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DR. ROOKE’S
ANTILANCET

All who wish to preserve health and thus prolong life, should read 
Dr. Rooke’s Anti-Lancet, or Handy Guide to Domestic Medicine, 
which can be had GRATIS from any Chemist, or POST FREE 
from Dr. Rooke, Scarborough.

Concerning this book, which contains 168 pages, the late eminent 
author, Sheridan Knowles, observed •.—“It will be an incalculable 
boon to every person who can read and think”

WOMEN HOUSEHOLDERS’ DECLARATION.

A desire has been felt to form a record of a permanent kind of the demand of women, otherwise legally qualified, to exercise 
the Parliamentary franchise. When the names of such women are appended to petitions to the House of Commons, they are 
usually mixed up with those of the men and women who are not householders, and when once the petition has been laid on the 
table of the House of Commons the signatures become the property of Parliament, and are no longer accessible for reference. It 
is therefore proposed that women who possess the qualification for the Parliamentary vote should, in addition to signing petitions 
to Parliament, send in their names to be appended to the declaration to be preserved in the offices of the Central Committee of 
the National Society for Women’s suffrage, as a standing protest against the deprivation of the Parliamentary franchise attached 
to the household or property qualification they possess, and a memorial of the desire and demand of women for the suffrage.

The following is the form of declaration, which it is hoped will become a record of permanent historical and political value :— 
‘ We, the undersigned, possessing qualifications which would entitle us, if we were men, to vote in elections for members of 
Parliament, declare that we consider our exclusion from the privilege on the ground of sex an infraction of the principle that 
taxation and representation should go together, and we hereby express our desire for an alteration in the laws, which shall enable 
all women possessing the qualifications now enabling men to vote to exercise the Parliamentary franchise, if they desire so to do.”

All friends are requested to send for forms to collect signatures.
Women householders are invited to write (stating name, address, and qualification, and) authorising their names to be 

attached to the declaration to Miss BECKER, 28, Jackson’s Row, Manchester; or to Miss THORNBURY, Secretary of Central 
Committee, 64, Berners Street, London, W.

APPEAL OF WOMEN IN FRANCE.

La Lanterns, of June 4th, has the following manifesto :—
On nous communique l'appel suivant :—
“Femmes DE FRANCE.—lous les travailleurs des mains et de 

la pensee viennent de s’unir pour protester contre le parti qui 
trouble la paix publique et demander la mise en vigueur des 
lois qui expulsent les jesuites de France.

“Nous, femmes, resterons-nous indiffe rentes? Resterons- 
nous muettes? On nous accuse de faire cause commune avee 
les clerieaux, on nous accuse de les appuyer, d'alimenter leur 
oeiivre de mort. Montrons que nous ne sommes pas avec eux. 
Levons-nous et que d'un bout de la France a l'autre, notre cri 
de protestation soit entendu. Disons bien haut au monde que 
nous voulons la liberte, la lumiere, l'embrassement de tons les 
peuples. Que nous ne voulons donner aux ambitieux, aux rois, 
aux papes, ni nos fils, ni nos fibres, nines maris. Liguons-nous 
pour protester contre le carnage de la guerre. L'Hydre noire 
sera abattue si nous, qu'elle tenait dans ses serves, nous la 
frappons.

“ Femmes de toutes nationalites et de toutes conditions, 
unissons-nous, faisons une grande manifestation pour reclamer 
la paix et la Republique I

“ Mmes. Maria Deraismes, Feutre, veuve Feresse- 
Deraismes, Marie Wattel, A. de Caqueray, 
Marie Besecuit, et Hubertine Auclert.

“ Pour tons les renseignements, s'adresser a Mlle. Hubertine 
Auclert, 4, rue des Deux-Gares."

CROSBY’S
BALSAMIC 

COUGH ELIXIR
is specially recommended by several eminent Physicians, and by Dr. 

ROOKE, Scarborough, Author of the “Anti-Lancet.”

It has been used with the most signal success for Asthma, Bronchitis, 
Consumption, Coughs, Influenza, Consumptive Night Sweats, Spitting of 
Blood, Shortness of Breath, and all Affections of the Throat and Chest.

Sold in Bottles, at 1/9, 4/6, and 11/0 each, by all respectable Chemists, 
and wholesale by JAMES M. CROSBY, Chemist, Scarborough.

ze- Invalids should read Crosby’s Prize Treatise on “ DISEASES OF THE 
LUNGS AND AIR Vessels,” a copy of which can be had GRATIS of all Chemists

TAXATION AND REPRESENTATION.

" A Woman Householder " writes from Hendon, under date 
June 26 th, to the Daily News, asking if it is not a principle of 
the English Constitution that taxation and representation go 
together, and if this principle is not violated by the exclusion 
of women taxpayers from the Parliamentary franchise ? Year 
after year, she says, she has refused the payment of Queen’s 
taxes, and has allowed her goods to be distrained, The process 
has just been repeated, and her things had been put up by 
auction that day (Tuesday). She wonders how much longer 
it will be before Parliament is able to perceive the simple fact 
that a man householder and a woman householder, bearing the 
same burdens, are entitled to the same privileges.

The following paragraph is extracted from Mayfair: — 
" More enlightened than even its London model in this country, 
the University of Calcutta has opened its examinations to 
females. They are expected to apply for entrance, and ulti­
mately graduate in such numbers that a separate place has been 
allotted to them, under the supervision of English ladies. This 
is the result of the success of a * dark girl graduate,’ daughter 
of a native Christian clergyman, last year. Educated boys 
demand fairly instructed wives, and a revolution is therefore 
going on just now in Hindoo society in the great centres of 
enlightenment, of which this unanimous and most creditable 
action of the native as well as English members of the Calcutta 
Senatus is one significant proof.” ..
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THE debate on Mr. TREVELYAN'S resolution respecting 
the uniform Parliamentary franchise for boroughs and 
counties affords a fresh illustration of the similarity of the 
arguments urged by the supporters of that measure of 
reform to those employed by the advocates of women’s 
suffrage. Mr. TREVELYAN'S speech, in moving the resolu­
tion, might be transferred almost bodily to a debate on 
women’s suffrage. " As long,” he said, “as a vast grievance 

| affecting more or less three-fifths of the population of the 
I United Kingdom remained undenied and unredressed, 
I there would always be found those who would not be 
I deterred by the fear of being thought tiresome from calling 
I upon the House to make its annual confession that in 

' dealing with the claims of the county householder it did 
not even profess to be guided by those considerations 
which influenced its treatment of all other matters.”

In dealing with the claims of women, Parliament does 
not even profess to be guided by the considerations which 

I influence its treatment of the claims of men. Our case, 
I too, is in point of numbers stronger than that pleaded by 
I Mr. TREVELYAN ; for our grievance affects one-half of the 
I population of the United Kingdom, who are denied, not 
I merely the actual vote, the possession of the legal quali- 
1 fication for which is an accident of circumstances, and 
I affects a comparatively small proportion of their number, 
I but the capacity to exercise the vote when possessed of 
I the qualification, which is a brand of mental and moral 
I incapacity on the whole sex. The House of Commons 
I and the country may rest assured that so long as this 
I grievance remains unredressed, there will always be found 
I men who will not be deterred by the fear of being thought 
■ tiresome from calling upon tbe House to discuss it year 

I by year, and that the portion of the intelligence, industry, 
I and property of the country which is now shut out from 

representation will never cease pressing their claim until 
the justice of the demand is recognised by the Legisla­
ture, and embodied in the institutions of the realm.

Mr. TREVELYAN went on to say that “every fresh 
session of Parliament brought with it a whole crop of 
reasons in favour of the reform which he advocated. 
There was hardly a notice of motion placed on the book
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of the House, there was hardly a Bill laid upon the table, 
which did not sensibly affect that larger portion of our 
population who, standing outside the pale of political 
privilege, saw matters touching their nearest interests and 
their highest sentiments discussed without them and 
arranged for them in an assembly over whose deliberations 
they had no larger influence than if they were inhabitants 
of Kamtschatka." Mr. TREVELYAN asked if the Church 
of England ratepayer in the rural districts was not to be 
asked in what way the burials question should be settled; 
whether the Scotch county householders were to see the 
guardianship of their poor and the management of their 
highways arranged for them without their own consent. 
When the House was discussing the Navy Mutiny Bill, 
would it have been no advantage to it to have been told 
by the representatives of those classes from whom our 
ships are manned whether the punishment of flogging 
was considered by the relatives of our seamen as an 
attractive or deterrent feature in the service ? There was 
no measure affecting our rural population with regard to 
which the House would not be the wiser for knowing the 
wishes and feelings of those for whom it was undertaking 
to legislate.

So we ask, Are the women members of the Church of 
England so indifferent to religious matters that they are 
not to be asked whether the Church is to be disestablished? 
Are the women who are members of Nonconformist bodies 
not worthy to be asked whether their consciences and 
feelings are duly respected and their religious interests 
fairly dealt with under the existing law ? Are the women 
ratepayers who are called upon to contribute their share 
towards the maintenance of the poor, to see the laws affect- 
ing the guardianship of the poor and the bringing up of the 
children of the State settled for them without their own 
consent by laws passed by members who are not responsible 
to them as ratepayers or as citizens 1 When the House 
is discussing the laws respecting the conditions of mar- 
riage and divorce would it be no advantage to it to be 
told by representatives of the class from which wives are 
chosen whether those conditions which involve the loss of 
personal independence and of property, and all other civil
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rights, are an attractive or deterrent feature in the insti- 
tion ? If unmarried women, who have not assented to the 
condition which divests them of civil rights, had a voice 
in determining the conditions of the marriage contract, 
we should not have a woman making the complaint which 
was quoted and endorsed by Lord COLERIDGE in the House 
of Lords, in moving the second reading of the Married 
Women’s Property Bill: " I am sorry to find that the 
woman who lives unmarried with a man has legal rights 
and protection which she loses when she marries.”

With tenfold more reason do we affirm, of the women 
population what Mr. TREVELYAN affirmed of the rural 
population, that “there was no measure affecting them 
with regard to which the House would not be the wiser 
for knowing the wishes and feelings of those for whom it 
was undertaking to legislate,” for men have more know­
ledge of the wishes and feelings of men than they possibly 
can have of those of women. We ask with respect to 
the women population the question which Mr. TREVELYAN 
asked of the rural population, " Were they to have no voice 
in the question of peace or war, or was their part in the 
business for ever to be confined to sending their sons to 
be shot and giving their money to be squandered ?” We 
say with him that " this is not the time when they should 
shrink from asserting the doctrine on which the creed of 
the party was founded, the doctrine that taxation should 
be accompanied by representation. Hon. gentlemen 
opposite, when they were in a minority, had never wearied 
of asserting their conditions and fighting their battles 
under every form of discouragement with a consistency 
that won their respectful admiration. They, too, had 
their share of that national courage and constancy, and he 
trusted that the division would show that Liberal members, 
under every turn of fortune, were resolved on being true 
to Liberal principles.”

Lord Edmond FITZMAURICE, in commenting on the 
observations of Mr. GOLDNEY, used words which are 
exactly applicable to the case of women. He said that 
the hon. member for Chippenham " seemed to think that 
if they wanted to promote the interests of the agricultural 
labourers, the best thing they could do was not to give 
them votes.” This was exactly what Mr. HANBURY said 
about the interests of women. Lord Edmond Fitz­
maurice went on to say that " he thought the very reverse 
was the fact. So long as they did not enfranchise the 
agricultural householder, proper attention would not be 
paid to his concerns. The interests of the rural population 
were neglected simply because members were not bound 

to them as the county members were to the tenant farmers. 
But if the rural householders were enfranchised, members 
would be obliged to look after their interests.” This is 
exactly what Mr. Jacob BRIGHT said about the compara­
tive attention given by the House of Commons to the 
concerns of women and of men.

The alarmist objections to the County Franchise Bill 
bear a remarkable resemblance to those brought against 
the Women’s Suffrage Bill. There was the grand bugbear 
of “ulterior objects.” Lord EMLYN quoted a resolution 
passed at a meeting in a place called the Frying Pan, 
to the effect that " the area of cultivable land should be 
extended and parks limited; that game should be con­
fined to closes and parks, and the Game Laws abolished; 
that all poor pastures should be broken up; that unpaid 
magistrates should be removed; securities taken for the 
highest cultivation of the land, thus finding remuneration 
for labour, as well as cheap food for the people.” Lord 
EMLYN said that " if those proposals were to be included 
in Mr. TREVELYAN’S Bill, it would- certainly be a very 
comprehensive one.” Certainly, any Bill for the extension 
of the franchise would be a very comprehensive one 
indeed, if it were held to include not only the conditions 
on which the franchise was to be exercised, but every 
proposal for future legislation which might at any time be 
urged on the consideration of Parliament by the repre­
sentatives of the newly-enfranchised electors. In one 
of the debates on the Women’s Suffrage Bill, Mr. NEW- 
DEGATE complained that “ the misguided ladies who carry 
on this agitation are urged on by those who entertain 
ulterior views.” But these hypothetical " ulterior views," 
whether of the rural or of the women population of this 
country, form no part of the question of the justice of en­
franchising either class. Some of the “ulterior views” may 
be wild and impracticable,others may be just and reasonable. 
The time for discussing these proposals will be when they 
shall be made by the accredited representatives of those 
concerned ; and the only security for wise discrimination 
and just judgment will be that the Legislature shall be 
responsible to all whose interests are affected by its deci­
sions in regard to them.

Mr. Serjeant SPINKS gave utterance to a sentiment 
which we commend to the consideration of those timid 
Liberals who fear that the enfranchisement of women 
would militate against the interests of the party. The 
hon. and learned member for Oldham, who is himself 
a Conservative, supported Mr. TREVELYAN’S resolutions, 
and said in reference to the excluded householders, “ Even
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if such people would turn against Conservative principles, 
justice ought to be done.” The same hon. member sup­
ports the claim for the admission of women householders 
to the franchise, although it is supposed that in his 
constituency the women are mostly Liberals.

Mr. E. Stanhope, in opposing the resolutions, used many 
of the stock objections to women’s suffrage. He said “the 
principles enunciated by many of the supporters of the 
proposed change would go a great deal farther than house­
hold suffrage.” “Some of the propositions laid down 
appeared to him to apply not only to the right of men, 
but of women, to be admitted to that House.” “ It was 
alleged that they (the agricultural labourers) were not 
represented in that House.” “He altogether challenged 
that statement.” “The honourable members who sat 
for counties were as pleased as anybody else could be 
at the improvement which had occurred in the condi­
tion of that class.” « But the hon. member for the Border 
Burghs went further, and tried to make out a case of 
special grievance. He (Mr. STANHOPE) admitted that if 
it could be shown that there were wrongs under which 
the agricultural labourer suffered, and for which Parlia­
ment was unable or unwilling to provide a remedy, there 
was a case for their immediate enfranchisement.” Mr. E. 
STANHOPE is in this admission more liberal to the agricul­
tural labourers than Mr. JOHN BRIGHT is to women, for Mr. 
Bright stated in the House of Commons, in the debate 
on Mr. FORSYTE’S measure, that the fact that there may 
be some particular injustice of which women have a right 
to complain was no sufficient argument for the proposition 
in the Bill. Mr. E. STANHOPE continued his objec­
tions to Mr. TREVELYAN’S resolutions by saying that 
the noble lord the member for Carmarthen county " had 
pointed out the dangerous character of the proposals these 
men were venturing to urge on behalf, as they alleged, of 
agricultural labourers, and had shown that they were en­
deavouring to make a war between classes.” That objec­
tion seems a plagiarism from a passage in Mr. JOHN 
Bright’s speech against the enfranchisement of women. 
Mr. Stanhope continued, “they had heard the enfran­
chisement of the agricultural labourers urged on grounds of 
sentiment, and for other reasons, but he did not think the 
proposal had ever been supported on the ground that it 
would be likely to increase the usefulness of the House.” 
Here, again, we seem to recognise in this objection an 
old friend with a new face, and we notice the same vague­
ness in the expression " usefulness of the House ” which 
we find in the utterances of those who object to women’s 

suffrage. The term " usefulness of the House” may mean 
either usefulness to those whose interests are already repre­
sented in it, or usefulness to those who are now excluded 
from representation, and the speakers usually omit to ex­
plain in which of these two senses - they desire the term 
" usefulness of the House ” to be understood.

One stock objection to women’s suffrage does not 
appear to have been furbished up for the occasion of the 
discussion of the County Franchise Bill, namely, that the 
agricultural labourer was not sufficiently educated for the 
franchise. We infer from this that honourable members 
consider that however illiterate a man may be, the mere fact 
that he is a man constitutes in itself a sufficient education 
for the franchise; while the mere fact of being a woman is 
in itself such a disqualification, that no amount of educa­
tion. can bring a feminine intellect up to the level of the 
comprehension of political interests. Or we may adopt 
the theory advanced, we believe, by Mr. BERESFORD Hope, 
that men obtain a political education in the pothouse, and 
coupling this with the fact that the authorities do not 
neglect to make abundant provision of these educational 
institutions in all parts of the rural as well as the urban dis­
tricts, we may arrive at the explanation of the tacit 
admission of the House of Commons that the agricultural 
labourer is sufficiently educated to possess the franchise.

These stock objections resemble in another way those 
urged against women’s suffrage, in that they were suffi­
cient to ensure the rejection of the proposal by a large 
majority. But the supporters of the measure do not con­
sider that this circumstance affords them any cause for 
discouragement, and the friends of women’s suffrage may 
have a like conviction, that it is only through repeated 
defeats and persistent agitation that political progress is 
made in this country, that in the end a good cause, 
bravely and fairly advocated, cannot fail to find acceptance 
in the mind and will of the people, and that sooner or 
later justice will be done.

AT the meeting of the Royal Agricultural Society, held 
last month in Liverpool, prizes for the best managed farms 
in Lancashire, Cheshire, Denbighshire, and Flintshire, were 
awarded in two sections, “Arable farms, with at least two- 
thirds of their area under rotation of cropping, and dairy 
or stock farms. Under the first section the prize of £50 for 
the best managed farm of 150 acres and upwards was 
awarded to Mrs. ELLEN BIROH, of Netherton, Aintree, 
near Liverpool. Other prizes of £40 and £20 were 
awarded to men for farms of less extent; and in the second

a:
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section, dairy farms, the first prize of £ 50 was divided be- 
tween two men farmers, so that Mrs, BIRCH carries off 
undivided the principal honour of the day. Yet this lady, 
whose capacity for managing her farm has just received 
such unimpeachable testimony, is denied representation 
for the property and the taxation she contributes to the 
wealth of the country, and is stigmatised by the law as 
unfit to exercise the Parliamentary suffrage. There are 
men calling themselves Radical reformers, and occupying 
a prominent place in the leadership of the Liberal party, 
who would perpetuate this injustice, and who would deny 
to the person who has shown her capacity for managing 
a large farm, the capacity to give a vote in a Parliamentary 
election which they would allow to the meanest and most 
ignorant of the labourers whom she employs.

Nothing is more common than to hear, when the subject 
of women s suffrage is mentioned, a pompous reference to 
the extreme and (as it would seem) almost superstitious 
reverence wherewith men now regard women—a reverence 
which, it is implied, will vanish the moment that the idol 

descends into the arena of politics." If there be women 
disposed to put faith in this alleged masculine veneration 
for the sex in general (we say nothing of the genuine 
respect of individual men for individual women), we 
recommend them to study the articles and correspondence 
which have been going on for the last two months in the 
various medical journals respecting the admission of women 
to the medical degrees of London University. As “ Truth ” 
remarked, in commenting on them in an article entitled 
the Chivalry of the Lancet," if an old Roman patrician 
had spoken his mind when CALIGULA conferred the rank 
of Consul on his horse, he could not have expressed greater 
contempt and disgust than some of these gentlemen have 
done in discussing the tardy consent of the Senate of the 
University to confer the same degree on a woman as on a 

man when she has passed the same examination. One 
of them actually remarked that his own degree would 
cease to be of any value to- him when this catastrophe 
takes place. F P C

is one newspaper, published on the 12th of July, we find a 
record of two cases in juxtaposition, which serve as a 
ghastly commentary on Mr. JOHN BRranr's astounding 
assertion in the House of Commons, that “there can be no 
doubt that with regard to punishment, there is much 
greater moderation and mercy dealt out to women than 
0 men. We read that at the Dorset Assizes GEORGE |

LACY was convicted of starving his wife to death, and was 
sentenced to five years’ penal servitude. In the same 
paper we find that FRANCES STALLARD, a girl of eighteen, 
was sentenced to death for the murder of her illegiti­
mate child, and the Judge held out no hope of mercy; 
in fact, Mar wood had already arrived at Winchester 
Gaol to do his hideous office ere the reprieve arrived, 
and even then the commuted sentence was to penal, servi­
tude for life. Let any one contrast the enormity of the 
offences respectively committed by these two criminals, 
and judge whether to the man or the woman was dealt 
out “much greater moderation and mercy.” Take the 
agonies inflicted on the victim. These must have been 
immeasurably greater in the case of an adult starved to 
death than of a young infant deprived of its scarcely- 
conscious life. Then the temptation to the crime. What 
inducement or provocation could a man have adequate to 
excuse the cruel and deliberate starvation of a wife ? But 
who can measure the agony and desperation of a friend- 
less, destitute, deserted girl with an illegitimate infant, 
whose existence brands her with shame, and bars her 
efforts to earn a livelihood for herself or support her babe ? 
Even if a girl in such a condition could be regarded as fully 
responsible for her actions, "moderation and mercy" might 
suggest that a wretched mother might even think that 
the kindest thing for her infant would be to remove it 
from the misery that awaited them both, and trust its soul 
to its Creator. Where is the “moderation and mercy ” 

. which decrees that all the shame, and misery, and respon- 
sibility for the illegitimate child shall be borne by the 
mother alone, while the father goes scathless ? Under 
the present legal and social arrangements, a man might 
be the author of all this woe, and might himself be one of 
the jury whose verdict consigned the victim of his vices 
to the gallows.

But there is yet another consideration. Not the least 
terrible of the pains and perils of maternity even under 
the happiest circumstances is the liability to temporary 
insanity caused by the physical derangement of the 
system. We have the authority of the Lancet for the 
statement that at such times, there is a strong presumption 
that women may not be responsible for their actions. 
Whenever men are tried for murder under circumstances 
which give rise to such a presumption, we find that these 
circumstances are carefully noted at their trial, and men 
are given the benefit of every reasonable doubt. If the 
same principle were applied to women, we should find 
juries more reluctant than they are now to condemn
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women for acts done in those supreme moments of 
physical agony and mental prostration which their judges 
can never know. We might then have been spared the 
pain of seeing a young girl consigned to a hopeless 
existence in a living tomb for the consequences of a sin 
in which the woman bears all the punishment and the 
man escapes scot free,

FOR the third or fourth time within recent memory, 
in this country, a murderer has hacked, sawed, hewed 
the body of his victim into small pieces, with a cold- 
blooded barbarity difficult for imagination to picture. 
CADWALLADER JONES, it would appear (though lately 
married, and a man otherwise of good character—a sober 
and industrious young farmer, chapel-goer, and poet), held 
illicit relations with the unhappy SARAH HUGHES, part of 
whose hair and entrails, were found in a grave in his 
garden, and the rest of her corpse, in sixteen fragments, 
in the river Arran, near his cottage. The question which 
suggests itself is. Why are these peculiarly revolting 
murders always committed against women—women who 
have invariably borne to their cruel assassins those 
intimate relations on which are supposed to be founded 
so much of the tenderness of men for their sex ? Why 
do the murderers of men, who have often just as much 
reason to wish to make away with the evidences of their 
guilt, shrink from hewing a man’s corpse as if it were the 
carcase of a sheep ? F. P. C.

The House of Commons has recently manifested a very 
earnest desire to secure the right man in the right place in 
regard to an appointment in the civil service; and whether 
or not the anxiety may in this instance have been un- 
necessarily aroused, we may hope that the same desire for 
fitness which inspired the debate of the 10th July will 
be consistently carried on into cases where it may become 
a question of the right woman in the right place. After 
a recent trial respecting the cruel treatment of an un- 
fortunate pauper child, the Local Government Board 
commented on the default of the guardians in boarding 
out children, without providing for their supervision by 
means of a ladies’ committee. The subject is well worthy 
of the attention of Parliament, and we trust that a Legis­
lature so anxious for the efficient charge of the national 
stationery department will show itself not less anxious for 
the efficient charge of the national nursery department.

H. K.
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THE question of the constitutional right of women to 
exercise the Parliamentary franchise is held by many not 
to have been definitely disposed of by the adverse decision 
of the Court of Common Pleas in 1868. Up to that time 
there had been no legal judgment against the right, and 
when Parliament constituted the Court of Common Pleas 
the final court of appeal from the revising barristers 
courts, it appears probable that such questions only were 
contemplated as affected individual claims or technical 
rights under the various statutes. Nevertheless, it has 
happened that a matter involving the constitutional rights 
of half the people of these realms has been dismissed after 
a single hearing before a court which in other matters of 
far less magnitude is not the supreme court, and those 
whose rights have been extinguished are denied the right 
of appeal, which exist in other cases from the decisions of 
the Court of Common Pleas to the Supreme Court of 
Judicature or to the House of Lords. Under these circum- 
stances women whose rights have been thus summarily 
disposed of desire, in carrying to the Legislature that claim 
to exercise the franchise which has been denied them in 
the courts, to bring under the notice of all concerned the 
strong presumption that exists in favour of the ancient 
right, and some of the facts and arguments on which 
the presumption rests. These will be found set out at 
some length in a pamphlet by the late Mr. CHISzo™ 
ANSTEY, which we commend to the attention of our 

readers.

REVIEW.
On Some Supposed Constitutional Restraints upon the Parlia­

mentary Franchise. By T. Chisholm Anstey, Esq., Lon­
don. Office of the Social Science Association, 1, Adam-street,
Adelphi. 1867.
The pamphlet before us was written before the passing of 

the Reform Act of 1867, and the arguments are based on the 
law as it stood before the changes effected by that Act They 
refer not merely to the supposed disability of sex, but to 
other restraints on the exercise of the franchise with which we 
are not immediately concerned. We extract the opening 
paragraphs explaining the general scope of the work, and those 
portions of the pamphlet which refer to the right of women 
to exercise the Parliamentary franchise.

‘The object of this paper is to call your attention to some 
fallacies of the day on the subject of electoral incapacity, or 
disqualification. Important in themselves, they appear to me 
to be still more important in their indirect operation, and to 
impair the character of the electoral franchise itself, —very 
legitimate exception to a constitutional right confirms e 
common right in the unexcepted cases. But to admit an
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unsound exception, or one whose soundness is not very clear, 
and still more to do so in a great number of instances, will go 
very far towards the destruction—for denial is destruction—of 
the common right. Now it is the peculiar feature of our 
antient constitutional theory of the electoral suffrage, as the 
precedents (some of which are collected and commented on in 
my late work on the Parliamentary Franchise*) most conclu­
sively establish that, except only the rare cases of prescription, 
or local customs to the contrary, simple “inhabitancy” or 
“ resiance, ” whether as sole occupier, or joint occupier, or 
inmate, was the only qualification which the common law im- 
posed, either for counties or boroughs. The few super-added 
restrictions as to value and tenure, which were legal in their 
origin, are all the creatures of statutes, and in some cases very 
recent statutes. Those which were not legal in their origin 
are illegal still, except where Parliament by special legislation 
for particular places has taken upon itself to ratify and give 
effect to them. Any personal incapacity known to that com­
mon law, and pre-supposing either the forfeiture of all civil 
and political rights whatsoever (which is the case of convicts 
or outlaws), or else that real want of freedom or ability to 
discern without which there is no perfect " consensus " to any 
contract or mandate whatsoever, e.g, lunacy or idiocy, or im­
prisonment (without distinction of sex or age), or coverture (in 
the case of females), or tender childhood (in that of minors) 
would of course operate here, as in respect of any other lawful 
function—for example, that of voting at elections of officers in 
corporations or great companies—to take away the right or to 
suspend the exercise thereof, as the case might be; and to 
none of those kinds of incapacity do I direct my remarks. All 
that I contend for is that sundry conditions which have not, 
and never had, not even at the height of their power, the 
capacity to affect the exercise of other public franchises—in 
the courts, for instance, of the East India Company, the Bank 
of England, the South Sea Company, and the like—ought not, 
according to constitutional principle, to disable the same persons 
from having the Parliamentary franchise, and exercising it in 
the courts of their shires and boroughs. I propose to review 
those conditions in the following order:—1. Alienage. S. Base 
tenure. 3. Sex. 4. Nonage. 5. Receipt of alms. 6. Non- 
payment of rates and taxes. And 7. Dignity, estate, or degree.

‘ As to these, the position commonly received is that whilst 
they, neither singly or collectively, constituted any impediment 
whatever to the giving of the vote for the election of a whole 
court of directors, with powers of life and death, unlimited 
taxation, imprisonment, confiscation of property, deportation 
and banishment over hundreds of thousands of English-born, 
and hundreds of millions of Indian-born, subjects of the Queen, 
any one of them has been always sufficient to disable any 
number of persons, otherwise qualified, from voting at the elec­
tion of a single member of Parliament for their place of abode. 
It appears to me not only a great anomaly, but also a great 
danger to the “common right," as the Parliamentary franchise 
has been ever called. It is dangerous to admit without much 
caution the theory of any restrictions upon that right, except 
such as nature and reason necessitate. In proportion as we 
admit other exceptions than those, we impair the franchise 
itself; for in that proportion it ceases to be a common right.'

After commenting on the disability of «base tenure,’ the 
writer says:—

‘In the meantime, however, there is no doubt that the 
anomaly has the force of law, the language of the Act of

*“ Plea of the Unrepresented Commons for Restitution of Franchise.” 
dgway, 1000.)

George II. being unequivocal. Of the next head (that of sex) the 
same cannot be said.

1 Before I enter upon that supposed disability of sex I wish to 
set forth, once for all, and in so many words, the sole authority 
on which it rests. I do so, because I have referred to it already 
as being likewise the sole authority on which the disfranchising 
Act of the 31 Geo. II., c. 14, concerning copyholders and the 
like, was and is asserted to be a mere re-enactment of the 
common law, and on which the same allegation as to the Acts 
of Parliament for disabling all minors, and certain classes of 
recipients of alms, is also supposed to be justified. That solitary 
authority is the following hasty and discursive passage in Lord 
Coke’s argument for holding the clergy incapable to vote for 
elections to Parliament. He quotes no record. He contradicts 
without comment records of the highest authority. I have 
already shown this with regard to some of them. I shall have 
to do so as to the rest, including those relating to the clergy. 
The main subject to which Lord Coke was addressing himself 
will be presently noticed, as will that relating to minors, in its 
place. But this is what he does say: " And in many cases 
multitudes are bound by Acts of Parliament which are not parties 
to the elections of knights, citizens, and burgesses ; as all they 
that have no freehold, or have freehold in antient demesne,* 
and all women having freehold or no freehold, and men within 
the age of one-and-twenty years, etc.” The “etc.” is Lord 
Coke’s. He then returns to the question of the clergy and 
their proctors, and makes no further reference to those Parlia­
mentary franchises. This is, however, the whole and sole 
authority, on which those who receive the enumerated disquali­
fications always rely, when they are put to show the law and 
practice of English elections from the reign of Henry III. to 
that of Lord Goke’s Sovereign Lady Elizabeth.

‘ 3. Now first as to the alleged disability' of sex, according to 
the law and practice of Coke’s own time. In the reign of that 
very queen (and it is impossible to conceive the great Parliament 
man to have been ignorant of the fact, although it suited his 
purpose to pass it by), there had happened several elections to 
Parliament for a borough (the more than once famous borough 
of Aylesbury), where the franchise was then claimed and exer­
cised by a simple family of “inhabitants,” and long continued 
to be so claimed and exercised. Now at one of those elections, 
the “sole elector being a minor,” his mother, jure reprasenta- 
tionis, had actually voted in his stead—elected the two bur­
gesses—signed their indenture—and as returning officer made 
the following return, which was upheld as good :— ,

‘ “ To all Christian people to whom this present writing shall 
come, I, Dame Dorothy Packington, widow, late wife of Sir 
John Packington, knight, lord, and owner of the town of 
Aylesbury, sendeth greeting : know ye me, the said Dame 
Dorothy Packington, to have chosen, named, and appointed 
my trusty and well-beloved Thomas Lichfield and John Burden, 
Esquires, to be my burgesses, of my said town of Aylesbury. 
And whatsoever the said Thomas and George, burgesses, shall 
do in the service of the queen’s highness in that present Par­
liament, to be holden at Westminster, the 8th day of May next 
ensuing the date hereof, I, the same Dame Dorothy Pack­
ington, do ratify and approve to be my own act, as fully and 
wholly as if I were or might be present there. In witness,” etc.+

‘The concluding words “as fully and wholly,” etc., are 
curiously significant. They certainly imply that the sole 
electress of Aylesbury, at least, was in nowise of the modern 
opinion, according to which the capacity to sit in Parliament

is by « decency and the policy of the law,” denied to her sex. 
But that is another matter, into which I am not required to 
enter. My only purpose is to show that, with the solitary- 
exception of some of the new franchises created in favour of 
“male persons,” eo nomine, by the 2 & 3 Will. IV., c. 45, 
there is really nothing to incapacitate a freeholder, house- 
holder, or other person merely by reason of sex, from voting at 
elections to Parliament if sui juris, and otherwise thereunto 
qualified. . . .

« Yet even upon that other point there is something to be 
said. That “ladies” sat and voted among the “Magnates 
Regni” in right of their fees or communities* long before the 
name of Parliament was given to those great councils, and 
long before the now justly exploded doctrine began to bs 
broached by the feudalists, which erected masculinity into an 
essential of every fief,+ is too well attested by our more antient 
records, to justify us in disregarding the statements to that 
effect of eminent archaeologists and sound and learned lawyers.^ 
That to a Parliament of the fifth year of Edward I. (if Selden 
be right as to the date), four lady abbesses were summoned by 
writ in right of their abbeys was shown by the Patent Rolls 
extant in his time. It is certain, that those same heads of 
houses were summoned eodem modo with the barons twenty- 
nine years later.§ That, at a subsequent period, and long 
after the first recorded case of members “appearing and acting 
by proxy ” (or “ proctor "“I), or by a plurality of such in either 
house (for it is a mistake to describe the privilege of proxy as 
some have done, to be one peculiar to the peerage**); the form 
of Parliamentary writ was so far changed in those cases as to 
direct the “dame” to whom it was addressed to “ chuse and 
name” her lawful “proxy” (or “proctor”) to appear for her 
in the House of Lords, ad colloquium et tractatwm coram rege, 
on her behalf which was a novelty perhaps, although, in one 
year alone, the 35 Edward III., there were nine peeresses, so 
summoned.++ But the language implies rather an exemption 
from the duty of personal attendance in the doing of that “suit 
and service ” than any disability to render it. What is more 
to my present purpose, it clearly asserts the capacity as well as 
the duty to elect—a function which, as I have said, may well 
consist with the exemption from, or even the incapacity of, 
being elected.

′ But Lord Coke could not have been ignorant—if his frequent 
references to the “ Rotuli Parliamentorum" be any proof of his 
acquaintance with their contents—that, not only in the earlier 
periods which I have been examining, but for long after it, it 
was the practice in granting a Parliamentary supply, by way of 
direct taxation, to obtain and record the consent in Parliament 
of those of the “ first estate,” both male and female, before the 
royal assent was taken. So untrue it is to assert that in the 
history of the English Constitution it is anywhere found that 
any subject, noble or commoner, is lawfully bound to obey an 
Act of Parliament, to the making of which in person or by re­
presentatives that subject has not been party ! I shall give but

* 4 Inst. f. 5 a. ,
t Aylabur^, —Return of the 4th May, 14 Eliz. 15 (Rolls’ Chapel) apud 

Brady on Boroughs. Appendix f. 35; and the “Indenture” in the next 
entry. Compare " Notitia Parliamentaria,” by Browne Willis, vol. I,, p. 129.

one instance. It is taken from the Rolls of the Parliament of 
the year 1404. Certain aids and subsidies had been granted by 
the Commons for themselves and their constituencies. In so far 
as the duties for raising those supplies were payable by the “Lords 
temporal ” (seignors temporelx) they concurred ; and in so far 
as the “Ladies temporal” (dames temporelx) were to become 
liable they also concurred in the grant. These, their several 
consents, were entered on the roll and made part of the statute.* 
I shall conclude this episode in the inquiry before us by one 
remark ; and it is that I have searched in vain through the 
Rolls of Parliament, and the “ Journals " for any recognisable 
authority for the actual exclusion of females. I do not mean 
the exemption from suit and service in that high court. I find 
in the “ rolls ” an occasional “ essoign ” put forward, as, for 
example, where the presumption arising from non-claim of the 
Earl-Marshalship+ was, in 1425, encountered by a representa­
tion on the claimant’s part, that “ at the time when, etc.,” it 
was descended upon an ancestress, and that “no place in Par­
liament might appertain to a woman." But that is all. 
Certainly I have found in the “Journals” one solitary folly of 
the Puritan time which goes so far as to the disfranchisement of 
woman for any business connected with Parliament. But then 
it goes much farther, and denies her competence to appear 
before the House or its committees, and be examined as a 
witness; for it is written that a woman shall not be heard in 
the congregation 1 !

• On the other hand, I find throughout the records, a most 
significant circumstance; the epicene term “ homo,” in both 
numbers, and every case of aclension, invariably used to the 
exclusion of “vir:”—whilst “baro,” “maritus,” or "masculus," 
is always used when it is intended to distinguish between the 
“ baron » and the “ feme.” Sometimes a Declaratory Act is 
passed, recognising the application contended for, that is to 
say, declaring that, according to the true meaning of a former 
Act, women of certain specified ranks were included, within 
the generic word, “homo,” and this again is judicially declared 
to be an unnecessary statute. But, again, " women are fre­
quently specified, and this is frankly admitted by the learned 
historians of the English boroughs, albeit no partizans of female 
suffrage, as having those “hominal” rights, and as being 
liable to the “hominal” duties correlative thereto. The Ips- 
wich Dom Boc furnishes more than one such example. The 
burgess “widow,” even although herself a “foreigner,” and her 
deceased husband an “ alien denizen,” enjoyed “the franchise 
of the town, so long as she continued a widow.” To any feme 
sole, the “ franchise,” and even the “ guild,” was open on the 
same terms with the men of the place. There was no “essoign” 
for female burgesses, whereby to decline the attendance at the 
“motes.”§ There was nothing in the customs of Ipswich 
which gave to the terms “men” and “burgesses,” an epicene 
sense denied or unknown in the case of other communities. 
Domesday is the most general of surveys. Let us refer to 
Domesday. The female burgesses of Tamworth are there re­
corded as having been from before the Conquest, and as being 
still “free”|| —“free" in the sense of that same word, which 
was afterwards inserted into the Great Charter, for the better 
declaring of the common right of every “free man, (liber 
homo) to his part in those safeguards of his “freedom,” , Trial 
by jury (“judicium parium,") and the “law of the land’ (Lex 
terra) "Nullus liber homo,” so it runs, " capiatur vel impri-

* See the “ Hiis Testibus ” in the Charters, etc. Ant. Part. 75, and apud 
Lord Keeper Williams’ MS. 25.

+ See the Willoughby Peerage case in Collins, p. 1. .
+ Several opinions of sundry learned lawyers, viz., Mr. Justice Doddridge, 

etc., touching the antiquity, etc., of the High Court of Parliament in 
England,” (1658), f. 76; and see Gurdon’s “History of the High Court of 
Parliament,” vol. 1. (edn. of 1731), pp. 200-2.

2 Compare Palgrave; I. Parl. Writs (Rot. Claus., 5 Edw. I.) (m, 22 d.), 
and 34 Edw. I. (Id. m. 15 d., 5 April, 1306), pp. 164 (2) 196, with Titles of 
Honour, p. 720.

|| I. Rot. Parl., 35 Edw. 1.189 a, 189 b, 190 a.
T VI. Rot. Parl. App. (ex. Rot. Pt. 1, Edw. IV., p. 1, m. (19.) 227 a, b.)
** See for the House of Commons, III. Rot. Parl., 7 and 8 Hen. IV. 

(No. 30), 372 d. ,
ft Writs of the 15 March, 35 Edw. III., Claus. (in dorso) m. 36, Dugd. 

Parl. Summ., 265.

* III. Ret. Parl., 6 Hen. IV. (No. 9), 546, 6.
t IV. Rot. Parl., 3 Hen. VI. (No. 12), f. 270, a.

: iX Hist. of Boroughs, etc., p. 273.
g “Ipswich Dom Boo:” 30 Edw. I., anno 1301, apud I. Hist. of Boroughs, 

etc., pp. 513-14, 517, 520. _ — , .
A "Ipswich Dom Boc;” 30 Edw. I., anno 1301, apud I. Hist. of 

Boroughs, etc., p. 255. -
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sonetur aut dissaisiatur, aut utlaghetur, aut exuletur, aut aliquo 
modo destruatur, nec super eum ibimus nee super eum mittemus, 
nisi per legale judicium parium suorum vel per legem terr®.”* 
Upon the unsuspected authority of Lord Coke, even if the eases 
which he cites in margin, were not sufficient of themselves to 
warrant me, I am able to say, that whilst "liber” or “free” 
was always held to extend to the “bond” as to all men but 
his lord, whilst bondage yet was, so it was also held that 
" homo, doth extend to both sexes.’’ And therefore, where an 
Act of Parliament was made for declaring ladies of certain 
degrees to be within this provision, it was, nevertheless, ad­
judged to have been unnecessary, and that women of degrees 
not specified in that Declaratory Act, were “also comprehended 
within this 29th Chapter of the Great Charter.”! Indeed, 
the practice shows that to have been the meaning of the term 
long before Magna Carta. Amongst the “ liberi homines,” or 
"liberi homines tenentes,” or “liberi homines sub Regia,” in 
every English “shire” or “borough,” inscribed into the pages 
of Domesday; the names of “ free women " in particular often 
occur. $ Therefore it was by no error or accident that the 
phrase was used in that application. That they were ranked 
amongst the freeholders of their shires, and the burgesses of 
their boroughs, at that time, there can be no doubt. That they 
were distrainable to approach the shire court, or tourn, or the 
"leet," I do not assert. But a privilege of exemption does 
not import an incapacity; and that they might lawfully do 
that or any other such service in those courts or (as to other 
services) in the Courts Baron or elsewhere, and so become 
liable to the corresponding obligations, there can be no doubt 
at all §—just as by taking upon them to trade as femes soles 
they made themselves liable within the precincts of their 
"mercheta," to the common burthens thereof over and above 
their proper borough duties, e.g. those of “ watch and ward,” 
which none could decline. And in these as in so many other 
respects, the statute law of Scotland appears to have been 
modelled, in the times of our King Stephen, upon the English 
common law. ||

‘That they did resort to those “ courts,” that they did take 
part in their “ presentments,” and in particular in those for 
election of knights and burgesses; that they did so without 
challenge; nay, more, that their seignorial influences were 
exercised as freely there, and submitted to as readily as those 
of the male “magnates,” the records afford abundant proof. IT 
That they continued to do so, into the troubled times of the 
Stuarts, and down to the very eve of the great civil war, there 
is not only the Aylesbury case of the 14th of Elizabeth already 
cited to show; but the still later authority recorded in the 
Journals themselves, of an inquiry concerning the right of 
election in another borough, in dispute between the “lord” 
and the " inhabitants, and where to the form er it was per- 
mitted to show in evidence (amongst others) more than one 
recent return of burgesses by the vote and indenture of the 
“lady” for the time being,** and the inhabitants were per­
mitted to show a similar return by the lady and all the 
“inhabitants j”H and thus on either side the right of female 
suffrage, far from being questioned, was asserted and relied

* Magna Carte, R. Joh., et aliorum Begum, c. 29, “Charters of 
liberties," pp. 7, 11,16, 19, 24, 31, 35, 40. " a °

12 Inst. f. 45. J I. Hist. of Boroughs, etc., p. 273. 
,8 Prynne on the Fourth Institute, 13, 82, Brevia part, 431, and per 
Probyn J. in Olive v. Ingram, 7 Mod. 268. - 

||. Leges Burgorum David I. (anno 1136), ch. W. Articul. pro Ballio, 
—din. 54, apud I. Hist. of Boroughs, etc., pp. 329, 333.
.“See amongst others, the Returns to Parliament (from Yorkshire) from the 13 Hen. IV., to the 12 Edw. IV. inclusive, in Prynne Brev. pari Ned. Lo4-D.
—** Gatton; Returns of the 1 & 2 Mary and 2 & 3 Ph. & M., apud 1 Carew 245. ft Return of the 7 Edw. VI., Ibid. ′ 

upon. The committee, and it was the celebrated one of which 
Glanvill and Hakewell, and all the great lawyers of the time 
sate, gave effect to the last-mentioned precedent, without in 
any way qualifying the same or disputing the " lady’s » title 
but merely declared the right to be in the " inhabitants.”*

′ That “determination” therefore, so far as it goes, is a direct' 
authority in favour of the “lady’s” right to vote as an 
" inhabitant," at least if there be any truth in the saying that 
" silence gives consent.” But undoubtedly such was the view 
taken of the question by the lawyers of that time. The point 
had at least twice received, some few years before, a judicial 
determination in favour of the right—absolutely as to a. feme sole 
and sub modo as to a feme coverte also—or, to use the words of 
the report, " that a feme sole freeholder might claim a voice 
for Parliament, but if married, her husband must vote for her.‘+ 
Those cases have never to this hour been overruled. It is not 
that they have been consigned to oblivion ; quite the contrary. 
They were cited, and with approbation from the bench of the 
Court of Common Pleas, by Lee, C. J., and by Page and Probyn, 
J. J., during the four arguments of a case t (for by reason of 
their importance they heard the argument four times over) 
where, by analogy to those decisions, the court afterwards 
held—1. That a. feme sole was eligible to the office of parish 
sexton, and 2. That within the meaning of the words, “all 
persons paying scot and lot,” or “all householders” femes sole 
paying, etc., or being householders, were included and had 
right to vote at the election of such sexton. It would appear 
from the observations of the learned judges, that in the course 
of the years elapsed since the reign of Charles I., worn pin had 
not been admitted to vote by those who made the returns, and 
that the right had fallen into nonuser. “But," said Probyn, J,, § 
“ an excuse from acting, etc., is different from an incapacity of 
doing so,” and the claimant’s “answer to the objection of non- 
user by the difference between being exempted and being 
incapacitated "I| was accordingly adopted by the whole court, 
their judgment being for the claimant upon both the above 
points.IT Upon the incidental question, one not properly before 
them, of the capacity of women to vote at Parliamentary elec­
tions, the Lord Chief Justice, expressing “no opinion at pre­
sent,” declared it to have been " determined " in their favour 
by the cases above cited ; and that, by the precedents in Brady 
and Brown Willis, “it seemed as if there was no disability.”** 
Probyn J. concurred, adding, " the case of Holt v. Lyle, men- 
tioned by my Lord Chief Justice, is a very strong case :” and, 
after giving his judgment upon the claim then before him, he 
went on to remark, " I cannot see how this will extend to any 
superior office, as members of Parliament, military employs, 
etc.. A constable ′ (it had been observed that women were 
eligible for and even compellable to serve that office), “a con­
stable was once a great peace officer, how contemptible soever 
he may be thought at present."# With less reserve Page J., 
in signifying his own concurrence with the rest of the court 
upon " the principal case," as he called it, ended by declaring, J J 
"But I see no disability in a woman from voting for a Parlia­
ment man.” Their lordships had the less reason to attach any 
weight to the alleged "nonuser ” of the right at that time, for 
they were aware that the House of Commons was on the one 
hand, averse to recognise that or any other large extension

* Cfatton, 26 March, 1628, I. Commons' Journals, p. 875 b., as corrected 
—. Darew, D. 215.

rt.Holt,. Lyle,,14 Jac. I. apud? Mod. 271, S. C. nomine Coates y. Lisle, 10264. 265, and 2 Lord Raym, 1014, and see (from Hakewell’s Collection), 
Catherine v. Surrey apud 7 Mod. 264, 271, ‘

i Olive v. Ingram 7 Mod. 263-274.
2 Olive v. Ingram, 2 Mod. p. 271.

II Id., p. 265. I Id., p. 273-4.
++ Id., pp. 271-274.

**Id., pp. 271, 264, 285.
# Id., p. 265,

of the franchises of their creators. Indeed, this was, in so 
many words on the part of the ministry and the Commons, 
actually urged by the Solicitor-General, Sir R. Strange, upon 
the court, as a reason for ejecting claims like the present, 
which might be drawn into precedent at the hustings. For, 
he argued, “elections being already too popular, this would 
open a door to greater confusion."* But of course that 
unworthy attempt to influence the court by fears of that kind, 
only had the unforeseen result of eliciting their very significant 
observations, above cited, upon that same right of suffrage 
at elections to Parliament. It must have been equally 
well known to the court, with Ashby v. White in their 
remembrance, how hopeless in their then state of factious 
prejudice and party interest any petition for redress on 
the part of the rejected female voters must be ;—the reso­
lutions of 1703-4 being still enforced upon every occasion by a 
House more than ever determined to judge of the qualifications 
of its own electors, without any reference to law or to lawyers 
or to any rule but its own supposed good. And, in the same 
spirit with that which thirty years later animated the same 
court, with Lord Camden for Chief Justice, their lordships 
might have distrusted very strongly under such circumstances 
all arguments drawn from " the general submission,—no action 
brought to try the right.—and the silence of the courts." In 
the words of the same great Chief Justice, they might have 
replied to such arguments, that “ it was a submission of the 
weak to power, and to the terror of punishment :”—that " it 
would be strange doctrine to assert that all the people of this 
land were bound to acknowledge that to be universal law which 
a few had been afraid to dispute ;"—and lastly, that, as " no 
objection was taken upon the returns, and the matter had 
passed sub silentio, the precedents which showed no censure 
or animadversion by the courts) " were of no weight; "—a 
sound doctrine, which also “the Court of King’s Bench,” he 
said, "had lately declared with great unanimity in the case of 
general warrants.’

‘By what means that important case had fallen into so much 
oblivion, I cannot say. Once only, so far as I have discovered, 
was it mentioned in respect to females in a court of law, but 
it was merely mentioned at the Bar, in connection with the 
main matter there in question (the sextonship) a similar ques­
tion being then under consideration as to the eligibility, now 
well established by that second case, albeit previously disputed, 
of a female to fill the partly judicial, partly ministerial, office 
of overseer of the poor.

‘Nor was their claim of Parliamentary franchise touched 
upon but once, and then only by the counsel who denied the 
eligibility, and in the most cursory way, citing only the 
before-mentioned dictum of Coke against it.§ There is, how­
ever, one point in the judgment which seems of consequence in 
this place. The claim to serve as overseer .of the poor arose 
upon the words of the statute which created that office, || It 
directed the appointment to be made from among the “ sub- 
stantial householders ” of the place. Those words were inter­
preted by a rule of construction, which appears to be quite as 
applicable to “persons,” the word employed in the Local Acts, 
and (with two exceptions only) in the Reform Act also. Ash- 
hurst J., in delivering the judgment of the Court of King’s 
Bench, thus states the rule—" The only qualification required 
by 43 Elizabeth is that they shall be ‘substantial householders.’” 
it has no reference to sex. The only question then is, whether 
there be anything in the nature of the office that should make

* Id., p. 264.
1 Entick v. Carrington, 19 How St., Tr. pp. 1067, 74.

t Bex v. Stubbs, 2 T. K., p. 395; 8 Id., p. 402.
H 43 Eliz., e. & “I Rex v, Stubbs, 2 T. B., 406. 

a woman incompetent, and we think there is not. There are 
many instances where, in offices of a higher nature, they are 
held not to be disqualified, as in the case of the office of High 
Chamberlain, High Constable, and Marshall; and that of a 
common constable, which is both an office of trust and likewise 
in a degree judicial. So in the case of the office of sexton, 
The court might have added those of sheriff of a county,* 
governor of a workhouse, clerk of the Crown in their own 
Court of King’s Bench, keeper of a prison, § commissioner of 
sewers, || returning officer at an election to Parliament,if warder 
or governor of a castle,** champion of England, + regent or 
guardian of the realm, and, above all, Queen Regnant.^ Their 
lordships had been pressed from the Bar with an objection 
which, certainly not without its point in the question as to the 
overseership of the poor, is as certainly quite pointless when 
applied to the Parliamentary franchise;—that some, namely, of 
the duties of the particular office were inconsistent with that 
modesty, and others with that physical weakness and that want 
of mechanical skill which belong to the female sex.§§ But 
even this argument did not prevail.

′ Those are the only cases directly in point, and they are all 
in favour of the right. But one or two more may be mentioned 
which have a strict analogy to the present case. The Clerken- 
well case, for instance, may be mentioned. That was an 
information in Exchequer touching the admittance of a clerk 
upon his election to the office of minister of the parish of 
Clerkenwell. The objection was, that the election had been 
carried by a majority composed of female parishioners. It was 
adjudged, however, that “ women might vote in that case,” 
and the objection was overruled.)]|| A case of “ scot and lot ” 
parish qualification is recorded in the same court, where it is 
said that upon that qualification men and women had voted 
promiscuously; but no question was raised on account of the 
sex of the voters. “IAI

′ It certainly cannot be said that there is a single authority at 
common law on the question which is not in favour of the 
right. The learned in the law of elections, as it was before 
the Reform Act—“fortes ante Agamemnona ”—seem to have 
been of opinion that it was quite a desperate undertaking to 
press the claim upon the House; so jealous of its own 
ascendency over all other authority; so wedded to its old 
habits of thought; and so fearful, as Sir R. Strange, S.G., said, 
of making more popular elections already “too popular,” in their 
apprehension of the thing. Those lawyers contented themselves 
with here and there jotting down a brief note of the point, as 
it were by way of continued claim on behalf of the constitution. 
Thus, Mr. Serjeant Heywood himself, from whose pages I have 
more than once in the course of my observations extracted, 
insists upon making Lord Coke alone responsible for the law 
there laid down by himself, or as he cautiously puts it—“so 
understood to be at the present day ”—taking care, as he does 
so, to set out Coke’s dictum at length. “ But there have been 
elections,” he goes on to say, “in which women have interfered 
and actually, in person or by attorney, made or joined in 
making the return.” Next he quotes some of the authorities 
which I have cited, and then abruptly passes on to another

* Mr. Butler, who records one such case, adds that the Lady Sheriff 
executed the duties in person, and sat with the Judges of Assize. Note 280 
to Co. Litt. 325, 6.
t 2 Lord Raym, 10147, Mod. 269.
I Showers’ P. C., and 2 T. R., 397.
? 3 Rep., 32. || Callis, 252-3. . If 2 Str., 1115.
** Blount’s Tenures, and Prynne, on Co. Litt., 221.
++ Co. Litt., 107, 7 Mod., 270, 2 T. K„ 397.
t+ “Statutes of the Realm,” 1 Mar. St. Ill o. 2.
82 2 T. K., 400.
II Attorney-General v. Nicholson, Exch., T. 1 Geo. II., 7 Mod., 267, 268.
"I’T Attorney-General v. ---------- , 7 Mod., 271, note.
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Subject without any conclusion upon this.* With somewhat 
more reserve his contemporary, Mr. Francis Plowden, a once 
celebrated constitutional lawyer of the Pittite school, in a work 
dedicated “ by permission ” to Lord Kenyon himself, the then 
Chief Justice of England contents himself with bearing record 
of the practice in former days, being careful not to express any 
opinion of his own as to the actual state of the law when he 
wrote. The text-books of our own day are founded upon the 
Reform Act of 1832 ;—and yet, as though that Act had not 
expressly reserved the antient franchises of the constituencies 
which it did not expressly sweep away, they rarely refer to 
authorities more antient than the 2nd and 3rd Will. IV., c. 
45. No new light is thrown upon the present question there­
fore, by the treatises which have appeared since that time, $ 
except that in one of them it is said (but only to illustrate the 
force and operation of the Electoral Lists when once settled 
before the Revising Barrister), that, if a woman’s name were 
by accident to get on one of those lists, the returning officer 
must, if she afterwards tender her vote, receive it.’ §

‘ These six causes of disability and disfranchisement therefore 
appear to me to have been all equally unknown to the common 
law, although three of them, viz.:—those of sex, receipt of 
aims, and non-payment of rates and taxes, have, to a partial 
extent, and a fourth, that of nonage, has altogether received 
the sanction of the Legislature, in comparatively modern times. 
The other two causes, viz.: alienage and estate, etc., appear to 
me have no authority to rest upon. " A practice,” to use Lord 
Camden’s words,|| “ which began since the Revolution, began 
too late to be law now,” and “ acts done then are much too 
modern to be evidence of the common law.” And even as to 
the other supposed causes, nonage alone excepted, I do not 
conceive them to have any further validity than what the Acts 
of Parliament in terms ascribe to them. I see no disfranchise­
ment because of sex, for instance, except only in the case of 
certain new franchises created by the Reform Act of 1832, and 
by it expressly limited to " male persons:”—nor, because of 
receipt of other aims, than the particular kind of aims, in that 
Act mentioned ; nor because of nonpayment of rates or taxes, 
except in the case of the electors, to whom the restriction is by 
the same Act applied ;—that is to say, certain borough electors 
alone, and only to them so far as respects the local charges 
therein specified. But, side by side with those distinctions, 
which are according to the letter of the law, I cannot help 
seeing that, according to the constitution, there exists among 
them no distinction whatever—and that they are one and all 
to be ranked in open divergence from its traditions, and hos­
tility to its spirit.’

* Heywood's Digest of the Law respecting County Elections (2nd edn. 
1812), pp. 255-7. 1 Jura Anglorum (1792), pp. 439-40.

# Not even by Mr. Chambers. See his Dictionary of Election Law, 
p. 128.

2 Warren on Election Law, p. 175. See also (1835', per Maule (arguendo), 
Knapp & O, 415 and (1838) per Rogers larguendo), Falc. & Fitzh. 554,

|| Entick v. Carrington, 19 How., St. Tr., pp. 1064-74.

A BILL
(as AMENDED IN committee)

FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE PROPERTY OF 
MARRIED WOMEN IN SCOTLAND.

WHEREAS it is just and expedient to protect to the extent 
hereinafter provided for the property of married women 

in Scotland :
Be it enacted by the Queen’s most Excellent Majesty, by 

and with the advice and consent of the Lords Spiritual and 
Temporal, and Commons, in this present Parliament assembled, 
and by the authority of the same, as follows :

1. This Act shall commence and take effect from and after 
the first day of January one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-eight.

2. This Act shall extend to Scotland only.
3. The jus mariti and right of administration of the husband 

shall be excluded from the wages and earnings of any married 
woman, acquired or gained by her after the commencement of 
this Act, in any employment, occupation, or trade in which 
she is engaged, or in any business which she carries on under 
her own name, and shall also be excluded from any money or 
property acquired by her after the commencement of this Act 
through the exercise of any literary, artistic, or scientific skill, 
and such, wages, earnings, money, or property, and all invest­
ments thereof, shall be deemed to be settled to her sole and 
separate use, and her receipts shall be a good discharge for 
such wages, earnings, money, or property, and investments 
thereof.

4. In any marriage which takes place after the commence­
ment of this Act, the liability of the husband for the ante­
nuptial debts of his wife shall be limited to the value of any 
property which he shall have received from, through, or in 
right of his wife at, or before, or subsequent to, the marriage, 
and any court in which a husband shall be sued for such debt 
shall have power to direct any inquiry or proceedings which it 
may think proper for the purpose of ascertaining the nature, 
amount, and value of such property.

5. This Act shall not affect the rights conferred upon a 
married woman by the Conjugal Rights (Scotland) Amendment 
Act, 1861, or the Conjugal Rights (Scotland) Amendment Act, 
1874.

6. This Act may be cited as " The Married Women’s 
Property (Scotland) Act, 1877.”

The above Bill has passed through all its stages, and now 
only awaits the Royal assent.

MANCHESTER NATIONAL SOCIETY FOR 
WOMEN’S SUFFRAGE.

DONATIONS,

WIGAN.

A SUCCESSFUL WOMAN FARMER.
Mr. Henry Neild, of the Grange Farm, Worsley, Lancashire, 

writes as follows to a Manchester paper in reference to the 
recent award of prizes_by the Royal Agricultural Society :—

Perhaps one of the most encouraging features to farmers 
attendant upon the Great National Society’s Show at Liverpool 
is the declaration by the judges in their award of the much- 
coveted and hardly-won prize in the arable farm class to Mrs. 
Birch, of Stand Farm, Aintree, near Liverpool. The judges 
conclude their valuable and interesting report of this capitally- 
farmed holding with the following words :—" The landlord 
leaves his tenant to do what she can with her occupation. He 
is wise enough to see that the more money she makes the more 
rent she can pay; and the freer she is to manage her own 
affairs, the more likely is the business to be conducted with 
vigour and success.”

Stand Farm is a great market garden. It is said, “ He is 
the best farmer who makes the most money in growing 
the most food 1 ” The judges add, “ We do not know a 
better definition of good agriculture, nor do we know a 
better illustration of that definition than is furnished by Stand 
Farm, near Liverpool. The tenant can do what she likes with 
her land and the produce of it. Her business is to make the 
farm profitable, in order that she may pay a heavy rent, and 
heavy wages bills, and realise a profit for herself, and the liberty 
she has—-results in the very highest fertility of which the land 
is capable.” Messrs. Outhwaite, Ogilvie, and Sherriff have 
earned the gratitude of agriculture in this homage to the true 
principles on which alone farming for the future must be con­
ducted—to enable the farmers of England to hold their own in 
competition with the world.
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ALFRED W. BENNETT, TREASURER.

PETITIONS TO THE HOUSE OF COMMONS.

In compliance with a desire expressed by many of our friends, 
we give the detailed list of petitions presented during the session 
for the Women’s Disabilities Bill. The reports are begun on the 
following page, and will be continued monthly until the list is 
completed.
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NO. DATE PLACE. SIGNA- 
TUBES.

SIXTH REPORT. 7—13 March, 1877. NO. DATE PLACE,

FIRST REPORT. 8—13 February, 1877.

WOMEN’S DISABILITIES REMOVAL 
BILL—In favour.

DATE PLACE.

12

13
14
15
16

17

18
19

20
21
22
23
24

25
26
27

28

29

30

31
32

292

293

Feb.
15

15

Feb.
8
9
9

SALTFORD (Major Leo)............
HACKNEY (Mr. John Holms).. 
DEAL, public meeting, David

B. Payne, D.D., chair-
man (Mr. Knatchbull

NO. OF 
SIGNA- 
TURES.

80
1,440

294

295
296
297
298
299

15

15

16
16
16

9
12
12
12

12

12
12

12
12
13
13
13

13
13
13

13

13

13

13
13

Hugessen) ........................
Lambeth (Mr. W. M‘ Arthur) 
SOUTHWARK (Col.Beresford)... 
WOOLWICH (Mr. Boord) ...... 
DUBLIN, drawing-room meet- 

ing; Maurice Brooks.chair- 
man (Mr. Maurice Brooks)

Chelsea, drawing-room meet- 
ing, Sheldon Amos, chair- 
man (Sir O. Dilke) ......

MARYLEBONE (Mr. Forsyth)...
WOOLWICH (Mr. W. E. Glad- 

stone)..... ....... ....... .
Bath (M r. Hayter) ................. 
Tower Hamlets (Mr.Samuda) 
HOLLOWAY (Mr. Torrens).......  
Salford (Mr. Charley)............  
DALTON in Furness, Members

of Committee of Co-opera­
tive Store (Mr. Clifton) ...

BACKBARROW (Mr. Clifton) ... 
Coniston (Mr. Clifton)............  
FAILSWORTH, public meeting,

H. Thomas, chairman 
(Mr. Algernon Egerton)... 

Southampton, public meeting.
(name illegible) chairman 
(Mr. Russell Gurney) ...

Southampton, Mayor, Alder- 
men,and Burgesses of (Mr. 
Russell Gurney)..........

CRAWSHAWBOOTH, public 
meeting, Thomas Fenton, 
chairman (Mr. Hardcastle)

FAILSWORTH (Mr. Hardcastle) 
MILLOM, public meeting, D.

Lang, chairman (Lord 
Muncaster) .................

621
1,938

540

1,013

625
571

1,306
1,212

558

6
6

23

Seal.

459

Total No. of Petitions. 23—Signatures 10,405

SECOND

279
280
281
282

283

284
285
286

287
288
289

290
291

300

301
302

16

26

DURHAM, public meeting, J. 
Bramwell, chairman (Mr. 

Herschell) ..................
J. H. Goss and others (Mr. 

Puleston) .....................
G. E. PULMER an d others 

(Mr. Puleston)... ...........
BARNOLDSWICK (Mr. Starkey) 
MARYLEBONE (Mr. Forsyth)

Notting Hill (Mr. Gordon) 
THETFORD, Members of Com­

mittee of the Co-operative 
Stores (Mr. Clare Read)...

Women’s Trades Unions, 
meeting, 8. D. Headlam, 
chairman (Mr. W. Smith)

CLEATOR (Mr. Wyndham) ...
G. B. GLOVER and others......

1

3

3
66

448
555
855

7

29
41

Total No. of Petitions 47—Signatures 18,962

THIRD REPORT. 19—23 February, 1877.
Brought forward, Petitions 47—

447

448
449
450
451
452
453
454
455
456
457

458

459

460
461

462

463
464

465

466

Feb.
14

19
19
19
19
19
19
19
20
20
20

21

21

21
21

21

21
21

21

21

NO.

FOURTH REPORT. 26—927 February, 1877.

DATE PLACE.
NO. OF 
SIGNA- 
TURES.

DATE PLACE,
NO. OF 
SIGNA- 
TURES. 1417

Mar
9

No. or 
SIGNA- 
TUBES.

NO. DATE
NO. OF 
SIGNA- 
TUBES.

1081
1082
1083
1084
1085

1086
1087
1088
1089
1090

1091

Feb.
14
14
14
14

14

14
14
14

15
15
15

15
15

REPORT. 14—16 Feby., 1877.
Brought forward, Petitions 23—

Signatures 
Clitheroe (Mr. Assheton)... 
Manchester (Mr. Birley) ... 
Blackburn (Mr. Briggs) ... 
Coniston, public meeting, G.

Howells, chairman (Mr.
Clifton).........,.............

CRAWSHAWBOOTH (Mr. Hard­
castle) ...... .......... ............

Flimby (Lord Muncaster) ... 
Oldham (Mr.Serjeant Spinks) 
BARNOLDSWICK, public meet­

ing, T. Hartley, chair- 
man (Mr. S. Stanhope) ... 

Bungay (Mr. Barne) ....... .
RYDE (Mr. Cochrane) ............ 
Anna SWANWICK and others

(Admiral Egerton) ........ 
Leeds (Admiral Egerton)... 
SUNDERLAND, public meeting,

Samuel Storey, chairman 
(Sir Henry Havelock) ...

10,405
42

1,058
13

122
29 

5,051

36
64

25
116

467
468

469

470

471
472

473

474
475
476

477
478

21

21

21

21
22

22

22
22
22

23
23

Feb.
14
26
26
27
27

27
27
27
27
27

27

Brought forward, Petitions 78— 
Signatures 28,216

Blackburn (Mr. Briggs) ... 
Thame (Mr. Henley) ............  
LONDON (Mr. Stansfeld) ...... 
Bath (Major Bousfield) ......

,, public meeting, W. 8.
Daniel, chairman (Major 
Bousfield) .................. 

LLANGELAIR (Mr. Bowen) ... 
Broughton (Mr. Cawley) ... 
SALFORD ' ,......

Hackney and CLAPTON (Mr. 
Fawcett) ....... ............ .

W. LAWSON and others (Mr. 
Kirkman Hodgson) ......

1387
113
135
329
89

52
575

1,100

155

468

Total No. of Petitions 89—Signatures 32,329

1388

1389

1390

1292

1393

1394
1395
1336
1397

Feb. 
28 

Mar
7

7

7
7

7

7

7
8
8
8

Brought forward, Petitions 116—
Signatures 35,514

TWERTON (Major Bousfield). 641

1418 12

signatures 
BITTON and HELSTON (Cant.

Hood) .............................
PATTERDALE (Earl of Bective) 
Chelsea (Sir C. Dilke) .......  
LISKEARD (Mr. Courtney) ... 
Bath (Mr. Hayter) ................  
Lambeth (Sir Jas. Lawrence) 
WORKINGTON (Ld. Muncaster) 
Pimlico (Sir Charles Russell) 
KEYNSHAM (Mr. Paget) ......  

STOKE (Captain Price)......... . 
Stow on the Wold (Mr.

John Yorke) .......... . ..........
KILDARE, county of (Mr. Jacob

Bright)............................. .
Soho, public meeting, W. H. 

Ashurst, chairman (Mr. 
Jacob Bright) ..............

LLANRUG (Mr. Jacob Bright)
BATTERSTOWN

Bright)....
CLONKEERAN

(Mr. Jacob

(Mr. Jacob
Bright)........... ........ . .............

CASHEL (Mr. Jacob Bright)... 
Manchester, Medlock Ward,

(Mr. Jacob Bright).....  
R. GARRETT and others (Mr.

Jacob Bright) .....................
MANCHESTER, Saint Michael’s

Ward, (Mr. Jacob Bright) 
Hackney (Mr. Fawcett) ...... 
TEIGNMOUTH (Sir John

Kennaway) ............ .............
Rosa Bell and others (Sir

Andrew Lusk).....................
Portobello, drawing-room 

meeting, J. Trip, chair- 
man (Mr. Macgregor) ...

MILLOM (Lord Muncaster) ... 
MANCHESTER, women of (Sir

T. Bazley) .......----...
Manchester, Saint Michael's

Ward (Mr. Thos. Bazley.. 
LONDON (Mr. Goschen) ...... 
KINGSTOWN (Colonel Taylor) 
Dublin, drawing-room meet­

ing, Caroline Eason, presi­
dent (Colonel Taylor) ... 

KINa's LYNN (Mr. Bourke) ... 
DEVONPORT, Hope of Ford

Lodge of Good Templars 
(Mr. Puleston) .... ............

18,963

53
34

745
19

1,010
753
72

318
318

38

14

64

1
44

36

40

285

304

1,078 
758

91

58

38

1,138

554
1,118

115

158

4

Total No. Of Petitions 79—Signatures 28,229

FIFTH REPORT. 28 Feb.—6 Mar., 1877.

1187

1188

1189

1190
1191
1192

1193

1194
1195

1196

1197
1198

1199

1200
1201

1202
1203
1204

1205
1206
1207
1208
1209
1210

1211
1212
1213

1214

1398 8

Feb. |
28 I

28

28

28
28
28

28

28
28

Mar

2
2
2

2
5
5
5
5
6

6
6
6

6

Brought forward, Petitions 89— 
Signatures 32,329

Downham, public meeting, 
Wm. Bennett, chairman 
(Sir William ................

Manchester, women of Med- 
lock Ward (Mr. BirIey)... 

MANCHESTER, Medlock Ward) 
(Mr. Birley).................. 

BATH (Major Bousfield) ...... 
Tiverton ,, ......
MARYLEBONE, public meeting, 

John Bennett, chairman 
(Mr. Forsyth).... ...........

ANNA Hough and others (Mr. 
Forsyth) ..................... 

CHINNOR (Mr. Henley)............  
Halifax, public meeting, 

Nathan Whitley, chair- 
man (Mr. Hutchinson) ...

HAVERSTOCK HILL and neigh- 
hour hood (Mr. Forsyth)...

Boston (Mr. Ingham) ............
Boston, women of (Mr.

Ingham) ................. . ............
Edinburgh, Y.M.C.A., meet- 

. ing, L. F. Armitage, chair- 
man (Mr. M'Laren) . .

ULVERSTONE (Mr. Stanley) ... 
DALTON IN Furness (Mr.

Stanley) ..... .
Evesham (Colonel Bourne)...
RINGSTEAD (Mr. Ward Hunt) 

„ public meeting, 
H. J. Martin, chairman 

(Mr. Ward Hunt) ......
Bristol (Mr. Morley) ......... 
Downham (Mr. G. Bentinck) 
NEATH (Mr. Dillwyn) ...........  
GOUROCK (Colonel Mure).......  
LARGS........................... ............. .
Stanton Prior and MARKS-

BURY (Major Allen) ........
COESTON ,, ......
March (Mr. Rodwell)............
Heokmondwike, public meet- 

ing, J. Kilburn, chairman 
(Mr. Spencer Stanhope)...

Shelf, public meeting, Richd. 
Collinson, chairman (Mr. 
Spencer Stanhope) .........

610

215
251 
641

1

10
81

1

228
49

68

1
35

199
43
34

391
66

184
170
166

134
176

68

1

1

Total No. of Petitions 117—Signatures 36,155

1399
1400

1401

1402
1403

1404

1405

1406

1407

1408

1409

1410
1411
1412

1413

1414

1415
1416

8
8

8

8
8

8

8

8

8

8

8

8
8
8

8

MANCHESTER, Saint Michael’s 
Ward (Sir T. Bazley)......

Manchester, Medlock Ward 
(Sir T. Bazley) .... .....  

Tavistock (Lord A. Russell). 
Dewsbury, Mayor, Aldermen.

Burgesses of (Mr. Serjeant
Simon) .....................,....'....

Heokmondwike (Mr. Lewis 
Starkey) .......... . ............

LUDDENDEN, public meeting, 
T. Sharp, chairman (Mr. 

Lewis Starkey) ...........
GRAVESEND.......... ....... ................  
Manchester (Mr. J. Bright) 
London (Mr. Jacob Bright).. 
Manchester, women of Med­

lock Ward (Mr. J. Bright) 
Glasgow, public meeting.

Lauchlan Mackay, chair­
man (Mr. Chas. Cameron) 

BROUGHTON (Mr. Cawley) ... 
POOLE, public meeting, A.

Bal8ton, mayor, chairman
(Sir Charles Forster) ......

HEADINGTON (Sir William 
Harcourt)...,....................

Oxford (Sir W. Harcourt) ... 
ABERDEEN, drawing room

meeting, A. Walker, dean 
of guild, chief of meeting 
(Mr. Leith) ........... ...... 

Aberdeen, drawing room 
meeting at residence of 
the Lord Provost, G. 
Jamieson, on behalf of 
meeting (Mr, Leith) ...... 

Aberdeen, drawing room 
meeting at residence of 
Prof. Dickie, G. Dickie, 
on behalf of meeting (Mr. 
Leith) .....----------------

ABERDEEN, drawing room 
meeting Hawthorn Lodge, 
J. C. Thomson, chairman 
(Mr. Leith)...................

Aberdeen, drawing room 
meeting. 81, Crown-street, 
M. Galbraith, M.A., chair­

man (Mr. Leith)... .
ABERDEEN, drawing room 

meeting, 17, Golden 
Square, J. Wright, chair- 
man (Mr. Leith) ............

ABERDEEN, drawing room 
meeting, Albyn Place, 
W. Leslie, chairman (Mr. 
Leith)... ........... . ........

NORTH Leith (Mr. Macgregor) 
Westminster (Sir C. Russell) 
ABERDEEN, drawing room

meeting at residence of 
Mrs. Duthie, Albyn Place, 
H. Cowan, chairman. 

ABERDEEN, drawing room
meeting, at. Mr* Forbes', 
Kingsland House, Alick 
Forbes, jun., chairman ... 

BATH, public meeting, R
Hayes Robinson, chair- 
man (Major Bousfield) ... 

Lass wade (Earl of Dalkeith) 
ROTHESAY (Mr. Dalrymple).

320

441
54

1419
1420
1421
1422
1423

12

12
12
12

Seal 2.

1424
1425
1426

12
12
12

371

84
379
237

548

565

100
607

1

1

1

1

1
210
929

142
184

1427

1428

1429
1430
1431

1432

1433
1434
1435
1436
1437
1438

1439 
1MO
1441 
1442
1443 
1441

1445

1446
1447

1448

1449
1450

1451
1452

12

12

12
12
13

13

13
13
13
13
13
13

13

13
13
13
13

13

13
13

13

13
13

13
13

DENBIGH, Mayor, Aldermen 
and Burgesses of (Mr. Wil 
liams) .................. ....

DENNY, public meeting, Alex 
Mitchell, chairman (Mr 
Campbell-Bannerman) ..

Salford (Mr. Charley) ......

Seal 1.

BROUGHTON ,, ......
Notting Hill (Sir C. Dilke). 
KENSINGTON, and other places 

(Sir C. Dilke) ..............
MARYLEEONE (Mr. Forsyth).. 
Kentish Town (Mr. Forsyth) 
NottING Hill, drawing-room 

meeting, 19, Notting Hill 
Square, John A. Jacob, 
chairman (Mr. Forsyth)...

BEDMINSTER (Mr. Kirkman 
Hodgson)............ ............

Aberdeen, Lord Provost, 
Magistrates, and Council 
of (Mr. Leith).. .

Denny ....................... ................
BeIGHTLING ................................... .
STIRLING, public meeting, 

J. Henderson, chairman, 
and another (Mr. Charles 
Cameron)........................

GLASGOW, public meeting, 
James Walker, chairman 
(Mr. Charles Cameron) ...

Salford (Mr. Cawley) ...... 
Melrose (Sir G. Douglas) 
ELIZA Douglas ,, 
Margaret PRINGLE „ 
HELEN DRUSE n
ISABELLA H. Liston

and another ,,
MARGARET H. NICOL „ 
ELIZABETH WALKER „ 
MELROSE ,,

Dover, public meeting.

1905
1906
1907

1908

Mar 
lo
16
16

16

1,445
554

1,113 
1,031

23
474
490

455

Seal. 1 
20 
5

2

576
164

2

E.

3
2
2

1909
1910

1911
1912
1913

1914

1915

1916

1917

1918

1919

1920

1921
1922
1923

1924

1925
1926
1927

1928
1929
1930

16
16

16
16
16

16

16

16

16

16

16

16

16
16
19

19

19
19
19

19
19
19

Rees, chairman (Mr, 
Fresh field) ........... . .............

Lochgilphead, public meet­
ing, D. Fraser, chairman 

(Marquis of Lorne).....  
Bed minster (Mr. Morley) ... 
Bedford (Captain Polhill-

Turner)..................... .
BEDFORD (Captain Polhill-

Turner)...................................
LEEDS (Mr. Sanderson)....... .. 
AMPTHILL (Marquis of Tavi- 

stock ................... ............... .

FINSBURY (Mr. Torrens)........ 
LOCHGILPHEAD ..........................

1
333

250

351
3,202

100
625

40

Total No. of Petitions 182—Signatures 52,615

SEVENTH REPORT. 14—20 Mar., 1877.

1898
1899

1900

1901

1902
1903

1904

Mar
14
14

14

Brought forward, Petitions 182— 
Signatures 52,615

MANCHESTER (Mr. Birley) ... 
Haverfordwest (Lord Ken- 

sington) .............. .
TEWKESBURY, public meeting, 

J. H. Boughton, chairman 
(Mr. Price) ....... .

Newton SAINT Loe (Major 
Bousfield)..................... 

Diss (Mr. John Bright) ...... 
Brighouse (Lord F, Caven- 

dish) .................................
NEWPORT, Mon. (Mr. Cordes)

596

136

1

116
34

1,346
234

1931
1932
1933
1934
1935

1936

1937

1938

19
19
20
20
20

20

20

20

Oban (Sir W. Cuninghame) .. 
Shelf (Mr. Starkey) ......... 
PITTENWEEN (Sir R. Anstru- 

ther) ......... ----------------- 
STRATHMIGLO (Sir R. Anstru- 

ther) .......................
LESLIE (Sir R. Anstruther)... 
King’s KETTLE (Sir Robert 

Anstruther)..................
MARKINCH (Sir R. Anstruther) 
STONEHAVEN (Sir G. Balfour)

,, Women house- 
holders of (Sit G. Balfour) 

STONEHAVEN, public meeting, 
W.B. Leslie, M.D., chair­
man (Sir G. Balfour) ...... 

Manchester, Medlock Ward 
(Sir T. Bazley)............... 

Manchester, women of Med­
lock Ward (Mr. J. Bright) 

Keighley, public meeting 
J. W. Laycock (Lord F 
Cavendish) ....

Greenwich (Mr. William E 
Gladstone.... * •...............

New PITSLIGO (Sir Alexander 
Gordon) ......... ........... 

NEW PITSLIGO, publicmeeting.
J. C. Hodge, chairman (Sir 
Alexander Gordon). ....  

Plumstead (Mr. J. Talbot)... 
ISABELLA HALKSTONE ..............  

BROUGHTY FERRY (Mr. James
Barclay) .......................... .

MONTROSE, Provost, Magis­

trates and Town Council 
of (Mr. Baxter) ..........  

PLUMSTEAD (Mr. Boord) .......  
Clifton (Mr.-Hodgson) ...... 
BLACK Torrington (Sir M.

Lopes) .......  ......
OKEHAMPTON (Sir M. Lopes) 
Woolwich (Sir C. Mills)........ 
FRAMLINGHAM, public meeting, 

W. A. Pope, chairman 
(Lord Rendlesham)......... 

BURNLEY (Mr. Rylands) .......  
KENDAL (Mr. Whitwell) ...... 
BARNSTAPLE (Mr. T. Cave)... 
Broughton (Mr. Cawley) ... 
NEWTON on Ayr (Sir William

Cuninghame) ............. 
CADMORE, and other places 

(Mr. Henley) ............... 
BRIGHOUSE, public meeting.

Thos. Ormerod, chairman 
(Sir Mathew Wilson).  

LLANELLY ...................... .............

201
33

160

105
220

166
166
61

23

350

416

119

599

215

Seal. 1
41

413

57
23

726

4,025
44
56

527

312

84

423

Total No. of Petitions 223—Signatures 65,130

EIGHTH REPORT. 21—24 March, 1877.

2411

2412
2413

2414
2415
2416
2417

2418

Mar 
21

21

21
21
21
22

22

Brought forward. Petitions 223— 
Signatures 65,120 

Leek, public meeting, Wil-
Ham Allen, chairman (Sir
Charles Adderley)...... .

FORFAR (Mr. Baxter) .........
Braintree (Lord Eustace

Cecil) .......------- ...... 
GLOUCESTER (Mr. Monk)...... 
CROSSHILL (Colonel Mure) ... 
Gloucester (Mr. Wait) ........ 
AUCHTERMUCHTY (Sir Robert

Anstruther).................
LADYBANK (Sir Robert An- 

struther)

53

4
575
309
623

104

186
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NONE ARE GENUINE WITHOUT THE NAME AND TRADE MARK OF J. & J. CASH,

is the most Durable and Satisfactory Trimming for Ladies’, Children's, 
and Infants’ Wardrobes.

DO NOT UNTIMELY DIE!
Sore Throats Cured with One Dose.

FENNINGS’ STOMACH MIXTURE.
BOWEL COMPLAINTS cured with One Dose.
TYPHUS or LOW FEVER cured with Two Doses.
DIPHTHERIA cured with Three Doses.
SCARLET FEVER cured with Four Doses.
CHOLERA cured with Five Doses.

Sold in Bottles, Is. 11d. each, with full directions, by all Chemists.
None are genuine but those with the Proprietor's name, " ALFRED 

FENNINGS," printed on the Government Stamp, round each Bottle.

DO NOT LET YOUR CHILD DIE!
FENNINGS’ Children’s Powders Prevent

Convulsions,
ARE COOLING AND SOOTHING.

FENNINGS CHILDREN’S POWDERS
For Children Cutting their Teeth, to Prevent Convulsions.

Do not contain Calomel, Opium, Morphia, or anything injurious to a tender babe 
Sold in Stamped Boxes at Is. 1}d., and 2s. 9d. (great saving), 
with full directions. Sent post free for 15 stamps. Direct to 
ALFRED FENNINGS, West Cowes, I.W.

Read Fennings’ " Every Mother’s Book,” which contains valuable 
Hints on Feeding, Teething, Weaning, Sleeping, <&c. Ask your 
Chemist for a free copy.

After the declaration of “Dr. Chandler, of America,” and “Professor Matthews, F.R.C.S., of London,” as to the Poisonous effect of Lead Restorers, 
why injure your health by using them ?

LINEHAM’S REGISTERED WORLD’S HAIR DRESSING BALSAM, perfumed with otto of roses, is unequalled for removing 
Scurf, and preventing Baldness, 1s. 6d. and 3s. per bottle.

LINE HAM’S BRITISH EXCELSIOR GREY HAIR REGENERATOR will restore speedily and stimulate amazingly, 2s. 6d. 
LINEHAM’S INSTANTANEOUS GREY WHISKER and HAIR DYE will produce a beautiful brown or black, 2s. 6d. per case, 

with complete instructions. May be obtained through any chemist or perfumer.
COPY of Recent Testimonials.

4, Poultry, Nottingham, November 26th, 1876.
Dear Sir,—Please to send three dozen of the Balsam, is. 6d. size, I am sold out; have made two or three experiments with it lately, and find it more 

effectual than ‘ ‘ Hopgood’s Cream.” I hope we shall sell a lot of it; have enclosed a testimonial from a gentleman, whom I have used “Hopgood’s 
Cream " to for the last seven years, and it kept it only moderately clear. I have now persuaded him to have the " Balsam " instead. The result is that 
his head is as free from Scurf as your hand. He is so pleased that he gave me this testimonial; make whatever use you like of it.—Yours truly.

To Mr. Lineham, Newark. E. Carter.
Brunel Terrace, Park-street, Nottingham, November 18, 1876.

Dear Sir,—Permit me to thank you for recommending " Lineham’s Hair Dressing Balsam.’’ It is the very best preparation I have ever used for 
the removal of dandrif from the head. After using other remedies for many years I find this the most effectual.—Yours faithfully,

To Mr. Carter, Hair Dresser, Poultry, Nottingham. J. B. GAYTON.

STONS VECEn, /, Jesse x
s -===292) a

[ TRADE MARK, J. ""

Flying PI?

By the use of which, during the last Forty Years many Thousands 
of Cures have been effected; numbers of which cases had been pronounced 
INCURABLE!

The numerous well-authenticated Testimonials in disorders of the HEAD, 
CHEST, BOWELS, LIVER, and KIDNEYS; also in RHEUMATISM, 
ULCERS, SORES, and all SK IN DISEASES, are sufficient to prove the 
great value of this most useful Family Medicine, it being A DIRECT 
PURIFIER OF THE BLOOD and other fluids of the human body.

Many persons have found them of great service both in preventing and relieving 
SEA SICKNESS; and in warm climates they are very beneficial in all Bilious 
Complaints.

Soldin boxes, price 7Ad., 1s. 1}d., and 2s. 9d., by G. WHELPTON <fc SON, 3, Crane Court, Fleet-street, London, and by all 
Chemists and Medicine Vendors at home and abroad. Sent free by post in the United Kingdom for 8, 14, or 33 stamps.

Printed by A. IRELAND & Co., Pall Mall, Manchester, for the Proprietors, and Published by Messrs. Triibner and Co., 57 and 59, Ludgate Hill, London, and
Mr. John HEYWOOD, Manchester.—August 1, 1877,—Entered at Stationers’ Hall.


