over the
shoulders of those who had secured
seats in front of the counters. Mr
Winfield was more sanguine than any
of his colleagues at the commence-
ment of the count but as he saw his
chances dwindling away the radiances
on his face gradually gave way to a
look of despondency, until he looked
as if he would leave the room in
disgust.

Mr Spencer Lawrenson, genial "copy
maker," entered the room later in the
evening when the defeat of the
Moderates was generally accepted. He
met Mr Frank Adams with his usual
beam, but on noticing that
gentleman's look of disappointment
his smile flew from him, and we
believe he felt glad he had not stood
as a candidate.

Mr O'Brien seemed to have been the
most confident on the Progressive
side, and he expressed the opinion
that his side would secure a majority
before the count. The voting in most
cases was very close, and the
Progressives ran well together, as will
be seen in the figures. In the Lillie
ward Mr Appleby (P) and Mr Mallons
(M) tied, each securing 838 votes. The
matter was decided by lot, and the
Clark drew the name of Mr Appleby,
the Progressive.
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Hammersmith Council

Lack of incident
at the polling
booths

As far as incident is concerned
probably yesterday's poll has scarcely
any equal - it was, in fact, utterly
devoid of anything noteworthy. A
representative of this journal made a
tour of the various booths but he
found that very little interest was
being taken in the election.

From eight until eleven, the electors
sauntered into the stations in ones
and twos, and often five minutes
would elapse without a single vote
being cast, the natural sequence being
that the presiding officers and clerks
were almost driven mad from lack of
excitement. Between twelve and one
the voters appeared in fairly large
numbers, but again in the afternoon
things were very quiet.

As usual, between six and eight a
large number of votes were cast, but
altogether the poll was a very light
one,

Probably the weather, to a certain
extent, accounted for this. In some of
the wards a large number of lady
voters attended, in spite of the rain.

In the Ravenscourt and Grove ward
the great interest was taken, and the
poll at the St John's National Schools
was rather heavy.

Whilst speaking of the booth we
would like to refer the powers that be
to the disgraceful manner in which
the entrances to this station are
lighted in the evening. Voters have to
enter by a dark passage from
Glenthorne Road, and their way to
the station in dimly lighted by one or
two common candles,

The householders have the greatest
reason to complain in this respect as
they have to pass round to the other
side of the building. We certainly
hope something will be done before
another election takes place to
obviate this great inconvenience.

At the Flora Gardens Polling Stations
the bill distributors of the various
candidates were continually having
heated arguments, but it went no
farther.

A little excitement was caused at the
St Paul's station at the close of the
polls. It only wanted two or three
minutes to eight when several voters
were observed coming out of the
darkness around the cab rank. The
various agents rushed for them with
handbills and cries of "Vote for
Green," Vote for Spratly' etc. The
police were obliged to intervene or
the voters would have been unable to
get into the booth at all.

Just before the Parish clock struck
the last man rushed up and in his
excitement he nearly knocked the
hereditary King of Egypt and Wales,
otherwise Professor Spratly, who was
standing near the booth, into the mud.
Happily he darted to one side just in
time, and the gentleman registered his
vote.

There was a lack of carriages on all
sides. The Independent candidates for

the Grove and Ravenscourt ward,
Messrs Bush, Cooper, Hunt, Jarvis,
Jennings and Jones, utilised one of
Mr Hunt's removal vans for advert-
isement purposes. This was gaily
bedecked with Union Jacks around
the addresses of the candidates.

Messrs. Dean, White and Lord (No. 6
ward) advertised themselves by
means of a motor car, which did not
strike terror into the hearts of
pedestrians. The car was driven at the
rate of about two miles an hour.

Mr E.J. Nevill toured the ward on a
cycle which was covered with his
name and those of his colleagues, and
a grand display of mud.

Mr W. Elliott worked arduously in the
three northern wards driving the
electors, principally ladies, to the poll
in a brougham. With Mr Elliott the
fight seemed to be one between North
and South, if we may judge from the
handbill which he issued "on his own
responsibility," to use one of Cliff
Ryland's phrases.

Mr Touseau Parris worked exceed-
ingly hard, and he could always be
found at one of the No.l polling
stations.

Mr Green's agents were very
prominent, and one could see their
huge green rosettes at a considerable
distance.

We notice that Mr Dan Leno, who is
at the Palace of Varieties this week,
has been supporting Mr Acton
Phillips, of the Lyric Opera House.
Would it not have also been
appropriate if he had advertised Mr
Green by means of his well-known
song of that name?

Mr Green's name was kept
prominently before the ratepayers by
means of being advertised on a
furniture van, which paraded the
streets. On this a Royal Standard
floated.




Fulham Borough

Baron's Court
1900 electorate %turnout 2,235 443
Job Walborn Mod 656 73.9
William A.G. Woods Mod 645 72.6
Edward G. Easton Mod 638 718
Stephen J. Parker Mod 635 715
Robert Harris Mod 633 713
Edward J. Scriven Mod 590 66.4
John H. Greenwood Prog 272 30.6
Frederick J. Maw Prog 262 29.5
Albert. Parfitt Prog 255 28.7
Joseph D. Hockins Prog 251 28.3
John H. Palmer Prog 251 28.3
Walter Colbert Prog 240 27.0
Maj 384 433 @
373 420@
366 412 e
363 409 @
361 40.7 @
318 3580
Hurlingham
1900 electorate %turnout 1,524 513
James M. Littleboy Mod 495 65.9
John P. Mobbs Mod 474 63.1
Arthur H. Dabbs Mod 471 62.7
John A. Curtis Prog 288 38.3
Charles Thomas Prog 276 36.8
William Richardson Prog 249 33.2
Maj 207 2760
186 248 @
183 244 @
Lillie
1900 electorate %turnout 3,474 535
Edward J. Lee Prog 891 53.5
Thomas Whiteley Prog 875 525
Alfred J. Warner Prog 874 525
Ambrose J. Abery Prog 855 51.3
Henry J. Jones Mod 848 50.9
Arthur Appleby Prog 838 50.3
Charles Mallons Mod 838 50.3
James W. Barker Mod 821 49.3
Frank Taylor Prog 809 48.6
Robert Gibbs Mod 790 47.4
Joseph J. Codrington Mod 784 47.1
Henry P. Squire Mod 768 46.1
Maj 53 3.2
37 22
36 22
17 10
39 230
0 0.0

Margravine
1900 electorate %turnout 2,272 48.1
John E. Cooney Ind 586 65.4
George McArthur Prog 357 39.8
Arthur Cook Mod 354 39.5
Walter Atkinson Mod 349 39.0
Edward Varge Mod 292 32.6
Arthur O'Connor Prog 281 314
Henry J. Farnfield Prog 265 29.6
Henry Baxter Ind 152 17.0
Nathan Merry Ind 52 5.8
Indmaj 237 264
Prog maj 8 0.8
Modmaj 73 81le
Munster
1900 electorate %turnout 3,783 424
Jeremiah O'Brien Prog 901 57.6
Robert W. Black Prog 882 56.4
Ernest Avern Prog 833 53.3
William J. Phillips Prog 746 47.7
Benjamin Gillbanks Prog 745 47.6
Henry Budd Prog 733 46.9
Thomas C. Beales Mod 675 43.2
Frederick Winfield Mod 550 35.2
George A. Fleche Mod 544 34.8
Ernest J. Rix Mod 504 322
Arthur Williams Mod 497 318
Henry C. Newman Mod 491 314
Thomas P. Cooke Ind Prog 214 13.7
Maj 226 144
207 13.2
158 10.1
71 45
70 44
58 3.7
Town
1900 electorate %turnout 2,176 525
Henry W. Williams Mod 520 42.2
John P.Flew Jr. Mod 507 411
Charles F. Hawker Mod 496 40.2
Ernest A. Whitehouse Prog 405 328
Henry Moore Prog 385 31.2
Albert James Prog 354 28.7
Joseph H. Meyer Ind Mod 344 27.9
Maj 115 94 @
102 83e
91 74 @




Sands End

Walham
1900 electorate %turnout 1,994 48.1
Peter Lawson Prog 612 65.9
Timothy Davies Prog 603 64.9
William R. Sayer Prog 596 64.2
Frank Boyton Mod 354 38.1
Thomas W. Kingham Mod 311 33.5
Henry J. Norris Mod 310 334
Maj 831 322
769 29.8
745 28.8

1900 electorate %turnout 3,572 49.4
Alfred E. Baxter Prog 983 58.1
Thomas Oakey Prog 931 55.0
Charles W. Steel Prog 920 54.3
William C. Serjeant Prog 828 48.9
R.Davies Prog 823 48.6
John B. Rosevear Prog 799 47.2
Frank Adams Mod 646 38.2
James Nichols Mod 639 37.7
Henry G. Crew Mod 605 35.7
Henry Norris Mod 581 34.3
Henry H. Busby Mod 529 31.2
George Andrews Mod 494 29.2
George Mills Ind Mod 170 10.0
John L. Page Ind Prog 60 3.5
Maj 337 19.9

285 16.8

274 16.1

182 10.7

177 104

153 9.0




Hammersmith Borough

Brook Green and St Matthew's

1900 electorate %turnout 3,507 34.4
Alfred White Mod 746 71.2
James Chamberlen Mod 738 70.5
Alfred Cockerell Mod 737 70.4
John Howell Mod 722 68.9
George R. Earsdon Mod 706 67.4
Ransom T. Hamilton Mod 676 64.5
Thomas Bendon Mod 666 63.6
Thomas Martindil Mod 665 63.5
Harry L. Simpson Mod 662 63.2
Norman W. Shairp Prog 407 38.9
George Gentle Prog 357 34.1
Arthur Norris Prog 352 33.6
Edward W. Kirby Prog 345 32.9
Richard Cotter Prog 341 32.6
George Farr Prog 333 318
Hubert James Prog 333 318
Andrew Macrae Prog 331 31.6
Walter J. Kinton Prog 309 29.5

Maj 339 3230

331 3160

330 315e

315 300e@

299 2850

269 2560

259 247 @

258 246 @

255 2430

College Park and Latimer

1900 electorate %turnout 1,495 520
Henry R.D. Hooper Mod 444 51.3
Thomas Morris Ind 344 39.7
Thomas Rutter Mod 311 35.9
G. Payne Mod 264 30.5
G. Murfitt Prog 205 23.7
E. Neville Prog 199 23.0
E.Norris Prog 143 16.5

Maj 239 2760
80 9.2

106 122 e

River
1900 electorate %turnout 2,455 50.7
Charles Pascall Mod 575 52.9
Thomas Chamberlen Mod 569 524
Sir William B. Richmond Prog 558 514
James J.R. Green Ind 548 50.4
Thomas H. Currie Mod 443 40.8
Philip Harris Prog 423 38.9
Joseph M. Levy Mod 420 38.7
Arthur Atkinson Mod 411 37.8
Touzeau Parris Prog 385 354
William J. Searle Mod 378 34.8
Alfred Neville Prog 375 34.5
John Bullock Prog 362 33.3
Joseph Briggs Prog 347 31.9
T. Cordingley Ind 164 15.1
F. Wright Ind 149 13.7
E. Faux Ind 136 12.5
G.Hand Ind 102 9.4
W. Spratley Ind 53 4.9
Mod Maj 190 175e
184 170e
138 12.7
Indmaj 128 11.7
58 54e
3 0.2
St Stephen's
1900 electorate %turnout 1,227 447
John Glasier Mod 299 47.3
Alfred J. Hopkins Mod 275 43.5
Job Boarder Mod 231 36.5
Joseph Apsey Ind 211 334
William Lloyd Prog 186 294
Charles H. Matthews Prog 139 220
Daniel M. Jenkins Prog 134 21.2
Maj 88 139e
64 10.1e
20 31le
Wormbholt
1900 electorate %turnout 1,592 41.8
Samuel R. Pomeroy Mod 372 59.6
Owen Coker Mod 371 59.5
Edward W. Scolding Mod 367 58.8
J.Dean Prog 257 41.2
W. Lord Prog 255 40.9
John White Prog 250 40.1
Maj 115 184 e
114 183 @
110 176 @




Starch Green The Grove and Ravenscourt

1900 electorate %turnout 2,608 394 1900 electorate %turnout 3,520 47.5
William A. Davidson Prog 561 62.0 Walter Tomes Prog 693 45.3
Thomas Hodgson Mod 530 58.6 Edmund C. Rawlings Prog 679 44.4
John Andrews Mod 489 54.0 Acton Phillips Mod 629 41.1
Ellis Davies Mod 477 52.7 Charles E. Beal Prog 607 39.7
Charles C.Cramp Mod 464 51.3 Charles Johnson Mod 584 38.2
Arthur Norris Prog 452 49.9 Fred A. Edwards Prog 567 371
William E.F. Crooke Prog 446 49.3 Octavius Coleman Mod 529 34.6
W. Cubbitt Mod 443 49.0 Norman W. Shairp Prog 529 34.6
Charles L. Stewart Mod 416 46.0 Alfred Ebbs Mod 511 334
Thomas J. Cole Prog 402 44.4 William Williams Mod 506 33.1
Robert H. Edwards Prog 386 42.6 Richard Staton Prog 504 32.9
Frederick G. Kerr Prog 364 40.2 Charles R. Cross Mod 504 32.9
Maj 118 130 James Hunt Ind 466 30.5
84 93@ F.Bush Ind 446 29.1
43 47 @ G. Jarvis Ind 405 26.5
31 34 Richard P. Jones Ind 377 24.6
18 14 @ A. Cooper Ind 344 225
9 0.9 Daniel Jennings Ind 301 19.7
Maj 164 10.7
150 9.8

100 650
78 5.1
38 25

55 36@

Summary of election results

Fulham Year Elec %Poll Mod Ind Ind Mod Ind Prog
Baron's Court 1900 2,235 44.3 71.3 28.7

Hurlingham 1900 1,524 51.3 63.9 36.1

Lillie 1900 3,474 535 48.5 515

Margravine 1900 2,272 48.1 37.0 33.6 294

Munster 1900 3,783 424 34.7 51.6 13.7
Sands End 1900 3,572 494 344 521 10.0 3.5
Town 1900 2,176 52.5 41.2 30.9 27.9

Walham 1900 1,994 48.1 35.0 65.0

Hammersmith Year Elec %Poll Mod Ind Ind Mod Ind Prog
Brook Green and St Matthew's 1900 3,507 34.4 67.0 33.0

College Park and Latimer 1900 1,495 52.0 39.2 211 39.7

River 1900 2,455 50.7 42.9 37.6 17.6

St Stephen's 1900 1,227 44.7 424 24.2 334

Starch Green 1900 2,608 394 51.9 48.1

The Grove and Ravenscourt 1900 3,520 47.5 355 39.0 255

Wormbholt 1900 1,592 41.8 59.3 40.7



Councillors’ majorities

Fulham

1. Arthur Appleby Lillie 0.0
2. George McArthur Margravine 0.8
3. Ambrose J. Abery Lillie 17 10
4. Alfred J. Warner Lillie 36 22
5. Thomas Whiteley Lillie 37 22
6. eHenryJones Lillie 39 23
7. Edward Lee Lillie 53 32
8. Henry Budd Munster 58 3.7
9. Benjamin Gillbanks Munster 70 44
10. e William Phillips Munster 71 45
11. e Arthur Cook Margravine 73 8.1
12. e JohnB.Rosevear Sands End 153 9.0
13. e ErnestAvern Munster 158 10.1
14. o Robert Davies Sands End 177 104
15. e William C. Sergeant Sands End 182 10.7
16. o Robert W. Black Munster 207 132
17. e Jeremiah O'Brien Munster 226 144
18. o Charles W. Steel Sands End 274 161
19. e Thomas Oakey Sands End 285 16.8
20. o Alfred Baxter Sands End 337 199
21. e Charles Hawker Town 760 23.0
22. eJohnFlew Town 774 234
23. e Henry Williams Town 775 235
24. e Arthur Dabbs Hurlingham 183 244
25. e John Mobbs Hurlingham 186 24.8
26. e John Cooney Margravine 237 264
27. e James Littleboy Hurlingham 207 27.6
28. o William Sayers Walham 745 28.8
29. o Timothy Davies Walham 769 29.8
30. o Peter Lawson Walham 831 322
31. e Edward Scriven Baron'sCourt 318 35.8
32. e Robert Harris Baron'sCourt 361 40.7
33. e Stephen Parker Baron's Court 363 40.9
34. e Edward Easton Baron'sCourt 366 41.2
35. e William Woods BaronsCourt 373 420
36. e JobWalborn Baron'sCourt 384 43.3

Hammersmith

1 Philip Harris River 0.2
2 Arthur Norris Starch Green 9 09
3. eCharlesCramp Starch Green 18 14
4 Frederick Edwards The Grove 38 25
5. e JobBoarder St Stephen's 20 31
6. e Edmund Davies Starch Green 31 34
7. eCharles Johnson The Grove 55 36
8. eJohnAndrews Starch Green 43 47
9 Charles Beal The Grove 78 5.1
10. e Thomas Currie River 58 54
11. e Acton Phillips The Grove 100 6.5
12. e Thomas Morris College Park 80 92
13. e Thomas Hodgson Starch Green 84 93
14. o Edmund Rawlings The Grove 150 9.8
15. e Alfred Hopkins St Stephen's 64 10.1
16. o Walter Tomes The Grove 164 10.7
17. e James Green River 128 117
18. e Thomas Rutter College Park 106 12.2
19. e William Richmond River 138 12.7
20. e William Davidson StarchGreen 118 13.0
21. e John Glasier St Stephen's 88 139
22. e Thomas Chamberlen River 184 170
23. e Charles Pascall River 190 175
24. e Edward Scolding Wormbholt 110 17.6
25. @ Owen Coker Wormholt 114 183
26. e Samuel Pomeroy Wormbholt 115 184
27. eHarrySimpson Brook Green 255 24.3
28. e Thomas Martil Brook Green 258 24.6
29. e Thomas Bendon Brook Green 259 247
30. e Ransom Hamilton Brook Green 269 25.6
31. e HenryHooper College Park 239 27.6
32. e George Earsdon Brook Green 299 285
33. e JohnHowell Brook Green 315 30.0
34. e Alfred Cockerell Brook Green 330 315
35. eJames Chamberlen Brook Green 331 31.6
36. e Alfred White Brook Green 339 323



Breakdown of results

Shepherds Bush
1900 Electorate 6,952 | Votes
%Turnout 445 | Votes%
Councillors
Candidates

Ind Mod

1,645 1,209 211 0
53.7 39.4 6.9 0.0
12 2 1 0

15 15 1 0

Ind Prog

3,065
100.0
15
31

College Park and Latimer, St Stephen's, Starch Green, Wormholt

Hammersmith Ind Mod
1900 Electorate 9,482 | Votes 1,950 1,658 548 0
%Turnout 442 | Votes% 46.9 39.9 13.2 0.0
Councillors 14 6 1 0

Candidates 21 21 12 0

Ind Prog

4,156
100.0
21
53

Brook Green and St Matthew's, River, The Grove and Ravenscourt

North Fulham Ind Mod
1900 Electorate 11,764 | Votes 2,533 2,421 586 0
%Turnout 47.1 | Votes% 440 42.1 10.2 0.0
Councillors 8 12 1 0

Candidates 21 21 3 0

Ind Prog
214
3.7

5,754
100.0
21
46

Baron's Court, Lillie, Margravine, Munster

South Fulham Ind Mod Ind Prog
1900 Electorate 9,266 | Votes 2,015 2,288 0 514 60 4,877
%Turnout 50.3 | Votes% 413 46.9 0.0 10.5 1.2 99.9

Councillors 6 9 0 0 0 15
Candidates 15 15 0 2 1 33

Hurlingham, Town, Sands End, Walham

By-elections 1900-1903

Fulham Borough Hammersmith Borough

Margravine River

Thursday 20 November 1902 Tuesday 19 February 1901

Resignation of ClIr Arthur Cook, Mod Resignation of Cllr Thomas Currie

No change No change

1901 electorate %turnout 1901 electorate %turnout

Walter Atkinson Mod 446 464 + 94 Arthur Atkinson Mod 397 47.5 + 4.6

Emanuel Honey Lab 383 39.9 William J. Smith Ind 261 31.2 +13.6

John H. Greenwood Prog 125 13.0 -20.6 A. Vallancey Prog 178 21.3 -16.3

Harry Thompson Ind 7 0.7 14.95% swing Prog to Mod Maj 136 16.3

swing incalculable Maj 63 6.5




